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Are you the same Craig M. Eller who submitted direct testimony and Phase I and
Phase II rebuttal testimony in this proceeding on behalf of PacifiCorp, d/b/a
Rocky Mountain Power (“Rocky Mountain Power” or the “Company”)?
Yes.
Please describe the purpose of your Phase I surrebuttal testimony.
My testimony responds to the Phase I rebuttal testimony of the Utah Division of Public
Utilities (“DPU”) witness Paul A. Hicken regarding the proposed Voluntary
Renewable Energy Credit (“REC”) Option Program (“REC Option Program” or
“Program”).

I. RESPONSE TO DPU
Please summarize DPU witness Mr. Hicken’s testimony with respect to the
Program.
Mr. Hicken characterizes the Program as “selective and exclusive”! and agrees with the
Office of Consumer Services (“OCS”) witness Alyson Anderson that the Program
should be offered to all customers. Mr. Hicken also recommends that the Program be

monitored annually or biannually.

! Phase I Rebuttal Testimony of Paul A. Hicken, line 54.
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Mr. Hicken states that one problem with the Program being only offered to large
customers is that the Company’s “reserve of RECs is generated by efforts of all
RMP customers, not just those with the largest demand and aggregated load”?
concluding that when RECs are sold or retired the benefits should be available to
all customers, even the smaller users.”® Can you address his concerns?

I agree that all customers pay for the underlying resources that generate RECs;
however, residential and small business customers still receive the benefits of those
RECs even without participation of the Program. All non-participating customers,
which includes the smaller-usage customers, will receive revenue from RECs that are
sold through the RBA.

Do you agree with Mr. Hicken’s assertion that the Company should “monitor the
Program to determine possible costs and justification for not promoting

participation to all customers”*

annually or biannually?

As stated in my direct testimony and Phase I and Phase II rebuttal testimonies, the
Company requests the Commission approve the Program as designed, but as a three-
year pilot program. The Company commits to file for review of the pilot Program in
advance of the final program year at which time the Company, DPU, OCS, Western
Resource Advocates, Utah Clean Energy and other stakeholders will be able to provide
input on potential changes to the Program including a comprehensive review with

actual data to inform the decision as to whether the Program should be continued,

expanded, or terminated. Starting with a limited pilot program is prudent and in the

2 Id. at 82-83.
3 1d. at 84-85.
41d. at 94-95.
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best interest of all customers as it allows the company to gain experience and identify
any potential administrative complications before committing to more resources and
costs for administering and implementing this new Program. At the time of the Program
review, the Company will revisit, with input from stakeholders, the decision to limit
the rate schedules eligible for participation.

Does this conclude your Phase I surrebuttal testimony?

Yes.
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