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BACKGROUND

The Office of Consumer Services (“OCS”) submits these Reply Comments in the
consolidated Docket Nos. 25-R318-01 and 24-035-43. The Commission’s February 12,
2026, Scheduling Order called for Initial Comments addressing the suggested scope
and principles of a potential Large Load Flexible Tariff ("LLFT”). Initial Comments were
filed on March 5, 2026, by the Division of Public Utilities (“DPU”), Enyo Renewable
Energy, LLC (“Enyo”) and Western Resource Advocates (“WRA”). OCS has reviewed
those comments and submits these Reply Comments accordingly.

REPLY COMMENTS

LLFT

The OCS appreciates the Parties for their respective scoping considerations regarding a
potential LLFT and possible changes to the Utah Administrative Code R746-318. The
OCS is willing to explore the various proposals set forth by parties in their Initial
Comments and generally agrees with the parties that any LLFT should support the
principle of cost causation and ensure that remaining cost of service customers are not
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unduly burdened by the LLFT'. However, OCS asserts that the standard of review
should be even higher and suggests that “unduly burdened” is insufficient protection.
The LLFT should be designed to ensure that any benefits that are credited under the
tariff are verifiable and quantifiable. Non-participating ratepayers should not have any
costs or risks shifted to them.

Review of R746-318

The OCS notes that the Commission has already scheduled a review of Utah
Administrative Code R746-318 as part of the Consolidated Dockets proceeding. In
December 2025, many Stakeholders, including the OCS, submitted comments on
substantive issues such as cost allocation and accounting requirements in that context.
The DPU noted that stakeholders could benefit from guidance by the Commission?
regarding which of the more substantive comments may warrant additional
consideration. The OCS agrees that if the Commission provides such direction, it will
help maximize the efficiency of the work done by stakeholders. The OCS further agrees
with the DPU that the already tight timelines of Utah Code section 54-26-302(4) should
not be shortened?.

The OCS looks forward to continued participation in the April 2, 2026, technical conference
and the subsequent phases of this proceeding, and remains committed to ensuring that
any outcomes maintain ratepayer protections and are in the public interest.
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