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The following passage is from the Rebuttal Testimony of Daniel J. MacNeil, lines 
268-283: 

 
“Q. Will Parties and the Commission have the ability to assess the 
risks related to applying negative dispatch prices to Program 
resources?  
 
A. PacifiCorp currently expects to model all Program resources 
with the assumption that they cannot be dispatched down (i.e., 
curtailed). This maximizes the production of RECs for the 
Program. The resulting resource value results will reflect a range 
of conditions, including some hours in which a Program resource 
may displace PTC-eligible resources. PacifiCorp will also report 
Program resource generation during all periods when the model 
reports locational marginal pricing that is below zero. If the 
Company is contractually allowed to curtail the Program resource 
during those periods, it may significantly increase the resource 
value, though at the expense of some RECs, with a proportionate 
increase in the cost per REC generated. Parties will also be able to 
dispute whether negative locational marginal pricing (“LMP”) 
results based on the loss of PTCs are reasonable given recent 
changes in tax law, tariffs, and supply chains. The availability of 
this information should address the Sierra Club’s concerns about 
negative dispatch prices, because it will have the data necessary to 
quantify its proposed adjustment to the dispatch and value of the 
Program resource.” 

 
Please explain: 
 
(a) What regulatory process will ensure parties and the Commission will be granted 

access to the information described in the passage.  
 

(b) When will this information be provided to parties? 
 

(c) Will it be provided separately for each Program resource? 
 

(d) How will parties be granted the ability to propose adjustments to resource 
valuation? 
 

(e) As part of this process, will parties also be able to propose adjustments to 
calculations for the “lost value of RECs” if the Commission allows such an 
adjustment to the current Schedule 38 methodology? 
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(a) Once the Utah Community Renewable Energy Agency (CREA) selects the Utah 
Community Clean Energy Program (Program) resource(s) it wishes to move 
forward with, PacifiCorp will file an application with the Public Service 
Commission of Utah (Commission) identifying its proposed resource valuation 
and associated Program incremental cost.  

 
(b) PacifiCorp expects that the application referenced in the Company’s response 

to subpart (a) above would include the analyses used to reach the proposed 
resource valuation. The associated work papers would be available for 
stakeholder review, subject to any applicable confidentiality requirements. 

 
(c) Yes. 
 
(d) PacifiCorp expects that the Commission would establish a procedural schedule 

allowing for comments and proposals by parties, likely culminating in a hearing. 
 
(e) PacifiCorp expects that the Commission’s ultimate Program resource valuation 

and Program incremental cost determination will reflect any considerations 
brought forward by parties that it deems relevant and appropriate. 
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