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August 4, 2025 
 
Ms. Jana Saba      Data Request Response Center 
Rocky Mountain Power    PacifiCorp 
1407 W North Temple, Suite 330   825 NE Multnomah St., Suite 2000 
Salt Lake City, UT 84116    Portland, OR 97232 
 
Re:  Rocky Mountain Power’s Demand-Side Management 2024 Annual Energy Efficiency 

and Peak Load Reduction Report; Docket No. 25-035-36 
 
Dear Ms. Saba:  
 

The Public Service Commission (PSC) reviewed Rocky Mountain Power’s (RMP) 
Demand Side Management (DSM) 2024 Annual Energy Efficiency (EE) and Peak Load 
Reduction Report filed on May 27, 2025 (the “2024 Report”), pursuant to the PSC’s 
February 16, 2017 Order in Docket No. 17-035-04 (the “Order”).1 The PSC also reviewed 
comments filed by the Division of Public Utilities (DPU) on June 5, 2025 (the “DPU 
Comments”) and the Office of Consumer Services (OCS) on June 27, 2025 (the “OCS 
Comments”), as well as reply comments filed by Utah Clean Energy (UCE) on July 14, 2025 
(the “UCE Reply Comments”). 

 
DPU recommends the PSC acknowledge that RMP complied with the PSC’s 

reporting requirements. DPU provides details on program results, activities, and 
expenditures of the DSM Cost Adjustment Tariff Rider (Schedule 193) as of the January 1, 
2024 through December 31, 2024 period. DPU lists Wattsmart Homes, Home Energy 
Reports, Low Income Weatherization, and Wattsmart Business as EE programs, and 
Irrigation Load Control, Cool Keeper, Wattsmart Batteries, and Wattsmart Business 
Demand Response as Peak Load Reduction Programs. DPU concludes the DSM portfolio 

 
1 On February 16, 2017, the PSC approved RMP’s application requesting approval to revise the DSM Annual 
Energy Efficiency and Peak Load Reduction Report requirements, subject to RMP continuing to provide 
program level reporting and using avoided cost values from its Integrated Resource Plan for its 
evaluations as required by previous PSC orders. 
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was cost effective based on the Utility/Administrator Cost Test (UCT) - the primary cost 
benefit test observed in Utah. DPU notes that the 2024 Report describes a decrease in 
savings for lighting and non-lighting prescriptive measures and an increase in savings for 
the Wattsmart Business program. 
 

OCS recommends the PSC acknowledge the 2024 Report. OCS states the DSM 
programs have an estimated lifetime energy savings of 3,408,070 MWh and an “estimated 
… $107 million over the life of the measures.”2 Additionally, OCS states it “is pleased to see 
significant improvements in UCT outcomes over the past year”,3 specifically citing the 
improvement in the total UCT score from 1.83 in 2023 to 2.67 in 2024.  

 
In its reply comments, UCE commends RMP’s operation of its DSM programs and 

observes that “RMP slightly exceeded the Integrated Resource Plan … DSM selection for 
2024.”4 Additionally, UCE “recommends that RMP pursue all available cost-effective DSM 
[programs].”5  

 
Based on the PSC’s review of the 2024 Report, the DPU Comments, the OCS 

Comments, and the UCE Reply Comments, the PSC acknowledges the 2024 Report 
complies with the PSC’s reporting requirements. Notwithstanding the PSC’s 
acknowledgement herein, we note that a technical conference to evaluate the current 
standards that determine the cost-effectiveness of DSM programs is scheduled for 
August 14, 2025, in Docket No. 24-035-47. This Docket may result in changes to the cost-
effectiveness tests, as well as the reporting requirements going forward. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
/s/ Gary L. Widerburg 
PSC Secretary 
DW#340924 

 
2 OCS Comments, at 2.  
3 Id., at 5. 
4 UCE Reply Comments, at 2. 
5 Id. 


