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September 19, 2025 
 
Public Utility Commission of Oregon 
Attention:  Filing Center 
P.O. Box 1088  
Salem, OR 97308-1088  
 
RE: Docket No. UM 2362 – PGE Distribution System Plan, Round Two Reply Comments 
 
Dear Filing Center, 
 
Portland General Electric Company (PGE or the Company) wishes to acknowledge and reply to 
second-round comments filed in Docket No. UM 2362, regarding the Company’s 2024 
Distribution System Plan (DSP), by Public Utility Commission of Oregon (OPUC or Commission) 
Staff, the Energy Advocates – comprised of NW Energy Coalition (NWEC), Green Energy 
Institute at Lewis & Clark Law School (GEI), Community Energy Project (CEP), and Oregon 
Solar + Storage Industries Association (OSSIA) – the Oregon Citizens’ Utility Board (CUB), and 
individually by OSSIA. 
 
Our reply comments are attached below. In addition, PGE will file separately confidential 
Appendix A, which contains responsive information subject to General Protective Order 23-132.  
 
PGE thanks Staff and parties for their continued engagement. We look forward to further 
discussion of these topics as the review process concludes and in future proceedings.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
/s/ Jason Salmi Klotz 
 
Jason Salmi Klotz, 
Senior Manager, Regulatory Strategy & Planning 
 
ATTACHMENT 
Cc: Sarah Hall 
 Rebecca Feuerlicht 
 Nick Sayen 
 UM 2362 Service List 
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Introduction 
PGE appreciates the comments and continued engagement on our 2024 Distribution System Plan 
(DSP) by Public Utility Commission of Oregon (OPUC or Commission) Staff, the Energy Advocates 
(comprised of NW Energy Coalition (NWEC), Green Energy Institute at Lewis & Clark Law School 
(GEI), Oregon Solar + Storage Industries Association (OSSIA), and Climate Solutions), the Oregon 
Citizens’ Utility Board (CUB), and OSSIA. The docket participants’ deeper evaluation of our Near-
Term Action Plan (NTAP) investments and emphasis on prioritization, transparency, and cost 
discipline supports the constructive nature of this iterative process. We value this dialogue as an 
opportunity to refine how we present information so that stakeholders and the Commission can 
have confidence in the connection between grid needs, PGE investments and modernization 
strategies, and customer value. 

The DSP is cyclical in nature, and each iteration provides insight into how the UM 2005 guidelines 
can continue to evolve. Every filing must be evaluated as a steppingstone—one that reflects the 
guidelines in place at the time of preparation as well as changing circumstances, and, in practice, 
helps uncover where additional clarity or refinement could benefit future iterations. In this sense, 
each plan represents both compliance with existing expectations and a learning opportunity for all 
parties to enhance future planning processes. 

That said, we emphasize that PGE’s 2024 DSP complies with the Commission’s UM 2005 
distribution system planning guidelines effective at the time of filing and should be accepted 
accordingly. Many of the comments PGE has received in both round one and round two of the 
present review process, from Staff and stakeholders, appear to reinterpret or expand upon the 
content requested in the current guidelines or to reintroduce material and expectations from past 
iterations of the guidelines. This may reflect the evolving understanding regarding the kinds of 
data and analysis that are useful in evaluating utility plans, but it does not necessarily point to a 
need for revisions or augmentation of the current plan as a condition of acceptance. 

It is also worth noting that as the guidelines evolve it is essential that utilities have the time and 
flexibility to adapt their planning processes and business practices to meet the guidelines. 
Incorporating a new expectation or request for data into the guidelines may require significant 
work on the utility’s part to develop the business practices needed to support the requirement, 
and the utility needs to be given time to effect that change. 

Given the extensive data, analysis and other additional information required in the current 
guidelines, and the breadth of material beyond that information requested in comments, PGE 
believes there is a clear need to revisit the guidelines once the current plan review cycle is 
complete. We look forward to working with Staff and parties to undertake that effort. It is important 
to take into consideration, as we do this, the extensive planning already embedded in other plans 
like CEP, IRP, TEP, and MYP. 

Many aspects of the DSP involve technical detail and necessarily reflect a limited, point-in-time 
snapshot of a dynamic system. We remain committed to providing clear explanations of our 
planning methods and decisions while retaining the flexibility to adapt to rapidly changing 
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customer and system needs in a highly fluid operating and technological environment. We view 
this exchange not only as a compliance exercise but also as an important collaboration to ensure 
regulatory oversight is supported with sufficient information, without undermining PGE’s 
responsibility for the management and execution of system operations.   

PGE recognizes the presentation of incurred versus fully loaded costs within Tables 25 and 26 of 
the DSP led to some confusion. In future DSPs forecasted cost summaries will be provided on a 
fully loaded basis. PGE also points Staff and Stakeholders to Docket No. RE 64, which provides 
PGE’s loading and allocation methodology (i.e., PGE Cost Allocation Manual), for more detail on 
PGE’s process for allocating shared costs to capital projects and other areas. 

In these comments, PGE addresses Staff’s and stakeholders’ specific recommendations, including 
prioritization metrics, the role of non-wires solutions, solar and virtual power plant (VPP) targets, 
and the introduction of our Risk-Informed Decision-Making framework. 
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Distribution Grid Needs  
OPUC would like to understand the scoring of the prioritized grid needs presented in Table 
22 of the 2024 DSP1.  

Scoring calculations for the list of prioritized grid needs in Table 222 

PGE's Grid Needs ranking is utilized by Distribution Planning to rank their distribution grid needs. 
As customer needs and the regulatory environment evolve, PGE is iterating our approach for 
prioritizing distribution grid needs to be responsive and more effective. In the 2024 DSP, PGE 
provided the most current version of the ranking matrix at that time. At present we have an 
updated version of the ranking matrix which is a result of minor calibrations by the Distribution 
Planning team towards incorporating recent learnings and necessary updates.  

Because these refinements were completed after the development of the 2024 DSP, they will be 
discussed in a future DSP workshop. In the interest of transparency, PGE has included the most 
current scoring matrix and calculations in CONFIDENTIAL Appendix A.  

Distribution Investment Prioritization 
Staff asked for clarification regarding the methods used to prioritize the investments in the 
Near-term Action Plan.  

Criteria and methods for prioritization of investments in the Near-term Action Plan  

For the projects identified in the Near-term Action Plan, PGE used a multi-step approach to 
prioritize investments.  

 Use of the Value Framework for pre-qualification, where applicable 
o All Transmission and Distribution (T&D) projects are scored using a value framework for 

idea pre-qualification, ahead of any funding approval.  
o Criteria used for value framework scoring are Safety, Environmental, Compliance, 

Customer Trust, Financial Impact/Reliability.  

 Develop funding scenarios based on investment categories 

o PGE categorizes its capital projects by criteria such as safety, environmental impact, and 
compliance to develop funding scenarios. Projects tied to customer commitments or 
regulatory requirements, which often have specific deadlines, typically account for the 
majority of the budget.  

 

1 OPUC Staff’s Comments to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Comment #1. Available at: 
um2362hac339379027.pdf 
2 2024 DSP Table 22. Page 109. Available at: haa333816025.pdf 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339379027.pdf#page=15
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAA/haa333816025.pdf#page=111
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o PGE conducts a thorough evaluation of various investment scenarios to determine the 
more effective allocation of available funds. This ensures that all projects, regardless of 
their category, are competing for funding based on a consistent set of criteria, and that 
capital is allocated where it provides the greatest value. The projects are further 
prioritized based on their stage of development. 

 Funding for projects that are in-flight are prioritized over projects that are emerging when 
funding is constrained. There are risks when an in-flight project is delayed in favor of an 
emerging project such as customer dissatisfaction on prolonged project duration, increased 
costs due to market conditions and stranded costs when projects do not go into service as 
planned.  

The combination of these methods helps ensure PGE identifies the critical investments required for 
the budget we set. Projects that fall below the cutline are tracked and considered for future 
investments. 

Separate Proceedings for Planning and 
Rate Recovery 

CUB asked for information to understand how the two proceedings, DSP (UM2362) and DSP 
Alternative Recovery Mechanism i.e. DSP ARM (UE 459) work together3. 

DSP provides insight on utility planning and forecast whereas the DSP ARM is the prudency 
review and cost recovery docket for a limited number of capital projects as agreed to by PGE, 
Staff of the OPUC, CUB and AWEC.   

The Distribution System Plan is a planning document that provides insight into utility planning 
practices and forecasted outcomes. It presents information regarding the state of the distribution 
system, shares some of the planning assumptions, and identifies grid needs and mitigating 
solutions. In this strategy and planning process it strives to integrate customer, community and 
regulatory perspectives where appropriate.  

The DSP ARM is a limited scope tariff filing for specific investments described in the MOU because 
as stated in the MOU signed by PGE, Staff, CUB and AWEC, the Signatories “established an MOU 
that lays out the scope of an Alternative Recovery Mechanism to limit the scope of costs that may 
be recovered through the Seaside and [DSP] ARM in comparison to costs sought in a general rate 
review.” 

 

3 CUB’s Comments to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: um2362hac339378027.pdf 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339378027.pdf#page=3
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Electrification 
Our stakeholders provided comments related to electrification. CUB had an overarching 
comment regarding benefits of more coordination between electrification adoption and 
natural gas phase out, and provided several specific recommendations for PGE’s 
consideration in this regard4. Energy Advocates appreciated the updates in the Electric 
Vehicle (EV) forecasts but expressed some concerns related to the investment levels to 
meet projected transportation electrification load5. 

Coordination between electric and natural gas systems 

PGE agrees that understanding the pace and location of customer fuel-switching from gas to 
electric is important for planning. PGE currently tracks electric service connections, some 
equipment upgrades, and participation in electrification programs (e.g., EV Smart Charging). PGE 
does not have access to retail natural gas usage information. Instead, PGE relies on other 
estimation methods to forecast the potential for electrification. Our near-term approach will 
continue to focus on direct (e.g., rebate tracking; program participation) and indirect (e.g., 
technology adoption forecasts) methods. 

Additionally, PGE customers contribute significant funding to the Energy Trust of Oregon (“ETO”) 
budget which includes administration, delivery, and incentives for energy efficiency. ETO is moving 
to a multi-year plan for 2026-2030. The proposed Plan revenues, to be collected from PGE 
customers, escalate from $141M in 2025 to over $230M in 2030, up from just $80M in 2020.  In 
2026 it is estimated that ETO’s budget will exceed 5% of a customer’s bill. PGE is the largest 
electric utility funder of ETO and subject to budget allocations that are distinct from gas utility 
funders. in the absence of fuel-switch policy changes, PGE customers are only eligible for 
incentives for electric-to-electric replacement and not gas-to-electric conversion (the one 
exception is the extended capacity heat pump).  PGE customers also fund ongoing research into 
hybrid HVAC program and measure development to inform future conversions.  PGE agrees that 
electrification investments should align with equity and affordability outcomes and partners with 
ETO to inform replacement of electric resistance heat with heat pumps to reduce consumption and 
therefore reduce bills as well as to provide improved home comfort.  PGE customers also fund 
Ductless Heat Pumps (DHP) for renters which PGE seeks to pair with income qualified bill discounts 
(IQBD) to provide customers who may lack the agency or the funds to pursue this investment 
independently. 

 

 

 

4 CUB’s Comments to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: um2362hac339378027.pdf 
5 Joint Comments by Energy Advocates to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: UM 2362: 
Joint Advocates REPLY Comments on PGE 2024 DSP.docx 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339378027.pdf#page=4
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=2
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=2
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Investments in transportation electrification aligned to actual EV adoption trends 

PGE’s Transportation Electrification Plan and associated Distributed Energy Resources (DER) 
forecasts are continuously refined to reflect evolving conditions in the EV market. Our most recent 
projections incorporate observed slowdowns in adoption relative to state goals, as well as the 
effects of federal tax credit structures and manufacturer targets. Oregon is not on track to achieve 
its 2025 goal of 250,000 registered EVs, and current adoption trajectories also make the 2030 
targets challenging to reach. These realities, coupled with regulatory delays—including Oregon’s 
pause on enforcement of Advanced Clean Trucks through 2027 and ongoing legal and federal 
challenges to the implementation of Advanced Clean Cars II—underscore the uncertainty in long-
term EV adoption. PGE’s forecasts reflect these risks and rely on the most current market data 
rather than past assumptions. 

Grid and infrastructure investments are not determined solely by DER forecast outputs. They are 
guided by PGE’s established distribution planning processes, which incorporate verified customer 
interconnection requests, new housing and commercial development applications, and identified 
large load additions. These processes include system capacity assessments that directly link capital 
upgrades to observed conditions on the grid. In practice, this means that investments move 
forward only when there is a demonstrated and measurable driver—such as an approved 
subdivision, a commercial facility request, or an executed interconnection agreement—rather than 
in anticipation of estimated forecast projections alone. As a result, PGE’s current and planned grid 
investments are aligned with observable demand and validated system needs. 

Distributed Energy Resources 
Stakeholders had several comments related to distributed solar targets, treatment and valuation. 
Staff asked for information on how PGE intends to build out 350 MW of distributed solar by 20306. 
Energy Advocates asked for clarification whether stand-alone solar is included in VPP, and whether 
customer-sited renewable energy are counted towards PGE’s small-scale renewable requirements 
(SSR)7. Energy Advocates asked about inclusion of all DERs in the benefit-cost analysis performed 
for the VPP portfolio7, and sought more information regarding how third-party aggregation is being 
utilized7. 

 

 

 

 

6 OPUC Staff’s Comments to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Comment #4. Available at: 
um2362hac339379027.pdf 
7 Joint Comments by Energy Advocates to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: UM 2362: 
Joint Advocates REPLY Comments on PGE 2024 DSP.docx 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339379027.pdf#page=15
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=3
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=3
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Stand-alone solar (without storage) are included in VPP. 

Stand-alone solar is included in the VPP. The capability stages8 provide insight into the grid 
services that could be provided by resources individually (stand-alone) as well as coupled with 
other resources in the portfolio. 

Rulemaking ongoing in AR 674 for PGE's small-scale renewable requirements (SSR). 

With regards to customer-sited solar, we stated in the DSP that “PGE believes such resources 
should qualify for satisfying the Small-Scale Renewable mandate.”9 Nonetheless, we agree with 
Energy Advocates that Order No. 21-464 in AR 622 determined net metered projects could not – at 
that time – be considered part of the utility’s calculation of compliance with SSR requirements. PGE 
continues its planned compliance with the Commission’s Order and will continue to do so until and 
unless the Commission issues revised direction. 

However, we note that the Commission in Order No. 21-464 also stated “We recognize that utilities 
are evolving their approaches and orientation toward customer-sited distributed generation. In the 
future, such resources may be considered a more active part of the utility's capacity portfolio, and 
we are willing to revisit this determination upon a demonstration that this paradigm has changed in 
ways that make customer-owned resources part of a utility's supply portfolio. One potentially 
relevant change would be a showing that the utilities are more actively accounting for and tracking 
larger commercial net metered projects; another could be utility planning and procurement 
processes that explicitly plan to increase supply from and actively solicit net metered projects.” 

The Energy Advocates note that rulemaking revisions for SSR are currently ongoing in AR 674, and 
that “At the very least, any changes to the treatment of customer-sited renewables should be 
addressed in that formal rulemaking process, and not within the DSP process.” On this point, 
again, PGE agrees with the Energy Advocates. We look forward to a thoughtful and constructive 
dialogue in AR 674, considering customer affordability concerns and revisiting Order No. 21-464’s 
findings in light of subsequent developments – just as the Commission envisioned – with respect to 
the SSR eligibility of net metered projects. 

Planning for 350 MW of distributed solar at different capability levels by 2030.   

In Chapter 5 of the DSP, PGE provided a definition of the VPP along with a visual representation of 
resources. The intent was to create a common frame of reference for discussion, not to prescribe 
or limit which resources may or may not be part of the VPP over time. 

The visualization and the associated list of resources should be understood as illustrative, showing 
examples of how distributed resources and flexible loads can be orchestrated through technology 
platforms to provide grid and operational services. PGE recognizes that the composition of the VPP 
will continue to evolve as customer adoption patterns, technology capabilities, and Commission 
guidance develop. 

 

8 2024 DSP Section 5.1.3.2. Capability stages. Page 70. Available at: haa333816025.pdf 
9 2024 DSP Section 5.1.5.1.3. Customer-Sited Rooftop Solar. Page 80. haa333816025.pdf 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAA/haa333816025.pdf#page=66
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAA/haa333816025.pdf#page=72
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAA/haa333816025.pdf#page=82
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To avoid confusion, PGE emphasizes that: 

• The resource view provided in the DSP is not exhaustive and does not preclude future 
inclusion of additional technologies. 

• Capability stages (Stages 0–3) described in the DSP are intended to convey functional 
maturity levels, not constraints on resource eligibility10. 

• The VPP strategy is designed to remain flexible and adaptive, ensuring alignment with 
customer needs, system requirements, and regulatory direction. 

As PGE continues to evaluate the retail solar and energy storage market, we are focused on how to 
balance the costs of these solutions within the context of changing macroeconomic conditions and 
the tools that PGE has to induce adoption such as tariffs and meeting Commission and legislative 
policies.  

Continuous development of VPP benefit cost analysis  

The preliminary benefit-cost analysis (BCA) for the VPP portfolio in PGE's 2024 Distribution System 
Plan was our first attempt at a comprehensive assessment. This BCA serves as a crucial exercise to 
align stakeholders and the Commission on a central idea: well-planned investments in DERs and 
grid modernization benefit all customers, regardless of whether they own a DER or participate in a 
specific program. 

While our approach uses national best practices and an unbiased perspective, we recognize that 
the methodology requires further development and investment. Our intention in creating this 
initial BCA was to act as a catalyst—to demonstrate what is possible and highlight the need to 
evolve our discussions and perspective on this topic. 

Support for Third Party Aggregation Pathways 

PGE leverages aggregator scale and expertise where it strengthens enrollment and operational 
performance. One example is a vendor PGE contracts to provide technology and program delivery 
support for PGE’s programs and assistance in orchestrating the resource. Customer participation, 
value, and affordability remain at the core of such partnerships. 

Looking ahead, PGE plans to continue incorporating third-party aggregation where it supports 
cost-effectiveness, expands participation, and complements our direct offerings. 

 

10 2024 DSP Section 5.1.3.2. Capability stages. Page 70. Available at: haa333816025.pdf 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAA/haa333816025.pdf#page=72
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Non-Wires Solutions (NWS) 
Our stakeholders provided comments regarding non-wires solutions. Staff asked to what extent 
non-wires solution had been considered in addressing the six identified grid needs11. Energy 
Advocates expressed excitement about the potential of a VPP to support future NWS projects but 
were concerned about the progress of specific NWS proposals, or integration of grid enhancing 
technologies within NWS12. 

Consideration of non-wires solutions in addressing the six identified grid needs 

NWS in general include a combination of several different solution types and can range from 
pricing mechanisms such as time-of-use tariffs to technological solutions such as DERs or advanced 
controls. PGE's investments in VPP and grid modernization position the development of NWS as a 
more organic and cost-effective approach to addressing grid challenges through DERs. In the DSP 
a preliminary BCA have been provided to demonstrate the benefits that these planned 
investments are anticipated to provide to our customers and to the overall system.  

By leveraging customer-owned resources, as outlined in the DSP guidelines, NWS have the 
potential to provide valuable grid services while delivering direct benefits to customers. However, 
significant learning and testing are required to identify the most predictable, reliable, effective and 
efficient NWS options to be enabled through the VPP. Given that NWS serve as substitutes for 
traditional infrastructure, reliability and affordability remain paramount considerations. 

Non-wires solutions were considered in addressing the six grid needs that have been listed in the 
DSP. Summaries of those assessments are provided below. 

1. Evergreen substation: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that a NWS was not 
suitable for this project. The project's primary purpose is the addition industrial load in the 
Hillsboro area. Our analysis determined that DERs could not be reliably dispatched or 
shaped to meet the forecast of this large load. 

2. Swan Island substation: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that a NWS was not 
suitable for this project. The project's primary purpose is the addition industrial load in the 
Swan Island area. Our analysis determined that DERs could not be reliably dispatched or 
shaped to meet the forecast of this large load.  

We have placed the substation rebuild on hold because the planned customer expansion 
has been paused. 

3. Glisan substation: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that a NWS was not suitable 
for this project. The project's primary purpose is the addition industrial load in the Hillsboro 

 

11 OPUC Staff’s Comments to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Comment #3. Available at: 
um2362hac339379027.pdf 
12 Joint Comments by Energy Advocates to PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: UM 2362: 
Joint Advocates REPLY Comments on PGE 2024 DSP.docx 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339379027.pdf#page=15
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=5
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339384056.pdf#page=5
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area. Our analysis determined that DERs could not be reliably dispatched or shaped to 
meet the forecast of this large load. 

4. New Station E: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that a NWS was not suitable for 
this project. The project's primary purpose is the addition of capacity in the Portland area. A 
secondary purpose of the project is the replacement of aging assets, which is a necessary 
reliability and safety upgrade that does not present an opportunity for a non-wires solution. 

5. Glencoe Glisan: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that the feeder grid need was 
fully addressed by a load transfer to another feeder. This solution is the most cost-effective 
option because it effectively balances the load across all assets, ensuring that both feeders 
operate well within the established planning criteria thresholds. 

6. Holgate substation: Distribution Planning's analysis determined that a NWS was not suitable 
for this project. The project's primary purpose is the replacement of aging assets, which is a 
necessary reliability and safety upgrade that does not present an opportunity for a non-
wires solution. 

 

Adequately evaluating non-wires solutions, including GETs. 

Grid-enhancing technologies (GETs) are a group of innovative tools designed to maximize the 
transmission of electricity over the existing power grid. These technologies are often used in the 
transmission system and include sensors, power flow control devices, and advanced analytical 
tools. The primary goal of GETs is to improve the efficiency and capacity of the grid without the 
need for building new power lines, which can be costly and time-consuming.  

While GETs are primarily discussed in the context of the transmission system, PGE also deploys 
similar technologies within the distribution system where it is cost-effective. These technologies 
help to improve reliability, efficiency, and customer service. Examples of such technologies we are 
currently deploying include: 

• Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI): The rollout of AMI, or smart meters, provides grid 
edge intelligence by connecting smart meters and other devices to a communication network, 
enabling real-time data collection and remote management of energy consumption and 
distribution. This enhanced visibility and control at the grid's edge allows utilities to better 
manage DERs like solar panels and electric vehicles, improve grid reliability, and reduce costs. 
This data is crucial for optimizing and analysing grid performance and can help customers 
better manage their energy consumption. 

• Fault Location, Isolation, and Service Restoration (FLISR) Schemes: These automated systems 
rapidly detect, isolate, and restore power during outages. FLISR schemes significantly reduce 
the duration of power outages by quickly rerouting electricity, allowing us to respond to and 
resolve issues faster. 

Following HB 3336 PGE will be analyzing and summarizing strategies in appropriate proceedings 
for cost-effective grid-enhancing technologies (GETs).  
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Limited Generation Feeders  
OSSIA had multiple comments on limited generation feeders which was an issue raised as 
part of a separate proceeding (UM 2099) and asked for update on the status of its 
commitments in this regard13.  

List of identified limited generation feeders and status of planned upgrades  

A list of identified constrained feeders (vintage date: Aug. 2025): 

• Scoggins - Laurelwood  
• Amity - Amity 13 
• Waconda - River  
• Indian - North  
• Waconda - Waconda 13  
• Bethel - Geer  
• Canby - Zimmerman  
• Liberal - Liberal 13  
• Colton - Dhooghe 
• Colton - Grays Hill 
• Boring - City  
• Boring - 282ND  
• Boring - Telford  
• Liberal – Sawmill 
• Canyon-13114 Network #1 
• Canyon-13115 Network #1 
• Canyon-13116 Network #1 
• Canyon-13117 Network #1 
• Canyon-13122 Network #2 
• Canyon-13123 Network #2 
• Canyon-13124 Network #2 
• Canyon-13125 Network #2 
• Canyon-13133 Network #3 
• Canyon-13134 Network #3 
• Canyon-13135 Network #3 
• Canyon-13136 Network #3 
• Marquam – McCall #9 Network 
• Marquam – McCall #10 Network 
• Marquam – McCall #11 Network 
• Marquam – McCall #12 Network 

 

13 OSSIA’s Comments on PGE’s 2024 DSP (Round Two Comments). Available at: OSSIA UM 2362 
Independent Reply Comments Final.docx 

https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339392027.pdf
https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAC/um2362hac339392027.pdf
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• Marquam – Spirit #1 Network 
• Marquam – Spirit #2 Network 
• Marquam – Spirit #3 Network 
• Marquam – Spirit #4 Network 

The above-mentioned Liberal feeders have a project that has been designed, and construction is 
expected to be completed in 2026.  

While Scotts Mills – 13 and Yamhill – Yamhill –13 feeders are no longer generation-limited, they 
were first identified in the 2022 generation limited list. The planned solutions for these feeders are 
still needed and their generation-to-load ratio remains a priority. Both of these projects are 
scheduled for completion in 2026. 

 

New constrained feeders and their addition to PGE’s “Net Metering Map”  

PGE’s constrained feeder list is a dynamic list of feeders with a high generation-to-load ratio. A 
feeder's generation and load can change daily as new generation sources are added, causing the 
list to change constantly and not remain static. For more information, please see PGE Distribution 
Interconnection Handbook sections 3.6.3.1 and 3.6.4.514.  

The Net Metering Map is typically updated twice a year15. The current version includes all of the 
feeders mentioned in the above list. 

 

Interim measures to enable DER interconnection and feeder capacity information 

Refinements in the technical screening of behind the meter solar facilities that PGE identified in the 
UM 2099 proceedings were later incorporated in the Oregon Administrative Rules in AR 659. 
These have led to a steep reduction in the number of projects that are required to install system 
upgrades on generation limited feeders. There may still be secondary upgrades related to local 
conditions required for smaller systems, and larger projects may still be impacted by system 
upgrades should they attempt to site on generation limited feeders, but residential rooftop solar is 
rarely required to install upgrades since the refinement of the Oregon Administrative Rules. A 
snapshot of the system and interconnection queue with capacity related information for feeders is 
available on OASIS16. 

 

14 Handbooks | PG&E 
15 PGE Net Metering Map. Available at: Net Metering Map | Solar | PGE 
16 PGE Interconnection Data (REDACTED). Available at: 
http://www.oasis.oati.com/woa/docs/PGE/PGEdocs/PGE_Distribution_System_Data_REDACTED.xlsx 

 

https://www.pge.com/en/about/doing-business-with-pge/interconnections/handbooks.html#tabs-7ffb3b43d3-item-908841ce98-tab
https://portlandgeneral.com/energy-choices/generate-power/net-metering/net-metering-map
http://www.oasis.oati.com/woa/docs/PGE/PGEdocs/PGE_Distribution_System_Data_REDACTED.xlsx
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Further Information Requested by Staff 
Staff asked how the Risk-Informed Decision Making (RIDM) framework would be used 
towards the projects in Appendix E1.  

Staff requested information about RIDM framework, which is a new method of scoring that was not 
fully in place for prioritization of all distribution projects at the time when the 2024 DSP was 
developed. RIDM is still being tested and refined before implementation can be completed. We 
provided Staff an informal overview of the methodology on their request in advance of full 
adoption. Consideration of how RIDM is applied to capital projects may be relevant in the next 
DSP.  

Conclusion 
We extend our heartfelt thanks to the OPUC Staff, Energy Advocates, CUB, and OSSIA for their 
valuable participation and insightful feedback. PGE’s 2024 DSP was developed in full alignment 
with the Commission’s UM 2005 distribution system planning guidelines effective at the time of the 
filing. In both round one and round two of the comment periods, we have received comments 
from various stakeholders that appear to go beyond the current guidelines. However, we have 
been transparent and responded to the best of our ability. It is worth noting that some of these 
comments may highlight areas for potential revisions of the guidelines and refinements to future 
DSP content expectations. We look forward to working with Staff and parties towards undertaking 
that effort. 
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