
AR 669: UPDATES TO IRP REQUIREMENTS AND 
COMPETITIVE BIDDING RULES  

WORKSHOP #2 AGENDA and MATERIALS 

Date:  Wednesday, June 11, 2025   
Time:  9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m. Pacific Time 
Access:  Link to Zoom Meeting

Meeting ID: 161 383 7301 
Passcode: U!Z#+38Vfd 

Or by phone 
• +1 669 254 5252 US (San Jose) 
Meeting ID: 161 383 7301 
Passcode: 5372190034 

One tap mobile +16692545252,,1613837301#,,,,*5372190034# US (San Jose) 

Agenda  

9:00 – 9:10 a.m.  Introduction and workshop overview  

9:10 – 10:00 a.m.  Roundtable discussion of select draft resource planning rule  

changes 

10:00 – 10:50 a.m.  Roundtable discussion of select draft competitive bidding rule  

changes 

10:50 – 11:00 a.m.  Next steps

Materials 

Attached is the presentation for Workshop 2, Discussion of Round 1 Comments. 

If you have questions about this announcement, please contact Sudeshna Pal at 

sudeshna.pal@puc.oregon.gov or 503-428-9529. 

https://puc-oregon-gov.zoomgov.com/j/1613837301?pwd=uaJ6a83lcKZoWVE5THcWr5r68rtnt9.1
mailto:caroline.f.moore@puc.oregon.gov


AR 669
June 11, 2025, Workshop No. 2
Public Utility Commission of 
Oregon
*This workshop will be 
recorded by Commission Staff.*



Docket AR 669 – Updates to 
IRP Requirements and 
Competitive Bidding Rules

 WORKSHOP No. 2

AGENDA

9:00 – 9:10 a.m. Introduction and 
Workshop Overview 

9:10 – 10:00 a.m. Roundtable 
Discussion of Select Draft Resource 
Planning rule changes

10:00 – 10:50 a.m. Roundtable 
Discussion of Select Draft Competitive 
Bidding rule changes

10:50 – 11:00 a.m. Next Steps
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Name that Forklift Feature
Top left and clockwise:*

a.  Straddle stacker
b.  Single double
c.  Sideshifter
d.  Hotbox Bucket

Docket AR 669 – Introductions and Workshop 2 Overview 

June 11 is ….

German Chocolate Cake Day

Corn on the Cob Day

Call your Doctor Day

Forklift Safety Day



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Resource Planning Rules

IRP Discussion Issue 1 - OAR 860-090-0050(3) – Impact of acknowledgment

(3) Acknowledgment of a specific action plan item generally means that the action appears to 

align with customers’ interests, if implemented prudently, given what is known at the time of 

acknowledgment. Acknowledgment of an action plan item does not guarantee Commission 

approval of cost recovery for the action, but may be considered in future rate making 

decisions.
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Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Resource 
Planning Rules
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Issue 1, OAR 860-090-0050(3) – Meaning of 
acknowledgment

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Proposed language appears to diverge from recent 
Commission language, e.g. “acknowledgment is a relevant 
but not exclusive consideration in [cost recovery 
determinations].”



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Resource Planning Rules

IRP Discussion Issue 2 - OAR 860-090-0060(7)(a), (e) – Planning enhancements

(a) In developing the IRP, the utility must analyze a set of meaningfully different 

portfolios of resource options. The utility must provide in the IRP a detailed 

description of the analysis performed and the results of its analysis.

 (B) The utility must consider both commercially available and emerging 

technologies as resource options.

(e) The utility must demonstrate that all portfolios developed under this section 

… comply[] with all state and federal energy policies, over the next five years and 

in key planning years. …
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Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Resource 
Planning Rules
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Issue 2, OAR 860-090-0060(7)(a), (e) – Planning enhancements

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Require transparent, reasonable assumptions around emerging 
technologies. Suggested factors re emerging fuels include the cost 
and availability of fuel supply, transport, and storage.

-Require utilities subject to HB 2021 to demonstrate how ORS 
469A.410 targets have been integrated into IRP modeling.



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Resource Planning Rules

IRP Discussion Issue 3 - OAR 860-090-0060(7)(f), (h) – Planning enhancements (cont.)

(f) In evaluating portfolios under this section, the utility must 

reasonably estimate future operations of the utility’s system, 

including … interactions with energy markets.

(h) Preferred Portfolio. The utility must select a Preferred Portfolio in 

the IRP and explain why it represents the best balance of cost and 

risk to customers and the utility.
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Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Resource 
Planning Rules
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Issue 3, OAR 860-090-0060(7)(f), (h) – Planning enhancements 
(cont.)

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Require transparent and evidence-based assumptions around 
market availability and pricing.

-Require utility to include a matrix that describes how each 
portfolio performed against the portfolio scoring metrics and that 
clearly demonstrates why the preferred portfolio was selected.



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Resource Planning Rules

IRP Discussion Issue 4 - OAR 860-090-0060(7)(g) – Near-term costs

(g) For each portfolio, the utility must identify metrics in the IRP that describe the portfolio’s 

performance with respect to:

(A) Long-term costs, calculated as the present value of the revenue requirement over the 

planning horizon, including end effects.

(B) Near-term costs, presented as a plausible range for the total annual Oregon-allocated 

revenue requirement over the next five years, considering near-term uncertainties, including 

resource ownership and cost allocation to Oregon customers.
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Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Resource 
Planning Rules

11

Issue 4, OAR 860-090-00060(7)(g) – Near-term costs

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Portfolio uses proxy resources; can’t give specific rate impacts, 
commercial structure, or cost allocation. Instead, should 
continue to rely on NPVRR.



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Resource Planning Rules

OPEN FORUM

Additional Comments on Proposed Changes to Resource 

Planning Rules
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 1 – OAR 860-089-0300(1) Access to confidential information

(b) Any individual who participates in the development of the RFP or the evaluation or scoring of bids 
on behalf of the electric company may not participate in the preparation of an electric company or 
affiliate bid and must be screened from that process.

(A) With the filing of a draft RFP for approval under OAR 860-089-0250, the electric 
company must disclose the current and past roles of all company employees engaged 
with development or submission of a benchmark or affiliate bid and whether or not 
each employee had or has access to confidential information in any prior RFP or IRP 
filed in Oregon by the electric company.  

(B) If the Commission approves the draft RFP, the electric company shall file an update of 
the disclosure required under paragraph (A) within seven calendar days and file an 
additional update every three months thereafter until the completion of the RFP.
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Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Competitive 
Bidding Rules
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CBR Issue 1, OAR 860-089-0300(1) Access to confidential 
information

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Rule should do more to prevent a utility employee from 
using third-party bidder information to prepare a benchmark 
bid.

-Clarify timeframe for which employee’s access to 
confidential information in prior IRP or RFP must be 
reported.

-Content and timing of reporting should be clarified.



Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 2 – OAR 860-089-0300(3) Availability of Resources

(3) The electric company may make elements of athe benchmark resource owned or 
secured by the electric company (e.g., site, transmission rights, or fuel 
arrangements) available for use in third-party bids and, if it does, it shall include details 
relevant to the RFP about such elements in the Draft RFP and any RFP it issues following 
approval by the Commission.  Details about resource elements secured by the electric 
company that become available to third-party bidders after issuance of the RFP must be 
provided to potential bidders no later than one month prior to the due date to submit 
third-party bids. If benchmark bid resource elements secured by the electric company are 
not made available to all bidders, it must provide analysis explaining that decision 
when seeking approval of a draft RFP under OAR 860-089-0250, when requesting 
acknowledgement of a final shortlist and when seeking recovery of the costs of the 
resource in rates.
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Issue 2, OAR 869-089-0300(3) Availability of Utility-owned Resources

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Utility should be required to make utility-owned assets available.

-Existing rule is sufficient.

-Third-party developers should be required to make their assets available.

-”Utility-owned resource” should be defined or tied to specified resources.  Suggestions offered 

include a) a utility’s assets at a retiring facility, b) land or site control at existing resources if a 

developer proposes to build a complementary resource to take advantage of scarce 

interconnection or transmission, c) excess point-to-point transmission, d) utility-owned assets 

utility benchmark plans to use.
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules
CBR Discussion Issue 3 - OAR 860-089-0475 Selection of the Initial Shortlist and Final Shortlist

(1)  Before an electric company may file a request for acknowledgment of a final shortlist of bids, the electric 
company must select an initial shortlist of bids and comply with the requirements of this rule.  

(2)  At least 75 days before filing a request for acknowledgment under OAR 860-089-0500, the electric 
company must file a report in the docket that includes the electric company’s initial shortlist of bids, a list of 
bids received that are not included on the initial shortlist, an explanation as to why each bid not included on 
the initial shortlist was excluded, and a description of the set of scenarios and sensitivities the electric 
company proposes to use to select and evaluate the performance of a  final shortlist.  

(3) Interested persons may file comments on the initial shortlist report within 30 days after the electric 
company’s filing.  Commenters may request the use of different or additional portfolios and sensitivities.

(4) An electric company must consider any filed comments and be responsive to reasonable requests for 
additional or different portfolios of bids.  The electric company must test additional or different portfolios of 
bids requested by Staff or the IE and provide the results of testing performed under this section to Staff and 
the IE within a reasonable amount of time before the IE’s closing report is due.  
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 3 - OAR 860-089-0375 (1) – (4) Selection of Initial Shortlist

Comments for Discussion Include:

-The timing for the 30-day comment period and how it works in context of RFP is not clear.

-Proposal for initial shortlist filing is unnecessary.

-75-day filing requirement too inflexible, potentially conflicts with other jurisdictions.

-Comments may require “adjudication,” adding unnecessary process, delay.
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 4 - OAR 860-089-0450(9) and (10)

(9) The IE must provide analysis and reports as requested by the Commission or its Staff.  

Except as otherwise directed by the Commission, the IE shall:

(a)  File, or provide to the electric company for filing, a summary report or memorandum 

shortly after: 

(A) The IE’s review of the draft RFP and its associated scoring and modeling methodology;

(B) the IE’s review of the electric company’s issuance of the RFP; and

(C) The IE’s benchmark bid scoring. 

* * *

(c) At the conclusion of the RFP process, file, or provide to the electric company for filing, a 
summary report or memorandum with the IE’s assessment of the process and outcome of 
contract negotiations, along with any recommendations for future RFP design by the 
electric company.
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 4 - OAR 860-089-0450(9) and (10)

(10) Unless the Commission directs otherwise, the IE must participate in the final short list 

acknowledgment proceeding initiated by the electric company, and must continue to 

participate if, at the time of acknowledgment of the electric company’s final shortlist, the 

Commission chooses to require IE involvement through final resource selection and 

monitor contract negotiations through to the completion of any contract between the 

electric company and a bidder. In addition to making a decision on acknowledgment, the 

Commission, on its own motion or at the request of other parties, including bidders, may 

require expanded IE involvement. Upon such a request or its own motion, the Commission 

may require an IE to be involved in the competitive bidding process through final resource 

selection.

20



Docket AR 669 
– Workshop 2 
Roundtable on 
Competitive 
Bidding Rules

CBR Discussion Issue 4 OAR 860-089-0450 (9) – (10) IE additional 
reports and contract negotiation monitoring

Comments for Discussion Include:

-Additional reports from the IE are unnecessary, add expense.

-Whether comments or decisions will be made based on the 
reports is not specified.

-Monitoring by IE of contract negotiations not always needed, 
existing language is sufficient.  Draft language may increase cost 
of RFP process and limits utility’s ability to successfully negotiate 
contracts.
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Docket AR 669 – Workshop 2 
Roundtable on Competitive Bidding Rules

OPEN FORUM

Additional Comments on Proposed Changes to 

Competitive Bidding Rules
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Docket AR 669 – Updates to 
IRP Requirements and 
Competitive Bidding Rules

 Next Steps

 Revised Draft Proposed Rules filed by 
Staff

 July 2, 2025

 Written Comments on Revised Draft

 July 16, 2025 

 Workshop No. 3

 August 2, 2025

(Full Schedule available here: 
ar669hah335965026.pdf)

*Forklift Quiz answer key:  c.d.b.a.
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https://edocs.puc.state.or.us/efdocs/HAH/ar669hah335965026.pdf
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