
BEFORE THE WASHINGTON 

UTILITIES & TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, 

Complainant, 

v. 

PACIFICORP d/b/a PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT COMPANY, 

Respondent. 

DOCKET UE-250224 

DR. ROBERT L. EARLE 
ON BEHALF OF THE 

WASHINGTON STATE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC COUNSEL UNIT 

EXHIBIT RLE-23 

PacifiCorp Response to Public Counsel Data Request 114 

August 20, 2025



UE-250224 / PacifiCorp 
June 18, 2025 
PC Informal Data Request 114 

PC Informal Data Request 114 

PacifiCorp Response to Public Counsel Data Request 34.a. 

(a) Please answer yes or no. Is it correct to understand that PacifiCorp performed
no analysis or evaluations of its own of “other day-ahead markets”?

(b) If the answer to subpart a is yes, please explain why not.

(c) If the answer to subpart a is no, please provide any and all internal memos,
emails, presentations or other evidence that PacifiCorp performed analyses or
evaluations of “other day-ahead markets.”

(d) Are either of the presentations in PacifiCorp’s response to Public Counsel
Data Request 34.a. PacifiCorp work products? If so, please provide work
papers for the presentations.

(e) Did PacifiCorp participate in the creation of or contribute money for either of
the presentations in PacifiCorp’s response to Public Counsel Data Request
34.a.? If so, please provide documentation of PacifiCorp’s participation and
contributions of money and how much money was contributed.

(f) How does PacifiCorp know whether either of the presentations in PacifiCorp’s
response to Public Counsel Data Request 34.a. are accurate and reliable?

(g) Are either of the presentations in PacifiCorp’s response to Public Counsel
Data Request 34.a. exhibits to PacifiCorp’s testimony?

Response to PC Informal Data Request 114 

PacifiCorp objects to this request as unduly burdensome, outside the scope of this 
proceeding, requesting information that is not in the Company’s possession or 
control, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. Without waiving any objection, the Company responds as follows: 

(a) Yes. It is correct to understand that PacifiCorp did not perform internal
analysis on “other day-ahead markets”. PacifiCorp hired the Brattle Group
(Brattle) to perform such analysis.

(b) PacifiCorp contracted with Brattle in October 2024 to perform a comparative
assessment of the Extended Day-Ahead Market (EDAM) and Markets+
design features as Brattle had already performed the Company’s EDAM
participation benefits study in April 2023 as well as the Company’s updated
EDAM study in September 2024.
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(c) Not applicable. 
 
(d) No. The work products referenced in the Company’s response to PC Informal 

Data Request 34 were from Brattle and the Portland General Electric 
Company (PGE). 

 
(e) PacifiCorp was the sole contributor of Brattle’s comparative assessment of 

EDAM and Markets+ and paid $30,000 for the service. PacifiCorp did not 
contribute money to the assessment performed by PGE.  

 
(f) The information used in Brattle’s comparative assessment was from the 

California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO) EDAM and Southwest 
Power Pool’s Markets+ tariff. Furthermore, Brattle is a well-respected 
consulting group within the electricity industry and performed a wide range of 
analysis for many other reputable companies in the industry1.  

 
PacifiCorp believes the PGE comparative study to be accurate and reliable as 
PGE also contracted with Brattle for their benefits study, was a main 
contributor to the EDAM design, and relied on the Markets+ tariff for 
comparing the Markets+ design with EDAM.  

 
(g) No. 

 
 

PREPARER: Nadia Kranz 
 
SPONSOR: Michael Wilding 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1 See https://www.brattle.com/about/ 
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