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Request No.:  2.1 
Directed to:  Simon J. ffitch 
Date Received: March 21, 2016 
Date Produced: March 28, 2016 
Prepared by:  Donna M. Ramas  
 
PACIFICORP DATA REQUEST NO. 2.1 TO PUBLIC COUNSEL:  
Please refer to Exhibit DMR-1T, the Direct Testimony of Donna Ramas, page 38, lines 
18-20.  Please confirm that the question was meant to address Other Post-Employment 
Benefits (“OPEB”), and not Post-Retirement Benefits Other than Pension (“PBOP”).  
 
RESPONSE:  
In this section of testimony, either the term Other Post-Employment Benefits (“OPEB”) 
or the term Post-Retirement Benefits Other than Pensions (“PBOP”) could be used.  
Ms. Ramas has regularly seen both titles (OPEB and PBOP) used in discussing retirement 
benefits other than pensions and opted to use OPEB in her testimony, consistent with the 
abbreviation used in both her testimony and in Commission Order 08 in the prior Pacific 
Power rate case, Docket No. UE-140762.  The testimony pertains to the retirement 
benefits other than pensions addressed in Accounting Standards Codification Section 715 
– Compensation – Retirement Benefits.
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