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Via Electronic and United States mail 
August 31, 2015
Steven V. King, Executive Director and Secretary

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission

1300 S. Evergreen Park Dr. SW

P. O. Box 47250 

Olympia, Washington  98504-7250

RE:
Avista Corporation 2015 General Rate Case

Dockets UE-150204/UG-150205
Dear Mr. King: 

Enclosed for filing in the above-referenced docket is Supplemental Revised Exh. No. CSH-2 and Revised Exh. No. CSH-3, two exhibits to Commission Staff witness Christopher Hancock’s responsive testimony. Both exhibits contain revisions to the restatement summary table on page 11 as described below.  
Supplemental Revised Exh. No. CSH-2 

Staff’s Exh. No. CSH-2 and Revised Exh. No. CSH-2 each contained a detailed description of Adjustment 2.17 on page 3, but inadvertently did not include a line for Adjustment 2.17 in the restatement summary table on page 11. The supplemental revised exhibit uses values from the detailed description of Adjustment 2.17 on page 3 to create an additional line for Adjustment 2.17 in the restatement summary table on page 11. Additionally, Supplemental Revised Exh. No. CSH-2 corrects Adjustment 2.18 in the restatement summary table on page 11 to show that the Company did not have such an adjustment in its original filing. 
Revised Exh. No. CSH-3

Staff’s Exh. No. CSH-3 contained a detailed description of Adjustment 2.14 on page 3, but inadvertently did not include a line for Adjustment 2.14 in the restatement summary table on page 11. The supplemental revised exhibit uses values from the detailed description of Adjustment 2.14 on page 3 to create an additional line for Adjustment 2.14 in the restatement summary table on page 11. Additionally, Revised Exh. No. CSH-3 corrects Adjustment 2.15 in the restatement summary table on page 11 to show that the Company did not have such an adjustment in its original filing. 

Attached Documents

This errata filing includes revised Excel spreadsheets and revised PDFs for both Exhibit CSH-2 and Exh. No. CSH-3. In the Excel spreadsheet the corrected cells are marked with a thick red border to clearly indicate where the changes occurred. Staff could not denote its correction with a strike-through of the affected value next to the corrected value because it would cause additional formula errors to occur. The filing also includes PDFs in which a strike-through of the incorrect values has been added to the corrected cells.  The PDFs have also been marked as “REVISED” on the page where the correction occurs.
Sincerely,

PATRICK J. OSHIE 
Assistant Attorney General 

cc:  Parties 
