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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

 

 

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, 

 

  Complainant, 

 

 v. 

 

PUGET SOUND ENERGY, 

 

  Respondent. 

 

DOCKET UE-100177 

 

DECLARATION OF DEBORAH 

REYNOLDS  

1 I, DEBORAH REYNOLDS, declare as follows: 

2 I am a Regulatory Analyst in the Regulatory Services Division of the Washington 

Utilities and Transportation Commission (“Commission”).  I have held that position since 

1999.  I am primarily responsible for reviewing, analyzing, and evaluating conservation 

programs, conservation resource planning, decoupling, reliability, service quality, low-

income issues, and other analyses of general rate case and tariff filings involving electric and 

natural gas utilities regulated by the Commission. 

3 I have a 1994 Bachelor of Science degree in General Studies emphasizing ecology 

and statistics and a 2002 Master of Regional Planning degree, both from Washington State 

University.  Since securing those degrees, I have pursued additional training in utility 

regulation.  I have attended seminars, conferences, and workshops.  

4 During 2009, I participated in meetings of the Northwest Electric Power and 

Conservation Planning Council (“Conservation Council”) Conservation Resources Advisory 

Committee (CRAC).  As I understand it, the purpose of the CRAC was to assist the 

Conservation Council in determining the cost-effectiveness of conservation resources, 

identifying barriers to conservation, and other subjects related to conservation for the Sixth 
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Northwest Power Plan.  Tom Eckman and Charles Grist, employees of the Conservation 

Council, chaired the CRAC and convened the meetings. 

5 On June 19, 2009, I attended a meeting of the CRAC in Portland, Oregon.  I 

remember that Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) had representatives at the meeting.  According 

to an attendance list that I obtained from Conservation Council staff, Gurvinder Singh and 

Bill Hopkins of PSE were at the meeting.  During the June 19 meeting, Conservation 

Council staff distributed a draft of a section they proposed to include at the end of “Chapter 

4: Conservation Supply Assumptions” in the Sixth Northwest Power Plan.  The draft 

included two pages of text with the heading “Implications for the State of Washington’s 

I-937 requirements  [NEW]” (Exhibit A).  Conservation Council staff asked for comments 

on the draft.  They also posted the draft on the Conservation Council web site.  It is still 

there at 

http://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/crac/meetings/2009/06/I937%20Implications%20June%2

02009%20CRAC.doc . 

6 On June 23, 2009, I forwarded to Tom Eckman and Charles Grist some comments 

from UTC Staff on the draft that had been distributed on June 19.  I do not know whether 

Puget Sound Energy commented on the draft. 

7 On July 2, 2009, I participated by telephone in a CRAC meeting.  According to an 

attendance list that I obtained from Conservation Council staff, Bob Stolarski also 

participated in the meeting.  I am aware that Mr. Stolarski is an employee of Puget Sound 

Energy.  My e-mails show that Cal Shirley of PSE was also among those who were invited.  

Conservation Council staff distributed a revised version of the “Implications for the State of 

Washington’s I-937 requirements [NEW]” draft language and posted the draft on the 

Council’s Web site.  It is still there at 

http://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/crac/meetings/2009/06/I937%20Implications%20June%202009%20CRAC.doc
http://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/crac/meetings/2009/06/I937%20Implications%20June%202009%20CRAC.doc
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http://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/crac/meetings/2009/07/I937_070109drft.doc.  This draft 

language was edited by me and represents a good summary of my understanding of the 

requirements of Initiative 937. 

8 On September 3, 2009, UTC Staff, including me, convened a public workshop in 

Olympia on the Conservation Council’s conservation potential assessment methodology.  

Eric Englert, Tom DeBoer, and Bill Hopkins of PSE attended the workshop.  Tom Eckman 

delivered a PowerPoint presentation.  Exhibit A to the Declaration of Eric E. Englert, which 

Puget Sound Energy has filed in this matter, appears to be a copy of Mr. Eckman’s slides.  

As the slides demonstrate, the Conservation Council’s conservation potential assessment 

methodology is a multi-step process that includes a resource potential assessment and an 

Integrated Resource Plan (IRP) analysis.  Slides 9 through 33 describe the resource potential 

assessment, which considers a range of possible conservation measures and evaluates each.  

Slides 35 through 38 describe the IRP analysis.  Slide 39 says “Utilities Can Just Use the 

Utility Target Calculator,” with a link to the Fifth Power Plan Conservation Target 

Calculator, an interactive spreadsheet on the Conservation Council’s web site.  Mr. Eckman 

cautioned that none of the utilities in the room would be well-served by relying on the 

Target Calculator alone, but that it could be useful for consumer-owned utilities that did not 

have an IRP. 

9 On September 8, 2009, Tom Eckman forwarded to those who had attended the 

September 3 workshop and other interested persons an interactive Excel spreadsheet with 

the file name UtilityTargetCalc_v1_9_6thPlan.xls.  Persons on the “To” and “Cc” lines 

included Tom DeBoer, William Hopkins, Gurvinder Singh, Phillip Popoff, and Grant 

Ringel, all of Puget Sound Energy.  A copy of the e-mail is attached as Exhibit B.  

http://www.nwcouncil.org/energy/crac/meetings/2009/07/I937_070109drft.doc


10 On December 23,2009, I sent to Andrew Hemstreet ofPuget Sound Energy an e-

mail reminding PSE that the January 1,2010 Initiative 937 deadline for projecting the 

utility's IO-year cumulative conservation potential was approaching. I recommended an e-

mail by December 31, 2009 to the conservation advisory board, copied to the UTC Records 

Center. I sent a copy of the e-mail tootherPSEemployees, including Eric Englert. At 

10:26 a.m. on December 31, in response to an e-mail from Mr. Englert, I again offered the 

use of the UTC Records Center docketing system as a tool if PSE desired to use it to 

establish that its ten-year projection was complete by the January 1 deadline. I emphasized 

that I had not suggested that a December 31 filing with the UTC was "required." A copy of 

the e-mail string is attached as Exhibit C. 

11 At 2:00 p.m. on December 31, 2009, Andrew Hemstreet ofPuget Sound Energy sent 

to me and others an e-mail with the subject "PSE's IRP Advisory Group Meeting - Dec 15, 

WAC 480-109 Compliance," and an attachment with the file name WAC 480-109 Potential 

Target FINAL 12-30-09.pdj. I opened Docket UE-091986 and filed the e-mail and its 

attachment in that docket. Copies of Mr. Hemstreet's e-mail and its attachment are attached 

as Appendix G to the Declaration of Stefanie Johnson filed with Public Counsel's Motion 

for Summary Determination in this matter. 

12 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the 

foregoing is true and correct: 

/' : Executed on this _-'----"V..!...-_ day of April, 2010, at Olympia, Washington. 
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EXHIBITS TO THE DECLARATION OF DEBORAH REYNOLDS 

 

 

Exhibit A 

Pacific Northwest Electric Power and Conservation Planning Council draft document 

entitled [at the end of “Chapter 4: Conservation Supply Assumptions (6/1/09)”], version 

distributed at June 19, 2009 meeting of the Conservation Resources Advisory Committee. 

 

Exhibit B 

E-mail from Tom Eckman to Deborah Reynolds et al. dated September 8, 2009, with the 

subject “RE: Conservation Potential Methodology Meeting.” 

 

Exhibit C 

E-mail string dated December 2009 with the subject “I-937 Deadline Approaches.” 

 

 



 
 
 

EXHIBIT A 
TO THE DECLARATION OF DEBORAH REYNOLDS 

 
Pacific Northwest Electric Power and Conservation Planning Council 

draft document entitled 
[at the end of “Chapter 4: Conservation Supply Assumptions (6/1/09)”] 

version distributed at June 19, 2009 meeting of the 
Conservation Resources Advisory Committee 

 



[at the end of “Chapter 4: Conservation Supply Assumptions (6/1/09)”] 

 

COUNCIL METHODOLOGY 
 

 The Northwest Power Act establishes three criteria for resources included in the Council’s 

power plans: resources must be 1) reliable, 2) available within the time they are needed, and 3) 

available at an estimated incremental system cost no greater than that of the least-cost similarly 

reliable and available alternative.
1
  Beginning with its first Power Plan in 1983, the Council 

interpreted these requirements to mean that conservation resources included in the plans must be: 

 

 technically feasible (reliable) 

 economically feasible (lower cost) 

 achievable (available) 

 

 Development of the conservation potential assessment takes into account an assessment of 

what has been accomplished and what remains to be done.  The first step in the Council’s 

methodology is to identify all of the technically feasible potential conservation savings in the 

region.  This involves reviewing a wide array of commercially available technologies and 

practices for which there is documented evidence of electricity savings.  Over 300 specific 

conservation measures were evaluated in developing the conservation potential for the Sixth 

Power Plan. This step also involves determining the number of potential applications in the 

region for each of these technologies or practices.  For example, electricity savings from high 

efficiency water heaters are only “technically feasible” in homes that have, or are forecast to 

have, electric water heaters.  Similarly, increasing attic insulation in homes can only produce 

electricity savings in electrically heated homes that do not already have fully insulated attics.  At 

the conclusion of this step, the Council’s load forecast and conservation assessment are adjusted 

and calibrated to reflect changes in baseline conditions since the adoption of the Fifth Power 

Plan. 

 

 The Sixth Power Plan’s assessment reflects program accomplishments, changes in codes and 

standards, technological evolution, and the overall adoption of more energy-efficient equipment 

and practices since the Fifth Power Plan was adopted in 2004.  There are five significant 

changes: 

 

1. Accounting for utility conservation program savings since 2004. 

2. Adjusting both the load forecast and the conservation assessment to reflect improvements 

in federal and state standards for lighting and appliances. 

3. Adding potential savings from utility distribution efficiency improvements and consumer 

electronics. 

4. Increasing potential industrial savings from a more in-depth analysis. 

                                                 
1
 See Section 839a(4)(A)(i) and (ii) of the Northwest Power Planning and Conservation Act.  

(http://www.nwcouncil.org/library/poweract/3_definitions.htm or 

http://www.nwcouncil.org/LIBRARY/poweract/poweract.pdf)  

http://www.nwcouncil.org/LIBRARY/poweract/poweract.pdf
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5. Adding potential savings from new technologies and practices that have matured to 

commercial readiness since the Fifth Power Plan’s estimates were developed. 

 

Implications for the State of Washington’s I-937 requirements  [NEW] 
 

 Initiative 937 (I-937) in the State of Washington, approved by the voters in 2006, obligates 

most of the utilities in that state to “pursue all available conservation that is cost-effective, 

reliable, and feasible.”  By January 2010, each utility to which the law applies must develop a 

conservation plan that identifies its “achievable cost-effective potential” for the next ten years, 

“using methodologies consistent with those used by the Pacific Northwest electric power and 

conservation planning council in its most recently published regional power plan.”  Every 

succeeding two years the utility must review and update its assessment of conservation potential 

for the subsequent ten-year period. 

 

 I-937 is a matter of state law, and does not alter or obligate the Council in its conservation 

and power planning under the Northwest Power Act.  Similarly, the Council has no authority to 

interpret or apply or implement I-937 for the utilities and regulators in the State of Washington.  

But because of the obvious intersection between the two mandates -- the state’s utilities are to 

engage in conservation planning “using methodologies consistent with” the conservation 

planning methods used by the Council -- this section of the Conservation Supply chapter 

includes a few observations about the relationship intended to assist those who are charged with 

implementing I-937. 

 

 The main point to emphasize is that I-937 does not require the state’s utilities to be consistent 

with or comply with the Council’s power plan.  It does not require that the utilities acquire 

conservation identified in the Council’s plan or adopt or meet conservation targets set forth in the 

Council’s plan.  The Council’s power plan does not identify any particular utility’s “share” of 

regional conservation targets or conservation potential, but even if it did, I-937 does not make 

those utilities responsible for those targets.  I-937 does not even require the utilities to use the 

Council’s conservation planning methods.  It requires only that the utilities develop their own 

plan using methods “consistent with” the methodology used in the Council’s plan, leaving the 

utilities flexibility to adapt the planning methods to their particular circumstances.  To assist 

Washington utilities in this effort, the Washington Department of Community, Trade and 

Economic Development, with the assistance of Council staff, adopted rules in 2008 that outline 

the methodology the Council uses in its conservation planning. 

 

 Some utilities have expressed concern about the fact that they need to produce their first I-

937 conservation plans at the precise moment the Council is making the transition from the Fifth 

to the Sixth regional power plans.  There should be no cause for concern -- the Council’s 

conservation planning methodology has not changed and is essentially the same in this Sixth 

Power Plan as in the Fifth Plan.  The Sixth Plan conservation supply curves differ from those in 

the Fifth Plan not because of a difference in method but because of changes in the power system 

and power prices and because of additional work to identify potential conservation measures.  

The Council’s plan -- and the state’s regulation -- continue to describe the same set of analytical 

methods for identifying cost-effective achievable conservation, and the plan also provides a 

menu of possible cost-effective measures for the utilities to consider.  Neither I-937 nor the 
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Council’s plan requires them to choose any of the plan’s particular measures in particular 

amounts.  The utilities may make that judgment based on their own loads (kinds, amounts, 

growth rates) and their own determination of avoided cost and the measures available to them. 

 

 One of the more delicate issues in the relationship between I-937 and the Council’s 

conservation planning methodology concerns the matter of “ramping.”  On the one hand, I-937 

instructs utilities, as we have seen, to develop conservation plans using methodologies consistent 

with those used by the Council.  An important element in the Council’s methodology is the 

principle that it takes time to develop certain conservation measures to their full potential, while 

other measures are available right away but will taper off.  Conservation potential ramps up and 

on occasion ramps down.  The end result is that the five- or ten-year total of conservation 

potential under the Council’s planning assumptions will not be evenly available across each year 

in the period.  The trouble is that I-937 separately instructs the utilities to identify not just cost-

effective potential over the ten-year life of the utility’s conservation plan for I-937, but also to 

identity and meet biennial conservation acquisition targets that must be “no lower than the 

qualifying utility’s pro rata share for that two-year period of its cost-effective potential for the 

subsequent ten-year period.”  In contrast, the Council uses its ramp rate assumptions along with 

other pacing information and the results of its regional portfolio model to establish five-year 

cumulative conservation targets for the region.  The five-year target recognizes, in part, the 

inevitable ups and downs of year-to-year acquisitions.  Having to acquire 20 percent of any ten-

year target in any two-year period under I-937 may produce different two-year targets than 

would result using ramp rates consistent with the Council’s methodology. 

 

 Because the provisions of I-937 are a matter of state law, this is an issue the Council cannot 

resolve in its plan.  The utilities, regulators and auditors of I-937 must be attentive to this issue, 

and develop logical ways to adapt the Council’s methodology so that utilities do not violate I-

937’s biennial target requirement yet preserve the key ramping principle in the Council’s 

methodology so that utilities have realistic achievable targets in any two-year period.  One 

suggestion may be to use the requirement in I-937 to update the ten-year plans every two years to 

layer or build in the ramp rates as the plans evolve.  Another suggestion may be by allowing the 

utilities the flexibility to apply an adjustment factor to the ten-year assessment of conservation 

potential to reflect the use of ramp rates before then calculating the most current two-year pro 

rata biennial target. 

 

 One further point to emphasize is that the Council’s conservation methodology calculates the 

conservation potential for measures that might, at some point, be covered by building codes or 

energy codes, and then assumes that the savings will be accomplished over time by either utility 

programs or codes.  If codes are adopted that ensure the capture of the potential savings, then 

those savings are “counted” against the regional target.  Similarly, the I-937 rules adopted by 

CTED expect that utilities will include all cost-effective available conservation measures in their 

own plans and programs, but if codes are adopted covering these measures, the utilities are no 

longer responsible for getting those savings via their own programs.  They may count the code-

induced savings for the first two years the code is in effect, and then remove that potential 

savings from their targets in subsequent plans.  The rules are consistent with the Council’s 

conservation planning methodology in this important regard. 

 



 
 
 

EXHIBIT B 
TO THE DECLARATION OF DEBORAH REYNOLDS 

 
E-mail from Tom Eckman to Deborah Reynolds et al. 

dated September 8, 2009, with the subject 
“RE: Conservation Potential Methodology Meeting” 

 



From: Eckman, Tom
To: Reynolds, Deborah (UTC); Nightingale, David (UTC); Allen, Cathie; Gervais, Linda; tom.deboer@pse.com; Hirsh,

Nancy; Murray, Chuck (COM); Schooley, Thomas (UTC); Hopkins, William; Chuck Eberdt; Johnson, Stefanie
(ATG); Kimball, Mary (ATG); Daeschel, Lea (ATG); Englert, Eric

Cc: Ehrbar, Pat; Goddard, Nancy; Hermanson, Lori; Folsom, Bruce; Ringel, H Grant; Gibson, John; Bumgarner,
Jeff; Popoff, Phillip; Singh, Gurvinder; Oshie, Patrick (UTC); Schwartz, Howard (COM); Murray, Chuck (COM)

Subject: RE: Conservation Potential Methodology Meeting
Date: Tuesday, September 08, 2009 11:40:55 AM
Attachments: UtilityTargetCalc_v1_9_6thPlan.xls

Deborah,
 
Attached is a slightly revised conservation target calculator based on the draft 6th

Plan. This version has some minor bug fixes and we have added some error

checking as well as an updated "Budget Estimation" tab. Please consider this the

"current version" until we issue an update.
 
Tom

From: Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) [mailto:DReynold@utc.wa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2009 6:05 PM
To: Nightingale, David (UTC); Eckman, Tom; Allen, Cathie; Gervais, Linda; tom.deboer@pse.com; Hirsh,
Nancy; Murray, Chuck (COM); Schooley, Thomas (UTC); Hopkins, William; Chuck Eberdt; Johnson,
Stefanie (ATG); Kimball, Mary (ATG); Daeschel, Lea (ATG); Englert, Eric
Cc: Ehrbar, Pat; Goddard, Nancy; Hermanson, Lori; Folsom, Bruce; Ringel, H Grant; Gibson, John;
Bumgarner, Jeff; Popoff, Phillip; Singh, Gurvinder; Oshie, Patrick (UTC); Schwartz, Howard (COM);
Murray, Chuck (COM)
Subject: Conservation Potential Methodology Meeting

Greetings,
Thanks to everyone for joining us today. Here are the handouts from today’s meeting.  I have
included some that were sent out before the meeting so you have a complete set.
 
Best regards,
 
Deborah Reynolds, Regulatory Analyst
Utilities & Transportation Commission
1300 S. Evergreen Park Dr. SW
Olympia, WA 98504-7250
360-664-1255
dreynold@utc.wa.gov
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Target Calculator

		6th Plan Conservation Target Calculator

		Introduction: The purpose of this calculator is to provide utilities with a simple means to compute "their share" of the Northwest Power and Conservation Council 6th Plan's regional conservation target. This calculator is intended to provide utilities with an "approximation" of the level of conservation they should target in order to be consistent with the Council's regional goals. The Council does not formally assign individual utility targets in its planning process. Individual utility conservation goals are best established through utility integrated resource planning processes which can better account for local conditions and legal requirements. Nevertheless, the results of this calculator can be used as rough guidance for utility conservation program planning until such time as a utility completes its own integrated resource plan or other similar process.

		Instructions: Select utility from the pull-down menu in row 7.  Three options are provided to calculate individual utility shares of the 6th Plan's conservation target. Option 1 is best suited for larger utilities whose retail sales across residential, commercial and industrial sectors reasonably match those of the entire region. Option 2 is best suited for any utility regardless of size that does not have significant retail sales to irrigated agriculture.  Options 1 and 2 do not require any input data. Users only need to select the utility service territory of interest. Option 3 requires that the user enter the utility's 2007 retail sales to the irrigated agriculture sector (cell i35). Option 3 is the is preferred approach since it best accounts for differences in both the resource potential and the 6th Plan's targets across sectors. The results for Option 3 are not valid unless a utility's irrigation sector retail sales have been entered by the user.  Note: Utilities that serve multiple states must add each states results together to determine their totals.

		Version Number =>		1_8				Utility Shares Based on EIA Data for =>								2007		Last Revised =>												8/2/09

		Option 1 - Target Based on Utility Share of Total Regional Retail Sales

		Select Utility Service Area		Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		129		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Total - All Sectors		27.03		29.73		32.44		35.14		37.84		39.19		43.25		45.95		47.30		48.66		49.33		49.33		49.33		48.66		583.2		41.66

				Annual Conservation Target (MWH)																												Total 2010 - 2024		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

				2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Total - All Sectors		236,789.4		260,468.4		284,147.3		307,826.3		331,505.2		343,344.7		378,863.1		402,542.0		414,381.5		426,221.0		432,140.7		432,140.7		432,140.7		426,221.0		5,108,732.1		364,909.44

		Option 2 - Target Based on Utility Share of Total Regional Retail Sales by Sector

				Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		18.86		19.91		21.18		22.65		24.48		20.83		24.55		27.17		30.33		31.70		34.05		34.64		37.00		37.02		384.4		27.45

		Commercial		7.39		8.76		9.99		11.14		12.01		13.58		14.55		15.15		13.50		13.70		14.41		13.66		14.24		13.41		175.5		12.54

		Industrial and Agriculture		1.33		1.40		1.45		1.50		1.54		2.07		2.09		2.07		2.05		2.04		1.36		1.37		1.27		1.26		22.8		1.63

		Distribution System Efficiency		0.77		1.44		2.06		2.60		3.08		4.28		4.55		4.76		4.95		5.13		6.34		6.41		3.91		3.89		54.2		3.87

		Total - All Sectors		28.35		31.51		34.68		37.89		41.10		40.76		45.74		49.15		50.83		52.57		56.16		56.07		56.42		55.59		636.8		45.49

				Annual Conservation Target (MWH)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		165,196.6		174,420.1		185,560.7		198,370.4		214,405.0		182,446.0		215,037.2		238,040.3		265,668.9		277,677.2		298,291.7		303,417.0		324,102.3		324,302.5		3,366,935.8		240,495.41

		Commercial		64,758.7		76,724.9		87,497.9		97,592.1		105,226.8		118,989.1		127,455.4		132,680.2		118,261.7		120,038.5		126,237.2		119,652.3		124,708.7		117,479.4		1,537,302.9		109,807.35

		Industrial and Agriculture		11,682.0		12,226.3		12,725.9		13,137.4		13,490.1		18,133.7		18,280.7		18,163.1		17,986.8		17,839.8		11,873.6		11,991.2		11,168.3		11,080.1		199,779.1		14,269.93

		Distribution System Efficiency		6,727.5		12,653.7		18,012.9		22,776.7		26,945.0		37,514.5		39,896.4		41,682.8		43,320.4		44,957.9		55,527.5		56,122.9		34,239.5		34,090.6		474,468.3		33,890.59

		Total - All Sectors		248,364.8		276,025.0		303,797.4		331,876.5		360,066.8		357,083.3		400,669.7		430,566.5		445,237.7		460,513.4		491,930.0		491,183.4		494,218.7		486,952.6		5,578,486.1		398,463.29

		Option 3 - Target Based on Utility Reported Share of Total Regional Retail Sales by Sector - Adjusted for Irrigation Sales

		Sector		2007 Retail Sales (MWH)		Share of Regional Sales		EIA includes irrigation and on farm agricultural sales in its industrial sector total. In order to adjust for this, please enter your utility's 2007 retail sales in MWH for irrigation below in cell i35. The industrial sector sales will update automatically so that the total still agrees with EIA data.										EIA 2005 Reported Industrial and Irrigated Agriculture Sales (MWH)

		Residential		10,909,007		16.64%		Combined Ind & Irrig Sales (MWh)=>										1,369,242

		Commercial		9,348,288		17.42%		Net Industrial Sales (MWh) =>										1,369,242

		Industrial		1,369,242		3.90%		Enter 2007 Irrigation Sales (MWh) =>

		Agriculture		- 0		0.00%

		Distribution System Efficiency		20,257,295		16.99%

		Total - All Sectors		21,626,537		13.52%

				Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		18.858		19.911		21.183		22.645		24.475		20.827		24.548		27.174		30.327		31.698		34.052		34.637		36.998		37.021		384.35		27.5

		Commercial		7.393		8.759		9.988		11.141		12.012		13.583		14.550		15.146		13.500		13.703		14.411		13.659		14.236		13.411		175.49		12.5

		Industrial		1.219		1.310		1.392		1.462		1.525		2.059		2.074		2.063		2.043		2.027		1.575		1.591		1.482		1.470		23.29		1.7

		Agriculture		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0

		Distribution System Efficiency		0.768		1.444		2.056		2.600		3.076		4.282		4.554		4.758		4.945		5.132		6.339		6.407		3.909		3.892		54.16		3.9

		Total - All Sectors		28.238		31.424		34.619		37.848		41.088		40.752		45.726		49.141		50.816		52.561		56.376		56.293		56.624		55.793		637.30		45.5

				Annual Conservation Target (MWH)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		165,197		174,420		185,561		198,370		214,405		182,446		215,037		238,040		265,669		277,677		298,292		303,417		324,102		324,303		3,366,936		240,495.4

		Commercial		64,759		76,725		87,498		97,592		105,227		118,989		127,455		132,680		118,262		120,038		126,237		119,652		124,709		117,479		1,537,303		109,807.4

		Industrial		10,680		11,476		12,194		12,808		13,355		18,034		18,171		18,068		17,897		17,761		13,799		13,935		12,979		12,877		204,034		14,573.9

		Agriculture		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0

		Distribution System Efficiency		6,727		12,654		18,013		22,777		26,945		37,515		39,896		41,683		43,320		44,958		55,527		56,123		34,239		34,091		474,468		33,890.6

		Total - All Sectors		247,362		275,275		303,265		331,547		359,932		356,984		400,560		430,472		445,148		460,434		493,855		493,128		496,030		488,749		5,582,741		398,767.2





Budget Estimator

		Intructions: The purpose of this worksheet is to provide utilities with an estimate of the annual budget that may be required to acquire "their share" of the Northwest Power and Conservation Council 5th Plan's regional conservation target. It is not intended to set minumum expenditure levels.  The Council does not formally assign individual utility targets or minimum expenditures in its planning process. Individual utility conservation goals are best established through utility integrated resource planning processes which can better account for local conditions and legal requirements. Nevertheless, the results of this calculator can be used as rough guidance for utility conservation program planning until such time as a utility completes its own integrated resource plan or other similar process. The "Utility First Year Acquistion Cost/aMW" shown under the "Default" heading are based in 2006 savings and expenditures reported to the RTF for savings acquired with local utility (i.e., non-Bonneville) funds. Users who enter "Planned" First Year Acquisition Cost based on their own prior program experience should then select "Planned" acquistion cost.

		Select First Year Acquisition Cost/aMW Assumption										2006$ to 2010$																																																												1

												1.10

		Utility First Year Cost of Savings (million 2009$/aMW)		Default		Planned																																																																		Default

		Residential		$   2.34		$   1.75																																																																		Planned

		Commercial		$   1.54		$   1.75

		Industrial		$   1.31		$   1.75

		Agriculture/Irrigation		$   1.32		$   1.75

		Distribution System Efficiency		$   1.42		$   1.75

		All Sectors		$   1.69		$   1.75

				Option 1 - Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023				Estimated Annual Acquisition Budget Requirements (millions year 2010$)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Sector		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023						2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		All Sectors		27.031		29.734		32.437		35.140		37.843		39.195		43.249		45.952		47.304		48.655		49.331		49.331		49.331		48.655		583.189				$   45.76		$   50.33		$   54.91		$   59.49		$   64.06		$   66.35		$   73.21		$   77.79		$   80.08		$   82.37		$   83.51		$   83.51		$   83.51		$   82.37		$   987.25		$   70.52

				Option 2 - Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023				Estimated Annual Acquisition Budget Requirements (millions year 2010$)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Sector		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023						2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		18.858		19.911		21.183		22.645		24.475		20.827		24.548		27.174		30.327		31.698		34.052		34.637		36.998		37.021		384.353				$   44.13		$   46.59		$   49.57		$   52.99		$   57.27		$   48.74		$   57.44		$   63.59		$   70.97		$   74.18		$   79.68		$   81.05		$   86.58		$   86.63		$   899.41		$   64.24

		Commercial		7.393		8.759		9.988		11.141		12.012		13.583		14.550		15.146		13.500		13.703		14.411		13.659		14.236		13.411		175.491				$   11.35		$   13.45		$   15.34		$   17.11		$   18.44		$   20.86		$   22.34		$   23.26		$   20.73		$   21.04		$   22.13		$   20.97		$   21.86		$   20.59		$   269.45		$   19.25

		Industrial/Agriculture		1.334		1.396		1.453		1.500		1.540		2.070		2.087		2.073		2.053		2.037		1.355		1.369		1.275		1.265		22.806				$   1.74		$   1.82		$   1.90		$   1.96		$   2.01		$   2.70		$   2.72		$   2.71		$   2.68		$   2.66		$   1.77		$   1.79		$   1.66		$   1.65		$   29.77		$   2.13

		Distribution System Efficiency		0.768		1.444		2.056		2.600		3.076		4.282		4.554		4.758		4.945		5.132		6.339		6.407		3.909		3.892		54.163				$   1.09		$   2.05		$   2.92		$   3.69		$   4.37		$   6.08		$   6.47		$   6.76		$   7.03		$   7.29		$   9.01		$   9.10		$   5.55		$   5.53		$   76.96		$   5.50

		All Sectors		28.352		31.510		34.680		37.885		41.104		40.763		45.739		49.151		50.826		52.570		56.156		56.071		56.418		55.588		636.813				$   58.31		$   63.92		$   69.72		$   75.75		$   82.10		$   78.38		$   88.98		$   96.31		$   101.40		$   105.17		$   112.58		$   112.91		$   115.65		$   114.40		$   1,275.59		$   91.11

				Option 3 - Annual Conservation Target (aMW)																												Total 2010 - 2023				Estimated Annual Acquisition Budget Requirements (millions year 2010$)																												Total 2010 - 2023		Average Annual Target 2010 - 2023

		Sector		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023						2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023

		Residential		18.858		19.911		21.183		22.645		24.475		20.827		24.548		27.174		30.327		31.698		384.353		27.454		36.998		37.021		727.472				$   44.13		$   46.59		$   49.57		$   52.99		$   57.27		$   48.74		$   57.44		$   63.59		$   70.97		$   74.18		$   899.41		$   64.24		$   86.58		$   86.63		$   1,702.32		$   56.55

		Commercial		7.393		8.759		9.988		11.141		12.012		13.583		14.550		15.146		13.500		13.703		175.491		12.535		14.236		13.411		335.448				$   11.35		$   13.45		$   15.34		$   17.11		$   18.44		$   20.86		$   22.34		$   23.26		$   20.73		$   21.04		$   269.45		$   19.25		$   21.86		$   20.59		$   515.05		$   18.39

		Industrial		1.219		1.310		1.392		1.462		1.525		2.059		2.074		2.063		2.043		2.027		23.292		1.664		1.482		1.470		45.081				$   1.59		$   1.71		$   1.82		$   1.91		$   1.99		$   2.69		$   2.71		$   2.69		$   2.67		$   2.65		$   30.40		$   2.17		$   1.93		$   1.92		$   58.85		$   2.24

		Agriculture/Irrigation		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0				$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0		$   - 0

		Distribution System Efficiency		0.768		1.444		2.056		2.600		3.076		4.282		4.554		4.758		4.945		5.132		6.339		6.407		3.909		3.892		54.163				$   1.09		$   2.05		$   2.92		$   3.69		$   4.37		$   6.08		$   6.47		$   6.76		$   7.03		$   7.29		$   9.01		$   9.10		$   5.55		$   5.53		$   76.96		$   4.78

		All Sectors		28.238		31.424		34.619		37.848		41.088		40.752		45.726		49.141		50.816		52.561		637.299		45.521		56.624		55.793		1,207.451				$   58.16		$   63.80		$   69.64		$   75.70		$   82.08		$   78.36		$   88.96		$   96.30		$   101.39		$   105.15		$   1,208.27		$   94.76		$   115.92		$   114.67		$   2,353.18		$   81.96

		2006 RCP Data		2006$/MWH

		Agriculture/Irrigation		$   1.20

		Commercial		$   1.40

		Donations		$   2.59

		Industrial		$   1.19

		Low-Income Weatherization		$   6.72

		Residential		$   2.13

		Other		$   1.32

		Utility System		$   1.29

		Total		$   1.54



Tom Eckman:
Default values based on 2006 program reports to RTF for non-BPA funded savings



Data Base and Calculations

		UtitlityState Code		EIA UTILITY_ID		UTILITY NAME		State		Residential Retail Sales (MWh)		Commercial Retail Sales (MWh)		Industrial Retail Sales (MWh)		Total Retail Sales (MWh)		Share of PNW Retail Sales		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029		2010 - 2029 Cumulative Total

		Puget Sound Energy Inc - WA				Puget Sound Energy Inc		WA		10,909,007		9,348,288		1,369,242		21,626,537		13.52%		27.0		29.7		32.4		35.1		37.8		39.2		43.2		46.0		47.3		48.7		49.3		49.3		49.3		48.7		41.9		37.8		33.8		32.4		31.1		29.7		790.0

		1				2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		23		24		25		26		27		28		29

										16.64%		17.42%		3.36%		13.52%		13.52%

														Share Non_Ind		16.99%		Res		18.858		19.911		21.183		22.645		24.475		20.827		24.548		27.174		30.327		31.698		34.052		34.637		36.998		37.021		33.327		26.312		25.549		26.439		26.702		26.710		549.4

																		Com		7.393		8.759		9.988		11.141		12.012		13.583		14.550		15.146		13.500		13.703		14.411		13.659		14.236		13.411		11.458		11.920		10.209		8.964		7.870		6.503		232.4

																		Ind/Irrg Ag		1.334		1.396		1.453		1.500		1.540		2.070		2.087		2.073		2.053		2.037		1.355		1.369		1.275		1.265		0.919		1.117		0.792		0.621		0.510		0.463		27.2

																		DEI		0.768		1.444		2.056		2.600		3.076		4.282		4.554		4.758		4.945		5.132		6.339		6.407		3.909		3.892		2.821		3.433		2.430		1.903		1.563		1.427		67.7

						Res		Com		Ind		Irrg Agr		Dis Eff		Total		Total		28.352		31.510		34.680		37.885		41.104		40.763		45.739		49.151		50.826		52.570		56.156		56.071		56.418		55.588		48.526		42.781		38.980		37.927		36.646		35.104		876.8

						10,909,007		9,348,288		1,369,242		- 0		20,257,295		21,626,537

						16.64%		17.42%		3.90%		0.00%		16.99%		13.52%

																		Res		18.86		19.91		21.18		22.65		24.48		20.83		24.55		27.17		30.33		31.70		34.05		34.64		37.00		37.02		33.33		26.31		25.55		26.44		26.70		26.71		549.39

																		Com		7.39		8.76		9.99		11.14		12.01		13.58		14.55		15.15		13.50		13.70		14.41		13.66		14.24		13.41		11.46		11.92		10.21		8.96		7.87		6.50		232.42

																		Ind		1.22		1.31		1.39		1.46		1.52		2.06		2.07		2.06		2.04		2.03		1.58		1.59		1.48		1.47		1.07		1.30		0.92		0.72		0.59		0.54		28.43

																		Irrg Ag		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0

																		DEI		0.768		1.444		2.056		2.600		3.076		4.282		4.554		4.758		4.945		5.132		6.339		6.407		3.909		3.892		2.821		3.433		2.430		1.903		1.563		1.427		67.741

																		Total		28.24		31.42		34.62		37.85		41.09		40.75		45.73		49.14		50.82		52.56		56.38		56.29		56.62		55.79		48.67		42.96		39.11		38.03		36.73		35.18		877.98

						6th Plan Annual Conservation Targets - Mean Build Out

						Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029		Total

						Non Lost Opportunity Resources		31		50		72		98		116		131		162		180		191		202		205		206		203		200		200		200		200		201		201		196		3,245

						Lost Opportubnity		160		160		159		160		160		160		160		159		160		159		159		159		159		156		113		79		55		38		29		25		2,569

						Total		191		210		231		258		276		291		322		339		351		361		364		365		362		356		313		279		255		239		230		221		5814

						6th Plan Annual Conservation Targets - Mean Build Out  (Rounded)

						Year		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029

						Non Lost Opportunity Resources		40		60		80		100		120		130		160		180		190		200		205		205		205		200		200		200		200		200		200		200		3,275

						Lost Opportubnity		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		160		110		80		50		40		30		20		2,570

						Total		200		220		240		260		280		290		320		340		350		360		365		365		365		360		310		280		250		240		230		220		5,845

		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		23		24		25		26		27		28		29

																		6th Plan Conservation Annual Targets (aMW)																																								2010 - 2029 Cumulative Total

		Utitlity State Code		UTILITY NAME		State		Residential Retail Sales (MWh)		Commercial Retail Sales (MWh)		Industrial Retail Sales (MWh)		Total Retail Sales (MWh)		Share of PNW Retail Sales		200		220		240		260		280		290		320		340		350		360		365		365		365		360		310		280		250		240		230		220		5845

		Alder Mutual Light Co, Inc - WA		Alder Mutual Light Co, Inc		WA		3,548		303		37		3,888		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		Avista Corp - WA		Avista Corp		WA		2,480,153		2,163,941		835,046		5,479,140		3.42%		6.8		7.5		8.2		8.9		9.6		9.9		11.0		11.6		12.0		12.3		12.5		12.5		12.5		12.3		10.6		9.6		8.6		8.2		7.9		7.5		200.1

		Avista Corp - ID		Avista Corp		ID		1,189,723		1,006,232		1,249,326		3,445,281		2.15%		4.3		4.7		5.2		5.6		6.0		6.2		6.9		7.3		7.5		7.8		7.9		7.9		7.9		7.8		6.7		6.0		5.4		5.2		5.0		4.7		125.8

		Avista Corp - MT		Avista Corp		MT		150		155		- 0		305		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Benton Rural Electric Assn - WA		Benton Rural Electric Assn		WA		210,770		100,690		204,062		515,522		0.32%		0.6		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.0		0.9		0.8		0.8		0.7		0.7		18.8

		Big Bend Electric Coop, Inc - WA		Big Bend Electric Coop, Inc		WA		95,346		389,323		- 0		484,669		0.30%		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		0.9		0.8		0.8		0.7		0.7		0.7		17.7

		Blachly-Lane Cnty Coop El Assn - OR		Blachly-Lane Cnty Coop El Assn		OR		53,363		42,983		49,414		145,760		0.09%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.3

		Canby Utility Board - OR		Canby Utility Board		OR		78,195		54,357		29,997		162,549		0.10%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.9

		Central Electric Coop Inc - OR		Central Electric Coop Inc		OR		443,665		102,851		105,204		651,720		0.41%		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.3		1.1		1.0		1.0		0.9		0.9		23.8

		Central Lincoln People's Ut Dt - OR		Central Lincoln People's Ut Dt		OR		436,772		205,946		564,684		1,207,402		0.75%		1.5		1.7		1.8		2.0		2.1		2.2		2.4		2.6		2.6		2.7		2.8		2.8		2.8		2.7		2.3		2.1		1.9		1.8		1.7		1.7		44.1

		City of Albion - ID		City of Albion		ID		1,974		1,049		- 0		3,023		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		City of Ashland - OR		City of Ashland		OR		91,297		84,268		- 0		175,565		0.11%		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		6.4

		City of Bandon - OR		City of Bandon		OR		34,436		28,253		2,171		64,860		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.4

		City of Blaine - WA		City of Blaine		WA		23,927		39,236		7,598		70,761		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.6

		City of Bonners Ferry - ID		City of Bonners Ferry		ID		24,696		23,052		17,454		65,202		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.4

		City of Burley - ID		City of Burley		ID		44,850		59,192		- 0		104,042		0.07%		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		3.8

		City of Cascade Locks - OR		City of Cascade Locks		OR		8,337		13,452		- 0		21,789		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.8

		City of Cashmere - WA		City of Cashmere		WA		20,150		32,756		4,124		57,030		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.1

		City of Centralia - WA		City of Centralia		WA		119,262		35,873		97,884		253,019		0.16%		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		9.2

		City of Cheney - WA		City of Cheney		WA		45,546		64,265		11,665		121,476		0.08%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.4

		City of Chewelah - WA		City of Chewelah		WA		11,613		9,839		- 0		21,452		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.8

		City of Coulee Dam - WA		City of Coulee Dam		WA		9,628		8,138		- 0		17,766		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.6

		City of Declo - ID		City of Declo		ID		1,447		773		230		2,450		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		City of Drain - OR		City of Drain		OR		7,607		4,214		8,713		20,534		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.8

		City of Ellensburg - WA		City of Ellensburg		WA		71,169		114,329		14,757		200,255		0.13%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		7.3

		City of Eugene - OR		City of Eugene		OR		1,026,245		928,826		773,613		2,728,684		1.71%		3.4		3.8		4.1		4.4		4.8		4.9		5.5		5.8		6.0		6.1		6.2		6.2		6.2		6.1		5.3		4.8		4.3		4.1		3.9		3.8		99.7

		City of Forest Grove - OR		City of Forest Grove		OR		109,769		45,561		92,940		248,270		0.16%		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		9.1

		City of Hermiston - OR		City of Hermiston		OR		50,244		56,760		- 0		107,004		0.07%		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		3.9

		City of Heyburn - ID		City of Heyburn		ID		16,840		5,884		13,151		35,875		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		1.3

		City of Idaho Falls - ID		City of Idaho Falls		ID		286,419		308,917		97,547		692,883		0.43%		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.3		1.2		1.1		1.0		1.0		1.0		25.3

		City of McCleary - WA		City of McCleary		WA		16,770		2,260		15,500		34,530		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		1.3

		City of McMinnville - OR		City of McMinnville		OR		208,004		182,786		492,693		883,483		0.55%		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.8		1.9		1.9		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		1.7		1.5		1.4		1.3		1.3		1.2		32.3

		City of Milton - WA		City of Milton		WA		38,321		21,785		- 0		60,106		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.2

		City of Milton-Freewater - OR		City of Milton-Freewater		OR		64,217		16,107		30,612		110,936		0.07%		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.1

		City of Minidoka - ID		City of Minidoka		ID		622		70		- 0		692		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		City of Monmouth - OR		City of Monmouth		OR		43,965		2,900		21,167		68,032		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.5

		City of Plummer - ID		City of Plummer		ID		9,453		7,541		14,297		31,291		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		1.1

		City of Port Angeles - WA		City of Port Angeles		WA		134,372		106,907		457,190		698,469		0.44%		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.4		1.2		1.1		1.0		1.0		1.0		25.5

		City of Richland - WA		City of Richland		WA		316,271		330,099		155,927		802,297		0.50%		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.6		1.4		1.3		1.2		1.2		1.1		29.3

		City of Rupert - ID		City of Rupert		ID		37,062		26,734		5,284		69,080		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.5

		City of Salem - OR		City of Salem		OR		187,344		110,119		29,313		326,776		0.20%		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		11.9

		City of Seattle - WA		City of Seattle		WA		3,102,218		5,247,690		1,249,367		9,599,275		6.00%		12.0		13.2		14.4		15.6		16.8		17.4		19.2		20.4		21.0		21.6		21.9		21.9		21.9		21.6		18.6		16.8		15.0		14.4		13.8		13.2		350.6

		City of Soda Springs - ID		City of Soda Springs		ID		12,317		11,343		243		23,903		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.9

		City of Springfield - OR		City of Springfield		OR		396,629		250,027		158,612		805,268		0.50%		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.6		1.4		1.3		1.2		1.2		1.1		29.4

		City of Sumas - WA		City of Sumas		WA		4,524		4,859		20,627		30,010		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		1.1

		City of Tacoma - WA		City of Tacoma		WA		1,885,268		760,805		2,562,171		5,208,244		3.25%		6.5		7.2		7.8		8.5		9.1		9.4		10.4		11.1		11.4		11.7		11.9		11.9		11.9		11.7		10.1		9.1		8.1		7.8		7.5		7.2		190.2

		City of Troy - MT		City of Troy		MT		10,460		5,065		51		15,576		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.6

		City of Weiser - ID		City of Weiser		ID		26,000		15,000		5,000		46,000		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.7

		Clatskanie Peoples Util Dist - OR		Clatskanie Peoples Util Dist		OR		72,689		27,085		893,305		993,079		0.62%		1.2		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.8		2.0		2.1		2.2		2.2		2.3		2.3		2.3		2.2		1.9		1.7		1.6		1.5		1.4		1.4		36.3

		Clearwater Power Company - ID		Clearwater Power Company		ID		111,933		27,752		25,304		164,989		0.10%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		6.0

		Clearwater Power Company - WA		Clearwater Power Company		WA		9,324		3,239		12,989		25,552		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.9

		Clearwater Power Company - OR		Clearwater Power Company		OR		1,597		342		- 0		1,939		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		Columbia Basin Elec Cooperative, Inc - OR		Columbia Basin Elec Cooperative, Inc		OR		38,469		23,840		30,580		92,889		0.06%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		3.4

		Columbia Power Coop Assn Inc - OR		Columbia Power Coop Assn Inc		OR		13,841		5,873		4,758		24,472		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.9

		Columbia River Peoples Ut Dist - OR		Columbia River Peoples Ut Dist		OR		205,536		91,352		204,558		501,446		0.31%		0.6		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.1		1.0		0.9		0.8		0.8		0.7		0.7		18.3

		Columbia Rural Elec Assn, Inc - WA		Columbia Rural Elec Assn, Inc		WA		46,558		61,829		166,204		274,591		0.17%		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		10.0

		Columbia Rural Elec Assn, Inc - OR		Columbia Rural Elec Assn, Inc		OR		827		219		4,351		5,397		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.2

		Consumers Power, Inc - OR		Consumers Power, Inc		OR		266,066		53,290		68,892		388,248		0.24%		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.7		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		14.2

		Coos-Curry Electric Coop, Inc - OR		Coos-Curry Electric Coop, Inc		OR		197,991		94,923		49,715		342,629		0.21%		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.7		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		12.5

		Douglas Electric Coop, Inc - OR		Douglas Electric Coop, Inc		OR		120,723		19,047		11,153		150,923		0.09%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.5

		East End Mutual Elec Co Ltd - ID		East End Mutual Elec Co Ltd		ID		12,500		- 0		7,400		19,900		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.7

		Elmhurst Mutual Power & Light Co - WA		Elmhurst Mutual Power & Light Co		WA		220,016		43,197		- 0		263,213		0.16%		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		9.6

		Emerald People's Utility Dist - OR		Emerald People's Utility Dist		OR		269,397		93,685		87,771		450,853		0.28%		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		0.9		0.8		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.6		16.5

		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc - ID		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc		ID		123,756		94,190		- 0		217,946		0.14%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		8.0

		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc - MT		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc		MT		15,244		29,712		- 0		44,956		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.6

		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc - WY		Fall River Rural Elec Coop Inc		WY		4,419		4,105		- 0		8,524		0.01%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.3

		Farmers Electric Company, Ltd - ID		Farmers Electric Company, Ltd		ID		2,118		1,685		190		3,993		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		Flathead Electric Coop Inc - MT		Flathead Electric Coop Inc		MT		637,944		440,096		292,581		1,370,621		0.86%		1.7		1.9		2.1		2.2		2.4		2.5		2.7		2.9		3.0		3.1		3.1		3.1		3.1		3.1		2.7		2.4		2.1		2.1		2.0		1.9		50.1

		Glacier Electric Coop, Inc - MT		Glacier Electric Coop, Inc		MT		62,907		77,159		21,546		161,612		0.10%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.9

		Harney Electric Coop, Inc - NV		Harney Electric Coop, Inc		NV		11,644		- 0		103,115		114,759		0.07%		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.2

		Harney Electric Coop, Inc - OR		Harney Electric Coop, Inc		OR		17,229		- 0		54,426		71,655		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.6

		Hood River Electric Coop - OR		Hood River Electric Coop		OR		51,812		5,670		47,324		104,806		0.07%		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		3.8

		Idaho Cnty L&P Coop Assn, Inc - ID		Idaho Cnty L&P Coop Assn, Inc		ID		37,460		8,674		321		46,455		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.7

		Idaho Power Co - ID		Idaho Power Co		ID		5,027,204		3,787,149		5,034,014		13,848,367		8.65%		17.3		19.0		20.8		22.5		24.2		25.1		27.7		29.4		30.3		31.2		31.6		31.6		31.6		31.2		26.8		24.2		21.6		20.8		19.9		19.0		505.9

		Idaho Power Co - OR		Idaho Power Co		OR		199,962		150,172		343,324		693,458		0.43%		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.3		1.2		1.1		1.0		1.0		1.0		25.3

		Inland Power & Light Company - WA		Inland Power & Light Company		WA		580,461		94,948		104,137		779,546		0.49%		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.6		1.7		1.7		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.5		1.4		1.2		1.2		1.1		1.1		28.5

		Inland Power & Light Company - ID		Inland Power & Light Company		ID		23,263		3,735		22		27,020		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		1.0

		Kootenai Electric Coop Inc - ID		Kootenai Electric Coop Inc		ID		274,601		102,892		26,056		403,549		0.25%		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.7		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		14.7

		Kootenai Electric Coop Inc - WA		Kootenai Electric Coop Inc		WA		1,652		32		1		1,685		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		Lakeview Light & Power - WA		Lakeview Light & Power		WA		144,054		131,198		- 0		275,252		0.17%		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		10.1

		Lane Electric Coop Inc - OR		Lane Electric Coop Inc		OR		199,002		36,302		112		235,416		0.15%		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		8.6

		Lincoln Electric Coop, Inc - MT		Lincoln Electric Coop, Inc		MT		67,751		26,416		19,944		114,111		0.07%		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.2

		Lost River Electric Coop Inc - ID		Lost River Electric Coop Inc		ID		25,990		4,058		46,949		76,997		0.05%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.8

		Lower Valley Energy Inc - WY		Lower Valley Energy Inc		WY		352,678		222,024		33,631		608,333		0.38%		0.8		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.2		1.1		1.0		0.9		0.9		0.8		22.2

		Lower Valley Energy Inc - ID		Lower Valley Energy Inc		ID		12,730		3,736		44,206		60,672		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.2

		Midstate Electric Coop, Inc - OR		Midstate Electric Coop, Inc		OR		235,718		110,881		30,282		376,881		0.24%		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.8		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		13.8

		Mission Valley Power - MT		Mission Valley Power		MT		209,096		116,747		15,485		341,328		0.21%		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.7		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		12.5

		Missoula Electric Coop, Inc - MT		Missoula Electric Coop, Inc		MT		143,961		44,766		13,211		201,938		0.13%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		7.4

		Missoula Electric Coop, Inc - ID		Missoula Electric Coop, Inc		ID		491		905		- 0		1,396		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1

		Modern Electric Water Company - WA		Modern Electric Water Company		WA		96,048		117,955		- 0		214,003		0.13%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		7.8

		Nespelem Valley Elec Coop, Inc - WA		Nespelem Valley Elec Coop, Inc		WA		18,057		16,698		11,618		46,373		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.7

		Northern Lights, Inc - ID		Northern Lights, Inc		ID		161,796		33,591		27,811		223,198		0.14%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		8.2

		Northern Lights, Inc - MT		Northern Lights, Inc		MT		38,705		8,753		43,484		90,942		0.06%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		3.3

		Northern Lights, Inc - WA		Northern Lights, Inc		WA		121		- 0		- 0		121		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Northern Wasco County PUD - OR		Northern Wasco County PUD		OR		137,505		19,593		375,366		532,464		0.33%		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.0		0.9		0.8		0.8		0.8		0.7		19.4

		NorthWestern Energy LLC - MT		NorthWestern Energy LLC		MT		567,408		2,242,511		14,818		2,824,736		1.77%		3.5		3.9		4.2		4.6		4.9		5.1		5.6		6.0		6.2		6.4		6.4		6.4		6.4		6.4		5.5		4.9		4.4		4.2		4.1		3.9		103.2

		Ohop Mutual Light Company, Inc - WA		Ohop Mutual Light Company, Inc		WA		74,023		3,625		29		77,677		0.05%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.8

		Okanogan County Elec Coop, Inc - WA		Okanogan County Elec Coop, Inc		WA		36,976		18,896		- 0		55,872		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.0

		Orcas Power & Light Coop - WA		Orcas Power & Light Coop		WA		140,128		59,444		- 0		199,572		0.12%		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		7.3

		Oregon Trail El Cons Coop, Inc - OR		Oregon Trail El Cons Coop, Inc		OR		267,227		254,756		161,765		683,748		0.43%		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.2		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.6		1.6		1.6		1.5		1.3		1.2		1.1		1.0		1.0		0.9		25.0

		PacifiCorp - OR		PacifiCorp		OR		5,643,854		4,967,332		3,453,086		14,064,272		8.79%		17.6		19.3		21.1		22.9		24.6		25.5		28.1		29.9		30.8		31.6		32.1		32.1		32.1		31.6		27.2		24.6		22.0		21.1		20.2		19.3		513.7

		PacifiCorp - WA		PacifiCorp		WA		1,626,726		1,428,656		1,022,989		4,078,371		2.55%		5.1		5.6		6.1		6.6		7.1		7.4		8.2		8.7		8.9		9.2		9.3		9.3		9.3		9.2		7.9		7.1		6.4		6.1		5.9		5.6		149.0

		PacifiCorp - ID		PacifiCorp		ID		710,521		400,328		2,364,424		3,475,273		2.17%		4.3		4.8		5.2		5.6		6.1		6.3		6.9		7.4		7.6		7.8		7.9		7.9		7.9		7.8		6.7		6.1		5.4		5.2		5.0		4.8		126.9

		Parkland Light & Water Company - WA		Parkland Light & Water Company		WA		56,382		60,708		- 0		117,090		0.07%		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.3

		Peninsula Light Company - WA		Peninsula Light Company		WA		413,311		129,860		7,379		550,550		0.34%		0.7		0.8		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.2		1.2		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.2		1.1		1.0		0.9		0.8		0.8		0.8		20.1

		Portland General Electric Company - OR		Portland General Electric Company		OR		7,688,285		7,199,896		2,568,165		17,456,346		10.91%		21.8		24.0		26.2		28.4		30.5		31.6		34.9		37.1		38.2		39.3		39.8		39.8		39.8		39.3		33.8		30.5		27.3		26.2		25.1		24.0		637.6

		PUD No 1 of Benton County - WA		PUD No 1 of Benton County		WA		644,392		511,577		451,296		1,607,265		1.00%		2.0		2.2		2.4		2.6		2.8		2.9		3.2		3.4		3.5		3.6		3.7		3.7		3.7		3.6		3.1		2.8		2.5		2.4		2.3		2.2		58.7

		PUD No 1 of Chelan County - WA		PUD No 1 of Chelan County		WA		723,008		436,681		339,058		1,498,747		0.94%		1.9		2.1		2.2		2.4		2.6		2.7		3.0		3.2		3.3		3.4		3.4		3.4		3.4		3.4		2.9		2.6		2.3		2.2		2.2		2.1		54.7

		PUD No 1 of Clallam County - WA		PUD No 1 of Clallam County		WA		439,218		77,792		274,921		791,931		0.49%		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.6		1.7		1.7		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.8		1.5		1.4		1.2		1.2		1.1		1.1		28.9

		PUD No 1 of Clark County - WA		PUD No 1 of Clark County		WA		2,340,667		1,389,246		812,532		4,542,445		2.84%		5.7		6.2		6.8		7.4		7.9		8.2		9.1		9.7		9.9		10.2		10.4		10.4		10.4		10.2		8.8		7.9		7.1		6.8		6.5		6.2		165.9

		PUD No 1 of Cowlitz County - WA		PUD No 1 of Cowlitz County		WA		800,480		388,968		3,706,834		4,896,282		3.06%		6.1		6.7		7.3		8.0		8.6		8.9		9.8		10.4		10.7		11.0		11.2		11.2		11.2		11.0		9.5		8.6		7.6		7.3		7.0		6.7		178.9

		PUD No 1 of Douglas County - WA		PUD No 1 of Douglas County		WA		375,803		181,335		38,730		595,868		0.37%		0.7		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.3		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.3		1.2		1.0		0.9		0.9		0.9		0.8		21.8

		PUD No 1 of Ferry County - WA		PUD No 1 of Ferry County		WA		34,257		8,738		21,918		64,913		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.4

		PUD No 1 of Franklin County - WA		PUD No 1 of Franklin County		WA		297,235		310,722		278,348		886,305		0.55%		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.6		1.6		1.8		1.9		1.9		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		1.7		1.6		1.4		1.3		1.3		1.2		32.4

		PUD No 1 of Grays Harbor Cnty - WA		PUD No 1 of Grays Harbor Cnty		WA		506,208		264,450		211,944		982,602		0.61%		1.2		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.8		2.0		2.1		2.1		2.2		2.2		2.2		2.2		2.2		1.9		1.7		1.5		1.5		1.4		1.4		35.9

		PUD No 1 of Kittitas County - WA		PUD No 1 of Kittitas County		WA		52,636		13,010		7,120		72,766		0.05%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.7

		PUD No 1 of Klickitat County - WA		PUD No 1 of Klickitat County		WA		133,626		111,922		54,393		299,941		0.19%		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		11.0

		PUD No 1 of Lewis County - WA		PUD No 1 of Lewis County		WA		442,621		218,834		267,751		929,206		0.58%		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.9		2.0		2.0		2.1		2.1		2.1		2.1		2.1		1.8		1.6		1.5		1.4		1.3		1.3		33.9

		PUD No 1 of Mason County - WA		PUD No 1 of Mason County		WA		53,428		16,003		- 0		69,431		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.5

		PUD No 1 of Okanogan County - WA		PUD No 1 of Okanogan County		WA		290,554		272,310		58,954		621,818		0.39%		0.8		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.4		1.2		1.1		1.0		0.9		0.9		0.9		22.7

		PUD No 1 of Pend Oreille Cnty - WA		PUD No 1 of Pend Oreille Cnty		WA		139,768		49,143		750,216		939,127		0.59%		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.9		2.0		2.1		2.1		2.1		2.1		2.1		2.1		1.8		1.6		1.5		1.4		1.3		1.3		34.3

		PUD No 1 of Skamania County - WA		PUD No 1 of Skamania County		WA		74,683		10,406		32,448		117,537		0.07%		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		4.3

		PUD No 1 of Snohomish County - WA		PUD No 1 of Snohomish County		WA		3,478,710		2,399,728		896,203		6,774,641		4.23%		8.5		9.3		10.2		11.0		11.9		12.3		13.5		14.4		14.8		15.2		15.5		15.5		15.5		15.2		13.1		11.9		10.6		10.2		9.7		9.3		247.5

		PUD No 1 of Whatcom County - WA		PUD No 1 of Whatcom County		WA		- 0		- 0		187,634		187,634		0.12%		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		6.9

		PUD No 1 Wahkiakum County - WA		PUD No 1 Wahkiakum County		WA		29,619		21,436		- 0		51,055		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.9

		PUD No 2 of Grant County - WA		PUD No 2 of Grant County		WA		725,168		659,154		1,872,605		3,256,927		2.04%		4.1		4.5		4.9		5.3		5.7		5.9		6.5		6.9		7.1		7.3		7.4		7.4		7.4		7.3		6.3		5.7		5.1		4.9		4.7		4.5		119.0

		PUD No 2 of Pacific County - WA		PUD No 2 of Pacific County		WA		180,945		87,017		27,401		295,363		0.18%		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		10.8

		PUD No 3 of Mason County - WA		PUD No 3 of Mason County		WA		420,059		184,562		64,066		668,687		0.42%		0.8		0.9		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.5		1.3		1.2		1.0		1.0		1.0		0.9		24.4

		Puget Sound Energy Inc - WA		Puget Sound Energy Inc		WA		10,909,007		9,348,288		1,369,242		21,626,537		13.52%		27.0		29.7		32.4		35.1		37.8		39.2		43.2		46.0		47.3		48.7		49.3		49.3		49.3		48.7		41.9		37.8		33.8		32.4		31.1		29.7		790.0

		Raft River Rural Elec Coop Inc - ID		Raft River Rural Elec Coop Inc		ID		21,018		18,186		127,725		166,929		0.10%		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		6.1

		Raft River Rural Elec Coop Inc - NV		Raft River Rural Elec Coop Inc		NV		16,511		38,740		3,327		58,578		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.1

		Ravalli County Elec Coop, Inc - MT		Ravalli County Elec Coop, Inc		MT		126,454		9,699		3,284		139,437		0.09%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.1

		Salmon River Electric Coop Inc - ID		Salmon River Electric Coop Inc		ID		28,547		18,241		214,623		261,411		0.16%		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.6		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		9.5

		South Side Electric, Inc - ID		South Side Electric, Inc		ID		25,953		- 0		25,101		51,054		0.03%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.9

		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp. - CA		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp.		CA		33,347		8,507		55,882		97,736		0.06%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		3.6

		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp. - OR		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp.		OR		15,864		3,268		16,454		35,586		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		1.3

		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp. - NV		Surprise Valley Electrification Corp.		NV		- 0		74		- 0		74		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Tanner Electric Coop - WA		Tanner Electric Coop		WA		54,889		12,149		- 0		67,038		0.04%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.4

		Tillamook Peoples Utility Dist - OR		Tillamook Peoples Utility Dist		OR		225,987		126,266		76,063		428,316		0.27%		0.5		0.6		0.6		0.7		0.7		0.8		0.9		0.9		0.9		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		1.0		0.8		0.7		0.7		0.6		0.6		0.6		15.6

		Town of Eatonville - WA		Town of Eatonville		WA		16,102		10,373		- 0		26,475		0.02%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		1.0

		Town of Ruston - WA		Town of Ruston		WA		5,237		- 0		- 0		5,237		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.2

		Town of Steilacoom - WA		Town of Steilacoom		WA		32,162		7,559		- 0		39,721		0.02%		0.0		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		1.5

		Umatilla Electric Coop Assn - OR		Umatilla Electric Coop Assn		OR		160,679		151,074		563,102		874,855		0.55%		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.9		1.9		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		2.0		1.7		1.5		1.4		1.3		1.3		1.2		32.0

		United Electric Co-op, Inc - ID		United Electric Co-op, Inc		ID		88,043		43,653		54,513		186,209		0.12%		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		6.8

		Vera Irrigation District #15 - WA		Vera Irrigation District #15		WA		135,604		84,341		- 0		219,945		0.14%		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.4		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.5		0.4		0.4		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		8.0

		Vigilante Electric Coop, Inc - MT		Vigilante Electric Coop, Inc		MT		87,283		55,982		- 0		143,265		0.09%		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.3		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		5.2

		Vigilante Electric Coop, Inc - ID		Vigilante Electric Coop, Inc		ID		106		- 0		- 0		106		0.00%		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0		0.0

		Wasco Electric Coop, Inc - OR		Wasco Electric Coop, Inc		OR		49,393		17,633		28,756		95,782		0.06%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		3.5

		Wells Rural Electric Co - NV		Wells Rural Electric Co		NV		51,137		52,057		660,072		763,266		0.48%		1.0		1.0		1.1		1.2		1.3		1.4		1.5		1.6		1.7		1.7		1.7		1.7		1.7		1.7		1.5		1.3		1.2		1.1		1.1		1.0		27.9

		West Oregon Electric Coop Inc - OR		West Oregon Electric Coop Inc		OR		54,716		4,870		12,504		72,090		0.05%		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.2		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		0.1		2.6

		Idaho		Idaho		ID		8,339,433		6,014,562		9,401,191		23,755,186		15%		29		32		35		38		41		42		47		50		51		52		53		53		53		52		45		41		36		35		34		32		851

		Montana		Montana		MT		1,967,363		3,057,061		424,404		5,448,827		3%		5		6		6		7		7		8		8		9		9		10		10		10		10		10		8		7		7		6		6		6		155

		Oregon		Oregon		OR		19,374,458		15,586,779		11,444,945		46,406,182		28%		57		63		68		74		80		83		91		97		100		102		104		104		104		102		88		80		71		68		65		63		1,663

		Washingon		Washingon		WA		35,388,779		28,679,127		18,684,915		82,752,821		51%		101		112		122		132		142		147		162		173		178		183		185		185		185		183		157		142		127		122		117		112		2,966

				Other States in Region		CA/WY/NV		469,736		325,507		856,027		1,651,270

				PNW - Total		MWH		65,539,769		53,663,036		40,811,482		160,014,286		100.00%		200		220		240		260		280		290		320		340		350		360		365		365		365		360		310		280		250		240		230		220		5,845

				PNW - Total		aMW		7,482		6,126		4,659		18,266				2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029

						Assumed Regional Irrg Ag Sales (aMW)						650

								Ind Sales, Net of Irrg Agr				35,117,482

								Irrg Ag Sales				5,694,000

																																														PacifiCorp Id Irrig Sales

		All of Montana Sales - Total in Table Include W. MT Service Area Only, Assumed to be 27% of total sales																																												534,041

		2007		12825		NorthWestern Energy LLC		MT		2,233,326		3,101,712		541,161		5,876,199

						6th Plan Annual MW Targets by Sector & Resource Type

						Sector/Resource Type		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029		2010-29

						Commercial - Non Lost Opportunity		25		24		24		23		23		31		29		28		28		28		31		30		36		33		24		26		17		8		5		3		474

						Residential - Non Lost Opportunity		90		85		81		76		73		42		42		42		41		41		51		51		63		62		45		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		884

						Industrial - Non Lost Opportunity		31		34		36		38		39		53		53		53		52		52		40		41		38		38		27		33		24		19		15		14		729

						Irrigated Agriculture - Non Lost Opportunity		8		8		8		7		7		9		9		9		9		9		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		82

						Distribution System Efficiency - Non Lost Opportunity		5		9		12		15		18		25		27		28		29		30		37		38		23		23		17		20		14		11		9		8		399

						Commercial - Lost Opportunity		18		26		34		41		46		47		55		59		50		51		52		49		46		44		42		43		42		43		41		34		860

						Residential - Lost Opportunity		23		34		47		60		74		84		106		122		141		150		154		157		160		160		155		158		153		159		160		160		2417

						Total		200		220		240		260		280		290		320		340		350		360		365		365		365		360		310		280		250		240		230		220		5845

						Sector/Resource Type		2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015		2016		2017		2018		2019		2020		2021		2022		2023		2024		2025		2026		2027		2028		2029		2010-29

						Residential		113		120		127		136		147		125		147		163		182		190		205		208		222		222		200		158		153		159		160		160		3,301

						Commerical		42		50		57		64		69		78		84		87		77		79		83		78		82		77		66		68		59		51		45		37		1,334

						Industrial		31		34		36		38		39		53		53		53		52		52		40		41		38		38		27		33		24		19		15		14		729

						Irrigated Agriculture		8		8		8		7		7		9		9		9		9		9		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		- 0		82

						Distribution System Efficiency		5		9		12		15		18		25		27		28		29		30		37		38		23		23		17		20		14		11		9		8		399

						Total Target All Sectors		200		220		240		260		280		290		320		340		350		360		365		365		365		360		310		280		250		240		230		220		5,845

						Commercial - Non Lost Opportunity		25		24		24		23		23		31		29		28		28		28		31

						Commercial - Lost Opportunity		18		26		34		41		46		47		55		59		50		51		52

						Residential - Non Lost Opportunity		90		85		81		76		73		42		42		42		41		41		51

						Residential - Lost Opportunity		23		34		47		60		74		84		106		122		141		150		154

						Industrial - Non Lost Opportunity		31		34		36		38		39		53		53		53		52		52		40

						Irrigated Agriculture - Non Lost Opportunity		8		8		8		7		7		9		9		9		9		9		- 0

						Distribution System Efficiency - Non Lost Opportunity		5		9		12		15		18		25		27		28		29		30		37

								States

								ID

								MT

								OR

								WA





EIA Source data

		

		Data Source Location:		http://www.eia.doe.gov/cneaf/electricity/esr/esr_sum.html

		Data are from Tables 6 through 9





Change Log

		Change Log

				Item		Description		Who		When

				1		Reviewed logic on sheet 'Target Calculator'		Grist		3-Sep-09

				2		Revised instructions on sheet 'Target Calculator' in ROW 3 for cell references and dates		Grist		3-Sep-09

				3		Revised column Q on sheet 'Target Calculator' to reference 2010-2023		Grist		3-Sep-09

				4		Revised instructions on sheet 'Target Calculator' in ROW 32 for cell references and dates		Grist		3-Sep-09

				5		Added data validation for user input Ag sales (cell i37) to protect against estimate higher than EIA Industrial and resultant negative industrial sales.		Grist		3-Sep-09

				6		Added macro "clearagsales" to the drop-down utility picker to clear residual user input "Agriculture Sales" data in cell i37 when user changes utility.		Grist		3-Sep-09

				7		Revised "Irrigated Agriculture" to "Agriculture" on sheet 'Target Calculator'.  Calc now includes Dairy savings.		Eckman		8-Sep-09

				8		Revised 'Budget Estimator'		Eckman		8-Sep-09







 

 

 

EXHIBIT C 

TO THE DECLARATION OF DEBORAH REYNOLDS 
 

E-mail string dated December 2009 with the subject 

“I-937 Deadline Approaches” 

 



From: Reynolds, Deborah (UTC)
To: Englert, Eric; Nightingale, David (UTC); Parvinen, Mike (UTC)
Cc: Hopkins, William; Allen, Cathie; Linda.Gervais@avistacorp.com; DeBoer, Tom
Subject: RE: I-937 Deadline Approaches
Date: Thursday, December 31, 2009 10:25:59 AM

Thank you, Eric. 

Staff's reminder was not intended to suggest that a filing was "required."  We offered the use of the

Records Center docketing system as a tool if companies desired to use it to establish that the

projection was complete by the January 1 deadline.

Happy holidays,

Deborah Reynolds

Regulatory Analyst

Utilities and Transportation Commission

360-664-1255

 

From: Englert, Eric [mailto:eric.englert@pse.com]
Sent: Wed 12/30/2009 1:20 PM
To: Reynolds, Deborah (UTC)
Cc: Hopkins, William; Allen, Cathie; Linda.Gervais@avistacorp.com; DeBoer, Tom
Subject: RE: I-937 Deadline Approaches

Deborah,

Thanks for your note below.  However, as we read the regulation, WAC 480-109-010(1) does not
require a report to the WUTC by January 1, 2010.   This is in contrast to WAC 480-109-010(3) which
does contain the phrase "each utility must file with the commission a report". No such language is
contained in WAC 480-109-010(1), and therefore  (as we read the rule) no report is required in regard
to WAC 480-109-010(1). Only WAC 480-109-010(3) requires a report filed with the commission on or
before January 31, 2010.

Each utility may find it appropriate to have documents in place by January 1, 2010 to demonstrate that
it had such a projection at that time. PSE will have documents completed by January 1, 2010 to
demonstrate it has complied with WAC 480-109-010(1), and will be able to make an affirmative
response in its WAC 480-109-010(3) report. As part of its public participation process, PSE will likely
distribute to the IRPAG its projected cumulative ten-year conservation potential prior to that date.

Since this is legal interpretation of the rule language, perhaps we should have Bob Cedarbaum (or other
AG) talk with our lawyer (Sheree Carson) to see if we can reach agreement on what the rule requires? 
Please give me a call if you wish to discuss.

Eric Englert
Puget Sound Energy

________________________________

From: Reynolds, Deborah (UTC) [mailto:DReynold@utc.wa.gov]
Sent: Wed 12/23/2009 2:48 PM
To: Hemstreet, Andrew W; dana@kcha.org; danielle@nwenergy.org; gerryg@microsoft.com;
jiles@kemperdc.com; mearly@icnu.org; ppyron@nwigu.org; Kimball, Mary (ATG);
stan@putnamprice.com; steven.e.lafond@boeing.com; TEckman@nwcouncil.org;
chuck_eberdt@oppco.org; Johnson, Stefanie (ATG); Johnson, Steven (UTC); Murray, Chuck (COM);
Daeschel, Lea (ATG); Nightingale, David (UTC)
Cc: Ken.ross@terasengas.com; Shirley, Calvin E - Cal; Stolarski, Robert W; Ringel, H Grant; Gaines,
Janet; Starnes, Todd A; France, H. Syd; Hopkins, William; Maclean, Thomas; O'Brien, Megan K;

mailto:DReynold@utc.wa.gov
mailto:eric.englert@pse.com
mailto:dnightin@utc.wa.gov
mailto:mparvine@utc.wa.gov
mailto:william.hopkins@pse.com
mailto:Cathie.Allen@PacifiCorp.com
mailto:Linda.Gervais@avistacorp.com
mailto:tom.deboer@pse.com
mailto:DReynold@utc.wa.gov


Younger, William J -Bill; Norton, Liz; Logen, Lynn; Englert, Eric; Wappler, Andrew W - Andy; Anderson,
Daniel J; Anderson, Rebekah; Moran, Anna; Atwood, Nancy; Worthington, Janet; Chahian, Mariana
Subject: I-937 Deadline Approaches

Greetings,

This is a quick reminder that the January 1, 2010, deadline for projecting the utility's 10-year cumulative
conservation potential is approaching.  Staff recommends an e-mail by December 31, 2009, to the
conservation advisory board, copied to our Records Center at records@utc.wa.gov

Staff believes this is different from the January 31, 2010 conservation plan required by WAC 480-09-
010(3).

Deborah Reynolds

Regulatory Analyst

360-664-1255
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