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PSE Data Request No. 027 to WUTC Staff: 
RE:  Deborah J. Reynolds, Exhibit No. ___(DJR-1T), page 32, line 17-19 
 
Please provide the basis upon which Commission Staff determined that PSE’s proposed 
CSA mechanisms are “annualizing adjustments.”  As part of this response, please provide 
the specific definition or criteria for an “annualizing adjustment” relied upon to form this 
opinion.  
 
RESPONSE:   
 
Staff did not conclude that the CSA was an “annualizing adjustment.” Staff’s testimony 
refers to existing annualizing adjustments, and goes on to point out that even if such an 
adjustment were needed, the calculated changes in revenue do not appear to be significant.  
Staff’s testimony should more accurately state at Exhibit No. ___(DJR-1T), page 32, line 
18: 
 
A. No.  Annualizing adjustments already in place should capture significant changes in 

use patterns of existing customers.  The calculated changes in use patterns from 

energy efficiency only changed the electric revenue requirement 0.21 percent, or 

$4.5 million, and the gas revenue requirement 0.09 percent, or $0.9 million. 
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