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BENCH REQUEST NO. 022:
TO ALL PARTIES:

Please prepare a table establishing a common nomenclature that identifies each contested adjustment in this proceeding, including underlying adjustments (e.g., in the case of power costs, there are numerous underlying adjustments but the parties sometimes use different terms to refer to the same proposed adjustment).  If the parties cannot agree to such a common nomenclature, each party should propose its own nomenclature for the adjustments it proposes and show any corresponding or overlapping adjustment that another party proposes using a different nomenclature.
NOTE:  The purpose of this Bench Request is to establish a common nomenclature to be used by all parties in their briefs.  This will facilitate the Commission’s consideration of the issues.

Joint Response of PSE, WUTC Staff, Public Counsel, NWIGU, and NWEC:

Upon review of the contested adjustments in this rate proceeding, the areas summarized below have been determined to contain multiple adjustments made by the parties that are common between parties but which are referred to with differing labels by each party.  These areas were the only areas where it was determined that providing formal alignment by the parties of what to call each adjustment would be beneficial in the format requested in this bench request.  It is felt that all other contested adjustments by and between parties not included in the below summary are clear as to their nature and comparability between parties, and so have not been included in this response.
1. Power Costs and Production O&M
Attached as Attachment A to Puget Sound Energy, Inc.’s (“PSE”) Response to Bench Request No. 022, please find a chart comparing each of the power cost and production O&M adjustments outlined in Tables 3 and 4 in the Prefiled Rebuttal Testimony of Mr. David E. Mills, Exhibit No. ___(DEM-11CT).  In addition to the information originally presented in the above referenced tables, Attachment A provides a proposed label for each adjustment that can be used in parties’ briefs that will ensure continuity and clarity to facilitate the Commission’s consideration of the issues.  Additionally, the dollar amounts, major cost categories impacted and the location within parties’ testimonies where discussed are provided.

Because there is only one contested adjustment related to power costs between PSE and Public Counsel, they are not included in Attachment A.  This contested adjustment is summarized as follows:

	PSE Proposed Nomenclature:  Return Adjustment on Chelan Deferred Carrying Charges
	Cost Type:  Power Costs

	 
	 
	 
	 

	Witness
	Reference
	Referred to as
	Adj. from Suppl.

	PSE

	Story
	JHS-18T, P. 33-36
	"Chelan Initiation Payment, Adjustment 20.09"
	$0 

	Public Counsel

	Crane
	ACC-1T, P. 35-38
	"Chelan Public Utility District (“PUD”) Reservation Fee"
	($923,323)


Two adjustments by ICNU unrelated to power costs or production O&M were contested but addressed in other areas.  These contested adjustments are as follows: 
[image: image1.emf]Proposed Nomenclature

FERC OATT Wind 

Integration Revenues

DeenMCD-1CT, P. 

9-10

"Wind Integration 

OATT Revenues"

($2,638,585)StoryJHS-18T, 

P. 19-20

"OATT 

Revenues"

$0 

FERC 557 Account/A&G DeenMCD-1CT, P. 

12-13

"BPA Rate Case 

Expenses"

($141,103)StoryJHS-18T, 

P. 19-21

"FERC 557 

Account/A&G"

$0 

ICNU PSE


2. Income Tax related adjustments

Attached as Attachment B to PSE’s Response to Bench Request No. 022, please find a chart comparing each of the contested income tax related adjustments within this proceeding.  Attachment B provides a proposed label for each adjustment that can be used in parties’ briefs that will ensure continuity and clarity to facilitate the Commission’s consideration of the issues.  Additionally, the dollar amounts and the location within parties’ testimonies where discussed are provided.
ATTACHMENT B to PSE’s Response to
Bench Request No. 022
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