BEFORE THE WASHINGTON
UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND DOCKET TP-250574
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION,
COMMISSION STAFF MOTION FOR

Complainant, LEAVE TO REVISE THE
TESTIMONY AND EXHIBITS OF
V. STAFF WITNESS SCOTT SEVALL
PUGET SOUND PILOTS,
Respondent.
I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to WAC 480-07-460, Staff requests leave to revise the testimony and
exhibits of Staff witness Scott Sevall to address an error discovered by Staff while
answering data requests propounded by the other parties to this proceeding. In short, several
adjustments testified to by Staff witness Tiffany VVan Meter were not incorporated into
Staff’s revenue requirement model; Staff seeks to file revised testimony to fix that error and
provide the accurate revenue requirement number. The revisions should not prejudice any
party as witness Van Meter’s testimony contains the substance of the adjustments, Staff has
alerted the parties to the need for correction, and Staff’s ultimate recommendation will
change in its cross-answering testimony.

1. RELIEF REQUESTED

Commission Staff requests that the Commission grant this motion for leave to revise
the portions of the testimony of Staff witness Sevall that set out Staff’s recommended
revenue requirement. The correction of the revenue requirement necessitates correction to
the portions of witness Sevall’s testimony that effectuate the revenue requirement through

Staff’s recommended rate spread and rate design.
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I11.  ARGUMENT
A Applicable Law

The Commission seeks in any proceeding to build a complete record.! But the value
of a complete record is undercut by inaccuracy. Recognizing as much, the Commission,
through its administrative law judges, routinely allows parties to revise testimony to correct
errors or improve its accuracy, especially when doing so does not prejudice any party.?

The Commission has adopted rules to govern this process of correction. Any party
seeking to substantively revise prefiled testimony or exhibits must submit a written motion
requesting leave to do so.2 The party must file such a motion “as soon as practicable after
discovering the need” to do so,* and it must submit the proposed revisions with the motion.®

B. The Commission Should Grant Staff Leave to Amend Exhibits SS-1T, SS-2, and
SS-4

The Commission should grant leave for Staff to revise the portions of witness
Sevall’s testimony (Exhibit SS-1T) that concern revenue requirement, rate spread, and rate
design. It should also grant leave to revise Staff’s revenue requirement model (Exhibit SS-2)
and its rate design model (Exhibit SS-4). This leave will ensure an accurate record and will
prejudice no party.

On January 14, 2026, the Pacific Marine Shippers Association (PMSA) served Staff

with several data requests (DRs). One of these, PMSA DR Number 33, asked Staff to

YE.g., Wash. Utils. & Transp. Comm ’n v. Puget Sound Energy, Inc., Dockets UE-060266 & UG-260067, Order 06 (Aug. 30,
2006) (non-precedential ALJ order); In re Petition of Puget Sound Energy, Inc., Docket UE-032043, Order 05 (June 24,
2004) (non-precedential ALJ order).

2 See in re Request of Sprint Nextel Corp., Docket UT-051291, Order 05, (Dec. 23, 2005) (“Given that the other parties to the
case will have prefiled testimony on the issue, we believe that the record should also include Public Counsel’s prefiled
testimony since the Commission is best served by a complete record.”); Cf: Wash. Utils. & Transp. Comm ’'n v. Puget Sound
Energy, Inc., Docket UE-161123, Order 05, (Jan. 3, 2017) (discussing the need to build a record in the context of
intervention).

3 WAC 480-07-460(1)(a)(i).

4 WAC 480-07-460(1)(b).

> WAC 480-07-460(1)(a)(i).
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categorize its treatment of the legal expenses for which the Puget Sound Pilots (PSP) seek
recovery in this general rate case. In the course of timely answering PMSA DR Number 33,
Staff witness Van Meter, who testified to the legal fee adjustment, discovered that the
revenue requirement model worksheet that incorporated the legal fee adjustment in the
revenue requirement was broken. Witness Van Meter investigated further and discovered
that five other adjustments to which she testified were also affected by broken links,
meaning that they were also not incorporated into the revenue requirement.

Witness Sevall provided Staff’s revenue requirement recommendation. The revenue
requirement model error thus affected the portions of his testimony concerning that
recommendation. And because the Commission orders rates intended to allow PSP to
recover its revenue requirement over a rate year, the revenue requirement error in witness
Sevall’s testimony necessarily affected the portions of his testimony concerning rate spread
and rate design.

Staff has submitted in conjunction with this motion revised exhibits SS-1T, SS-2,
and SS-4. Those revised exhibits repair the broken links and ensure that all the adjustments
Staff witness Van Meter testified to are incorporated into the revenue requirement. Witness
Sevall’s revised testimony provides the corrected revenue requirement as well as the
corrected rate spread and rate design necessary to recover the corrected revenue requirement
over the rate year.

Staff submitted the revised testimony and exhibits as soon as practicable. Staff
discovered the error while preparing responses for data requests due on Monday, January 2,
2026. Counsel were occupied with a short notice adjudication for a petition filed by

PacifiCorp and the submission of testimony in the Northwest Natural Gas company rate
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case. Staff prepared revised testimony and exhibits as quickly as possible, and counsel
drafted this motion in the same manner.

The corrections prejudice no party. Witness Van Meter testified to the substance of
the adjustments; accordingly, every party was on notice of Staff’s position and can respond
to that substance in rebuttal or cross-answering testimony. Further, Staff’s revenue
requirement recommendation will change when it submits cross-answering testimony. The
revisions here are simply to ensure that the full record is as accurate as possible.

IV. CONCLUSION

Staff requests that the presiding officer allow Staff to revise the relevant testimony
(Exhibit SS-1T) and exhibits (Exhibits SS-2 and SS-4) of witness Sevall.

DATED this 29th day of January 2026.

Respectfully submitted,

ROBERT W. FERGUSON
Nicholas W. Brown

/s/ Jeff Roberson, WSBA No. 45550
Senior Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
Utilities and Transportation Division
P.O. Box 40128

Olympia, WA 98504-0128
360-810-0509
jeff.roberson@atg.wa.gov
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