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June 12, 2012
SENT VIA E-MAIL & ABC/LMI

The Honorable Marguerite E. Friedlander

Washington Utilities & Transportation Commission

1300 S. Evergreen Park Drive S.W.

P.O. Box 47250

Olympia, WA 98504-7250
RE:
WUTC v. Avista


Dockets UE-120436 and UG-120437 (Consolidated)
Dear Judge Friedlander:

During the Prehearing Conference on May 9, 2012, in the above-referenced docket, Public Counsel requested guidance from the Commission regarding the presentation of adjustments. The resulting Prehearing Conference Order states that “[a]ll adjustments will be based on Avista’s test year actual results (or “per books”).”  WUTC v. Avista Corporation d/b/a Avista Utilities, Docket Nos. UE 120436 and UG 120437 (consolidated), Order No. 03, Prehearing Conference Order, Order Granting Request for Limited Consolidation of Dockets, at ¶ 10 (May 14, 2012).

Public Counsel respectfully requests further guidance regarding the Commission’s requirements for presentation of adjustments in this general rate case.  Enclosed for convenience is a copy of a Notice of Bench Request issued by the Commission on January 21, 2010, in a Puget Sound Energy general rate case.
  In addition, enclosed for convenience is a copy of a Prehearing Conference Order issued on March 24, 2009, in a PacifiCorp general rate case.
  

Both the enclosed Bench Request and the enclosed Prehearing Conference Order contain detailed instructions regarding adjustment presentation.  The Bench Request was issued to instruct parties (including the Company, Staff, and Public Counsel) to re-file certain exhibits to conform to the Commission’s presentation requirements.  The Prehearing Conference 
Order instructed the Company to re-file certain exhibits and prospectively set forth requirements for the Parties proposing adjustments to the Company’s request.

To ensure that the Parties are clear regarding the Commission’s expectations and requirements, Public Counsel requests that the Commission issue similar detailed requirements in the current Avista general rate proceeding.  This will avoid the need for the Commission to require parties to re-file exhibits
 and will result in the Parties presenting the Commission with the best evidence on which the Company’s filing may be evaluated.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

LISA W. GAFKEN

Assistant Attorney General

Public Counsel Division

(206) 464-6595
LWG:cjw

Enclosures

cc:  Service List (E-mail and U S Mail)
� Docket Nos. UE-090704 and UG-090705 (consolidated).


� Docket No. UE-090205.


�PacifiCorp, Docket No. UE-090208, Prehearing Conference Order, Order No. 04, at ¶¶ 7-11.


� One exception to this may be that the Commission will need Avista to re-file certain exhibits to its direct case, filed on April 2, 2012.  Public Counsel does not opine affirmatively or negatively that this may be the case here, but only notes that the PacifiCorp was required to re-file one of its Exhibits.  Order No. 04 at ¶ 7.





