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INTRODUCTION
1.

Pursuant to the Notice of Opportunity to File Written Statements issued April 3, 2006, the Northwest Industrial Gas Users (“NWIGU”) file these comments supporting Public Counsel’s Motion to Compel Cascade Natural Gas Corporation (“Cascade” or “the Company”) to Supplement its General Rate Case Filing.  
DISCUSSION
2.

The Commission should order Cascade to supplement its filing prior to the close of business on April 10, 2006.  The Pre-hearing Conference in this docket is scheduled for April 11, 2006.  If Cascade fails to supplement its filing prior to the Pre-Hearing Conference, the schedule established for this case will need to reflect the delays caused by Cascade’s failure to make a complete filing.
3.

NWIGU agrees with Public Counsel’s statements regarding the lack of work papers and other information needed to analyze Cascade’s cost-of-service study.  Public Counsel correctly notes that Cascade did not include Exhibits LMD-3 or LMD-4 with its case, even though sponsoring witness Mr. Lamar Maxwell Dickey states that LMD-3 and LMD-4 contain the allocation factors used to develop his cost-of-service study.
4.

Without the allocation factors used to develop the cost-of-service study, it is impossible to determine if Cascade’s cost study has been accurately developed.  On March 27, 2006, NWIGU propounded data requests to obtain the allocation factors and other information necessary to verify the accuracy of the cost study.  See Exhibit A to these Comments.  NWIGU was seeking through data requests material that should have been included in the exhibits and work papers to the general rate case filing.  Cascade’s data responses, however, lack the information necessary to test the validity of the cost study.  Therefore, NWIGU and other parties cannot analyze the validity of Cascade’s cost-of-service study based on the information thus far provided by the Company.
5.

Cascade has not filed a rate case in Washington in approximately ten years.  As part of this filing, Cascade is proposing a major redesign of its industrial rates as part of this filing.  The inability of the Company to produce a functioning cost-of-service model with formulas and inputs makes the entire filing woefully inadequate.

6.

If Cascade cannot produce a functioning cost-of-service model in electronic form prior to the closure of business on April 10, 2006, NWIGU will be forced to seek a delay in the schedule in this proceeding.  An extension beyond the suspension period, which currently runs until January 14, 2007, is likely to be necessary.  As Public Counsel properly notes in its Motion, it is grossly unfair to allow Cascade to prosecute this rate case in a manner that shifts production burdens onto intervenors, or allows the Company to put on its case in rebuttal.  NWIGU should not have to engage in a discovery battle to determine the formulas and technical data that stand behind a cost-of-service study.  
CONCLUSION
7.

The cost-of-service study prepared by Mr. Dickey is the lynchpin of a significant rate restructuring Cascade is proposing.  WUTC regulations squarely place the production burden on the utility proposing to alter its rates.  NWIGU, Public Counsel, WUTC Staff and others should not be forced to engage in expensive and time-consuming discovery battles simply to obtain from Cascade material that should have been part of its filing.  If Cascade cannot produce this information prior to the pre-hearing conference, a delay in the scheduling of the case and an extension in the suspension period is the most appropriate remedy.
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