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I. INTRODUCTION 
 

1  Pursuant to WAC 480-07-460, Staff requests leave to revise the testimony and 

exhibits of Staff witness Scott Sevall to address three errors: (1) an error identified in the 

rebuttal testimony of Puget Sound Pilot (PSP) witness R. Lane Sisung relating to Staff’s 

recommended range of reasonableness for pilot DNI; (2) an error relating to an attorney fees 

adjustment; and (3) an error in Staff’s operating expense ratio analysis listing incorrect 

years for the information for the San Francisco Bar Pilots. 

II. RELIEF REQUESTED 

2  Commission Staff requests that the Commission grant this motion for leave to revise 

the portions of the testimony and exhibits of Staff witness Sevall that set forth Staff’s 

recommended range of reasonableness for pilot salary. Staff also requests that the 

Commission grant this motion for leave to revise the testimony and exhibits in order to 

correct an error relating to an attorney fees adjustment and another relating to the age of the 

information for the San Francisco Pilots that was incorporated into Staff’s expense ratio 

analysis.   
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III. ARGUMENT 

 

A. Applicable Law 

3  The Commission seeks in any proceeding to build a complete record.1 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.2 

4  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.3 The party must file such a motion “as soon as practicable after 

discovering the need” to do so,4  and it must submit the proposed revisions with the motion.5 

B. The Commission Should Grant Leave to Amend Exhibits SS-1Tr, SS-8T, SS-5, SS-9, 

SS-10, and SS-13.  

 

5  The Commission should grant leave for Staff to revise testimony (Exh. SS-1Tr), 

cross answering testimony (Exh. SS-8T), and exhibits (SS-5, SS-9, SS-10, and SS-13) that 

are impacted by an error concerning the bottom of Staff’s recommended range of 

reasonableness for pilot salary.  

6  On February 2, 2026, PSP filed the rebuttal testimony of R. Lane Sisung.6 In his 

rebuttal testimony, Mr. Sisung observed that Staff witness Sevall appeared to have made an 

 
1 E.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). 
5 WAC 480-07-460(1)(a)(i). 
6 Sisung, Exh. RLS-05T. 
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input error with respect to the consumer price index (CPI) in Sch. 5.4 of Exhibit SS-5.7 Mr. 

Sisung describes the error as follows: 

The link to the BLS Inflation Calculator provided in SS-5.4 shows that $462,348 

in August 2023 has the same buying power as $486,475 in July 2025. However, 

cell C9 of Exh. SS-5.4 identifies the DNI authorized in Docket TP-220513 as 

$475,733, and I understand Staff’s intent to have been to CPI-adjust that 

authorized amount. Using the same CPI window (August 2023 to July 2025), the 

CPI-adjusted value of $475,733 is approximately $500,559. Accordingly, the 

CPI-adjusted “floor” of Staff’s DNI range should be $500,559 as of July 2025.8 

 

7  After reviewing Mr. Sisung’s rebuttal testimony, Staff agrees that it made the error 

described by Mr. Sisung and seeks the leave from the Commission to correct this error 

which affects the bottom of Staff’s recommended range of reasonableness for pilot salary. 

8  On February 24, 2026, Staff was made aware of another error relating to relating to 

an adjustment for “Attorney Fees – General” in the amount of $118,615 in Exhibit SS-9 

(Sch. 9.2). Staff’s intention was to remove this dollar amount; however, Staff mistakenly 

added this dollar instead, resulting in a double count. This error also affects Exhibits SS-1Tr, 

SS-8T, and SS-10. 

9  Lastly, Staff requests leave to correct an error that was discovered by Staff on or 

about February 17, 2026, while responding to data requests in this case. This error relates to 

Staff’s operating expenses analysis; the information that was included for the San Francisco 

Bar Pilots was incorrectly listed for the years 2013 and 2014 when it should have been listed 

for 2012 and 2013. Staff seeks to correct the record with revisions to Mr. Sevall’s testimony 

(Exh. SS-1Tr), cross answering testimony (Exh. SS-8T), and exhibits (SS-5, SS-9, SS-10, 

and SS-13). 

 

 

 
7 Sisung, Exh. RLS-05T. 
8 Sisung, Exh. RLS-05T at 5:2-9. 
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10  Staff has submitted the revised testimony and exhibits, as well as this motion, as 

soon as practicable given counsel and Staff workload constraints. Furthermore, allowing 

these revisions to the testimony and exhibits of Staff witness Scott Sevall will ensure an 

accurate record and will not prejudice any party. All parties were on notice of a potential 

error in Staff’s range of reasonableness analysis after the filing of Mr. Sisung’s rebuttal 

testimony so no party would be unfairly disadvantaged if the Commission were to allow the 

error to be corrected. In addition, the other two errors identified in this motion are relatively 

minor and allowing their correction will ensure accurate information is put forth for the 

Commission’s consideration.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

11  Staff requests that the presiding officer allow Staff to revise the relevant testimony 

(Exhibits SS-1Tr and SS-8T) and exhibits (Exhibits SS-5, SS-9, SS-10, and SS-13) of 

witness Sevall.  

DATED this 6th day of March, 2026. 

 

Respectfully submitted,  

 

NICHOLAS W. BROWN 

 

/s/ Cassandra Jones, WSBA No. 42216 

Assistant Attorney General 

Office of the Attorney General 

Utilities and Transportation Division 

P.O. Box 40128 

Olympia, WA  98504-0128  

360-586-7777 

cassandra.jones@atg.wa.gov 


