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I. INTRODUCTION 

1.  Pursuant to WAC 480-07-460, Puget Sound Pilots (“PSP”) requests leave to revise the 

testimony and exhibits of PSP witnesses Ivan Carlson and Ann M. LaRue to correct an error 

regarding vessel traffic projections in Exhibit IC-32.  

2.   While preparing for the evidentiary hearing on Friday, March 13, 2026, Captain Carlson 

became aware that Exhibit IC-32 mistakenly included 72 Sea Reliance assignments from January 

through April 7, 2025, which will not continue in 2026. These assignments were inadvertently 

included and should be removed in pro forma traffic projections because the Sea Reliance vessel 

went off charter in April 2025. PSP requests leave to file a revised version of IC-32r as well as 

revised rebuttal testimony from Ivan Carlson, Exh. IC-16Tr, and revised rebuttal testimony of 

Ann M. LaRue, Exh. AML-09Tr, which referenced the incorrect vessel traffic numbers from 
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Exh. IC-32. Good cause exists to grant this motion because a revision will clarify the record and 

correct a mistake prior to the hearing.  

II. RELIEF REQUESTED 

3.    PSP requests that the Commission grant this motion allowing revisions as listed below 

for the rebuttal testimony of Ivan Carlson, the rebuttal testimony of Ann M. LaRue, and Exhibit 

IC-32, as described in more detail below:  

  Exh. IC-16Tr 

• Page 76 is updated to reflect the exhibit name for Exh. IC-32r and the 

assignment number is changed from 7,186 to 7,114. 

  Exh. IC-32r 

• PSP added a “Summary Updated 3-15-26” tab that updates the projected 

assignments for 2026 Pro-Forma to 7114. The tab also includes a highlighted 

row, on line 4, that shows the inadvertently omitted known reductions., 

totaling 72 reductions. 

• PSP added a “2025 Pro-Forma Updated 3-15-2026” tab that shows the 

difference with the “2026 Pro-Forma” tab. All “ATB SEA RELIANCE” 

assignments from January 1, 2025 through April 5, 2025 were removed. The 

rows that reflect the reductions, and calculations impacted, are all highlighted 

in bright red.  

  Exh. AML-9Tr 

• Page 59 updates the reference to Capt. Carlson’s Exh. IC-32r. 
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• Page 60 updates the vessel traffic figures to align with Capt. Carlson’s 

assignment revision, which changed from 7,186 to 7,114. 

III.   BACKGROUND 

4.     On July 29, 2025, PSP submitted prefiled direct testimony in this Docket TP-250574.  

PSP witness Captain Ivan Carlson submitted prefiled direct testimony, Exh. IC-1T, along with 

Exhibits IC-2 through IC-14. 

5.    In direct testimony, Captain Carlson presented information regarding vessel assignments 

in the test year, with projected changes in vessel assignments as required by WAC 480-07-

525(4)(m). Exh. IC-14 was a detailed portrayal of vessel assignments with the associated tariff 

and fees charged for the year ending December 31, 2024, which is the test year in this case.1 IC-

14 was adjusted to reflect pro forma adjustments, which are known and measurable changes in 

vessel assignments.2 

6.    Captain Carlson’s initial testimony noted that certain Sea Reliance articulated tug barge 

assignments were removed from projected changes in vessel assignments, since that barge 

provided notice that these assignments would be discontinued in Puget Sound.3 To that end, Exh. 

IC-14 represented a decrease of assignments consistent with the removal of the Sea Reliance 

assignments.4 

 

1 Exh. IC-1T at 54:12-18.  
2 Exh. IC-1T at 54:16-18.  
3 Exh. IC-1T at 55:1-14. 
4 Id.; Exh. IC-14. 
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7.    On February 2, 2026, PSP filed prefiled rebuttal testimony in this Docket. Captain 

Carlson submitted rebuttal testimony, Exh. IC-16T, and rebuttal exhibits, Exhs. IC-17 through 

IC-36. 

8.    In rebuttal testimony, Captain Carlson provided Exh. IC-32, which updated Exh. IC-14 to 

include actual traffic for calendar year 2025 with projected changes in vessel assignments for 

2026.5  

9.    On March 13, 2026, Captain Carlson was reviewing his testimony and exhibits in 

preparation for the evidentiary hearing scheduled for March 16 and 17, 2026. While reviewing 

his rebuttal exhibits, Captain Carlson noticed that some of the Sea Reliance assignments 

removed from the calculations in Exh. IC-14 had mistakenly been included in Exh. IC-32, 

causing an error in the total projected vessel assignments for 2026.  

IV. ARGUMENT  

A. Applicable Law 

10.    In any proceeding, the Commission seeks to build a complete record.6 A complete record 

is best served by accurate and complete information. For this reason, the Commission routinely 

allows parties to revise testimony to correct errors or improve its accuracy, especially when 

doing so does not prejudice any party.7 

11.    When a party seeks to make substantive revisions to prefiled testimony or exhibits, they 

must submit a motion for leave to file revisions and attach its proposed revisions. WAC 480-07-

 

5 Exh. IC-16T at 76:8-14. 
6 See, e.g., WUTC v. Puget Sound Energy, Inc., Dockets UE-060266 & UG-260067, Order 06 (Aug. 30, 2006); In re 
Petition of Puget Sound Energy, Inc., Docket UE-032043, Order 05 (June 24, 2004). 
7 In re Request of Sprint Nextel Corp., Docket UT-051291, Order 05 (Dec. 23, 2005). 
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460(1)(a)(i). A party seeking to revise testimony must submit a motion “as soon as practicable 

after discovering the need to make that change.” WAC 480-07-460(1)(b).  

12.    Additionally, upon a showing of good cause for not filing and serving revised testimony 

or exhibits prior to a hearing, a party may distribute such documents at the hearing and provide 

sufficient copies of the documents for all parties. WAC 480-07-460(1)(c). The presiding officer 

may refuse to admit into evidence revised exhibits “if the failure to provide them prior to the 

hearing impairs the ability of other parties or the commission to review and examine those 

exhibits during the hearing.” Id.  

B. The Commission should allow PSP’s proposed revisions.  

13.    The Commission should grant leave for PSP to revise Exhibit IC-32, which contains an 

error regarding projected vessel traffic, and portions of PSP’s rebuttal testimony—Exh. IC-16Tr 

and Exh. AML-9Tr—that referenced or incorporated the errors in Exh. IC-32.  

14.    The Commission should grant this motion because it clarifies an error that is important to 

all parties and will ensure the record is accurate and complete. There is no prejudice to any party 

by correcting this error. To the contrary, all parties will benefit from ensuring that the record 

before the Commission is thorough, complete, and accurate.  

15.    The error in Exh. IC-32 was inadvertent; the discussion of the Sea Reliance assignment’s 

exclusion in Exh. IC-1T shows that Captain Carlson attempted to make this change from the test 

year clear. By now filing a motion to correct this accidental inclusion in Exh. IC-32, PSP is 

attempting to act transparently and openly with the Commission and other parties.  

16.    Denying this motion and preventing the revisions would result in a record with 

contradictory information carried between Exh. IC-14 and Exh. IC-32. PSP respectfully requests 
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that the Commission grant its motion to make these revisions, which will ensure a complete and 

accurate record. 

C.  There is good cause to grant PSP’s motion at the evidentiary hearing.   

17.    Because of the late date of the discovery of this error, PSP’s counsel was not able to 

submit a motion to correct the record in advance of filing. For this reason, PSP intends to bring 

revised testimony and copies of this motion to the evidentiary hearing on March 16 and 17, 2026, 

to allow other parties the opportunity to review the updated information.  

18.    The presiding officer may admit this revised evidence upon a showing of “good cause” 

for not distributing such documents sooner. Here, the error leading to revisions was discovered in 

the afternoon on Friday, March 13. PSP required time to ensure that the error in Exh. IC-32 

could be caught and corrected across rebuttal testimonies and exhibits. And while PSP did 

endeavor to distribute these revised exhibits and this motion to parties via email over the 

weekend, it was not clear the Commission would accept or have access to this filing prior to 

Monday morning. PSP has therefore provided physical copies of the revisions for review by the 

Commission and intervening parties. IC-32r is a voluminous excel, so PSP has only provided 

electronic copies of the proposed revision. 

19.    In short, there is good cause for the Commission to grant this late-filed motion because 1) 

it will ensure a complete and accurate record, 2) there is no prejudice to the parties by allowing 

PSP to fix the discrepancy between Exh. IC-14 and Exh. IC-32, and 3) PSP complied with its 

statutory duty to inform other parties of the need for a revision “as soon as practicable after 

discovering the need to make that change.” WAC 480-07-460(1)(b). 
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V. CONCLUSION 

20.  For these reasons, PSP respectfully requests that the Commission grant its Motion for 

Leave to File Revised Testimony.  

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 15th day of March, 2026. 

PERKINS COIE LLP 

By: Byron C. Starkey_____  

Sheree Strom Carson, WSBA #25349 
Donna L. Barnett, WSBA #36794 
Byron C. Starkey, WSBA #55545 
Becca Human, WSBA #61875 
 
10885 N.E. Fourth Street 
Bellevue, WA 98004-5579 
Phone: (425) 635-1400 
Fax: (425) 635-2400 
 
SCarson@perkinscoie.com 
DBarnett@perkinscoie.com 
ByronStarkey@perkinscoie.com 
RHuman@perkinscoie.com 
 
Attorneys for Puget Sound Pilots  
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