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Request No. 67 
 
Date prepared:   12/6/2017 
 
Preparer:       Michael Parvinen 
 
Contact:    Michael Parvinen                          
 
Telephone:       509-734-4593 
 

PC-67 Re:  Rate Case Costs.   

Refer to Michael Parvinen, MPP WP-1.15. 

 

a. Please explain why the Company is reflecting the total amount of actual 

and projected rate case costs in the adjusted test year instead of amortizing 

the costs? 

b. Please provide a breakdown of the $109,632.90 of rate case costs incurred 

during 2016 between those associated with the current rate case and the 

amount associated with the prior rate case, Docket UG-152286.  If any of 

the 2016 amounts are associated with the current rate case, please explain 

why the Company began incurring these costs in 2016. 

c. Please provide the actual amount of rate case costs incurred in 2017 year 

to date, broken down by vendor. 

d. Please provide the current best estimate of the remaining rate case costs 

associated with this case, broken down by vendor, and explain how the 

remaining costs were estimated. 

e. Please provide a copy of all invoices for the 2016 rate case costs of 

$109,632.90.  

f. Please provide a copy of all invoices for the rate cases costs incurred in 

2017 year to date. 

g. Is the $109,632.90 shown for 2016 the total amount included in the 

unadjusted test year on a Washington jurisdictional basis associated with 

rate cases?  If no, please provide an itemization of all additional amounts 

included in the 2016 unadjusted test year on a Washington jurisdictional 

basis for rate case costs, broken down by docket. 
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Response: 

 

a. Cascade filed its last rate case using the twelve months ended 6/30/2015 and its 

current filing based on the twelve months ended 12/31/2016.  Cascade anticipates 

that it will be filing another rate case shortly after the completion of this docket.  

Cascade anticipates that no rate case cost adjustment will be necessary in the next 

case because the test year for that case will contain a full rate case amount.  

Cascade anticipates, based on projected capital spending requirements over the 

foreseeable future, filing annual rate cases so a reasonable amortization would be 

one year. 

b. All 2016 rate case costs incurred were for docket UG-152286. 

c.  

 
 

 

d. See attached “PC-67d.xlsx” 

e. See attached “PC-67e.pdf” 

f. See attached “PC-67f.pdf”  

g. Yes.  See invoices in item e above.  
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