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Chart IV 1 

States With Electric Utility Decoupling
50

 2 

 3 

 Rather than being ubiquitous, this map, published by Brattle, shows that electric 4 

revenue decoupling with true-up (the decoupling mechanism awarded Puget) 5 

exists in only twelve states.  In addition, the Edison Electric Institute, in a 2013 6 

report on alternative regulation, indicates that an additional 15 states have revenue 7 

decoupling for gas utilities only.
51

  Not all states have decoupling of the type 8 

allowed Puget and the majority of those that do have it, do so for either electric 9 

utilities or gas utilities but not for both.  Decoupling is far from “the norm” that 10 

the Company representatives suggest it is. 11 
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 Source:  “The Impact of Revenue Decoupling on the Cost of Capital for Electric Utilities:  An Empirical 

Investigation,” The Brattle Group, March, 2014, p. 6 (Exhibit No SGH-16).  The shaded states are states 

with decoupling.  In colored versions, green connotes states with decoupling instituted outside the Brattle 

study period (Washington, California, and Rhode Island).   
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 The Edison Electric Institute, “Alternative Regulation for Evolving Utility Challenges: An Updated 

Survey,” January 2013, pp. 3-4. 
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