Service Date: July 9, 2026

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON
UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND DOCKETS UE-260005 & UG-260006
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, (Consolidated)
Complainant, ORDER 06
V.
PUGET SOUND ENERGY,
Respondent.
In the Matter of the Petition of UE-260113
PUGET SOUND ENERGY ORDER 04
For an Accounting Order Authorizing the
Deferred Accounting Treatment for FERC DENYING PETITION TO INTERVENE
Interest Associated with Mandatory
Transmission Network Upgrades

BACKGROUND

On February 27, 2026, Puget Sound Energy (PSE or Company) filed with the
Washington Ultilities and Transportation Commission (Commission) revisions in Docket
UE-260005 to its currently effective electric service tariff, Tariff WN U-60 Tariff G, and
in Docket UG-260006 to its natural gas service tariff, Tariff WN U-2. The purpose of
these filings is to increase rates and charges for electric and natural gas service provided
to customers in the state of Washington. In this filing, PSE proposes a Three-Year Rate
Plan, which would begin with new base rates effective in 2027 (Rate Year 1), 2028 (Rate
Year 2), and 2029 (Rate Year 3).

On April 3, 2026, the Commission held a prehearing conference in this matter. On April
20, 2026, the Commission issued Order 03/01, Prehearing Conference Order (Order
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03/01). Among other matters, Order 03/01 made determinations on several petitions for
intervention. !

On June 16, 2026, Walmart Inc. (Walmart) filed a Late-Filed Petition for Leave to
Intervene (Petition). Walmart states that it has a direct, immediate, and substantial
interest in PSE’s proposed new rates as an existing customer of PSE and that the extent of
PSE’s proposed changes on Walmart’s rates was not immediately apparent based on
Walmart’s initial review of PSE’s filing.> Walmart has not yet determined the scope of its
participation or the precise nature of the relief that it will request, but explains that it
intends protect its interests in Washington.> Walmart asserts that good cause exists to
allow it to late intervene in this proceeding and that it is willing to accept the procedural
schedule adopted in Corrected Order 03/01 in this docket, such that Walmart’s
intervention will not unduly delay the proceeding or broaden the issues.* Walmart further
argues its participation will not impair the interests of justice and the orderly and prompt
conduct of this proceeding and that its participation is in the public interest.’

DISCUSSION AND DECISION

“Written petitions to intervene should be filed at least three business days before the
initial hearing date or prehearing conference date, whichever occurs first.”® With respect
to late-filed petitions to intervene, “[t]he commission may grant a petition to intervene
made after the initial hearing or prehearing conference, whichever occurs first, only on a
showing of good cause, including a satisfactory explanation of why the person did not
timely file a petition to intervene.”’ The Commission will grant intervenor status “if the
petitioner has a substantial interest in the subject matter of the hearing or if the

28

petitioner’s participation is in the public interest.”® The Commission also considers

' On May 8, 2026, the Commission issued Corrected Order 03/01, which corrected several dates
in the procedural schedule.

2 Petition at 3 6.

3 Petition at 3 8.

4 Petition at 3 9 6.

3 Petition at 3 9 8.

¢ WAC 480-07-355(1)(a).
7 WAC 480-07-355(1)(b).
8 WAC 480-07-355(3).
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whether “the intervention sought is in the interests of justice and will not impair the
orderly and prompt conduct of the proceedings.”’

Walmart filed its Petition over two months after the prehearing conference held in this
matter, so it must demonstrate good cause to intervene, including a satisfactory
explanation of why it did not timely file a petition to intervene. In its Petition, Walmart
states that “the extent of the impact [of PSE’s proposed new rates] on Walmart’s rates
was not readily apparent from Walmart’s initial review of PSE’s filing,” and that
“Walmart has conducted additional evaluation on the impacts of this case and seeks to
intervene[.]”!° However, Walmart also indicates that it has not determined the extent of
its anticipated participation or the relief that it will request.!' The Commission
determines that Walmart has not provided a satisfactory explanation of why it did not
timely file a petition to intervene in this matter. Even if the Commission accepts
Walmart’s stated basis, it has not provided any details from which the Commission could
conclude that Walmart’s delay was reasonable. Consequently, the Commission denies
Walmart’s Petition.

ORDER
(1) The Commission denies Walmart Inc.’s Late-Filed Petition for Leave to Intervene
DATED at Lacey, Washington, July 9, 2026.

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

/s/ Harry Fukano
HARRY FUKANO
Administrative Law Judge

/s/ Bijan Hughes
BIJAN HUGHES
Administrative Law Judge

9 RCW 34.05.443.
10 Petition at 3 9 6.
! Petition at 3 9 8.
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NOTICE TO PARTIES: This is an Interlocutory Order of the Commission.
Administrative review may be available through a petition for review, filed within
10 days of the service of this Order pursuant to WAC 480-07-810.
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