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UG-220067;
UG-210918

Public Comments by Case

Total Comments: 1921
In Favor: 2

Opposed: 1911
Undecided: 8

Filing |Commenter |Source |(Comments
Support

L

Glen Steele  E-mail  It’s time that our state Utilities and Transportation Commission sides with the people and stop rubber
stamping rate hikes for monopoly energy utilities that are forcing continued dependence on dirty fossil
fuels!! PSE has already raised their fracked gas rates. Now they are back for more.

Regards, Glen Steele

Richard E-mail  ***See attachments for multiple comments from Richard***

Lauckhart

Jenny E-mail | have received a notification that our PSE rate will increase 12.15% next year and increasing rates the
Hoffman following two years as well. | am fine paying higher rates to pay for employees and infrastructure. What | am

not okay with is the return on equity from 9.4% to 9.9% to investors. They do NOT need to increase their
profits off the backs of the hard working people of Washington State during a time of recession and higher
living costs. Please stand up to big business and stand up for your communities. We have choices to not
spend our money with other businesses, but we have no choice who we purchase our power from. We need
your support to stop this needless increase from happening. Thank you.

Dale Walter E-mail  One thing we can always expect is a rate increase on a regular basis from PSE! This request is ridiculous,
especially during a high period of inflation. With very high food costs and gasoline costs, those of us on a
fixed income are really struggling.

Increases in our utility's costs further fuel inflation. I certainly hope the Commission does not approve this
request! The timing could not be worse!

Sincerely,

Dale Walter
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Peg Giffels  E-mail  Hello,

Thank you for the flier included in my recent PSE bill outlining proposed rate increases, and the rationale for
them, for 2023-2025. My main point is that the proposed total increase of 17% over three years seems steep,
and | see no information about any cost cutting or efficiency measures PSE plans to undertake. So | ask you
to consider the impact on PSE customers.

I am a longtime PSE natural gas customer living in Seattle. I’m a customer because...| have no choice, no
other provider for this service. Nothing about my income is going up at a similar rate — not salary, certainly
not stocks, not Social Security if that still exists when I’m eligible. So when | see a proposed increase of this
magnitude, what recourse do | have? Where is the 17% to PSE supposed to come from?

In Monopoly, utilities are a safe bet, paying a steady return. How can PSE be more steady like that, by
increasing efficiency and reducing cost rather than increasing charges to customers who are reliant on their
service with no alternative?

Thank you,
Peg Giffels
Seattle, WA
Robert E-mail  To who it may concern,
Durham I would like to submit my concern/opposition to the electric rate increase requested by Puget Sound Energy.

This electric rate increase will severely impact people on a fixed income (like us), who are having to try and
absorb these outrageous price increases in all consumer goods AND the double digit property tax increases
being generated by the insanely hot real estate market.

I can understand that Puget’s costs have gone up but a 16.34% increase for 800kwh in 2023!! That’s
outrageous, how about Puget tighten their belt a little more to at least limit the increases to a more reasonable
2-3% per year increase over the 3 year period. At least that would be more in line with general wage
increases that the average person might expect to see.

Their is no reason that during these tough times Puget should worry about anything more than doing the bare
minimum to keep the lights on and meet their existing financial obligations.

They don’t need to be advertising on TV, supporting baseball teams, symphonies and for sure don’t need to
get an increase to 9.9% on equity return. Most average people get no where near an 9.4% return on equity,
ratepayers don’t need to subsidize stockholders/corporate salaries.

Please do the right thing and protect us ratepayers from this excessive rate increase requested for 2023 and
limit these increases to a reasonable amount.

Thank you for your service to us and your attention to this email.
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Valerie Krull E-mail 1 am commenting as PSE customer. | strongly believe that PSE already has a hefty profit margin in a system
that offers us no real choice. | vote for no rate increase and ask this multinational company to carry its own
weight and not put it on the backs of struggling citizens.
Sincerely,
Valerie Krull
Ed Richards E-mail | am opposed to the proposed rate increase. Years ago, PSE switched their computer system in doing so it
Jr. created a huge increase in their operating expenses. | own three properties in a close proximity to one another
and are on the same billing cycle. With their old system all three of my billings came together in one
envelope. With the new system | get three separate billings requiring triple the cost postage of the mailing,
triple the envelopes included and triple the newsletter sheets all of the paper used now becoming landfill or
recycle matter. | am one of their thousands of customers and | am sure | am not the only one in this same
situation.
Sincerely,
Ed Richards, Jr
Brenda E-mail  Dear Washington State UTC,
Supasatit

I am one citizen that is speaking up on behalf of many WA State Citizens who are under a heavy financial
load from ever rising vehicle gas prices. The high price of vehicle gas prices, plus the requested hike of 12-
15% for residential customers will leave many residents choosing between keeping warm, having food on the
table or traveling to work.

If there are other ways to deal with the budget to not charge this huge hike, please consider them!

| pray you will have wisdom to think of other budget ways to work around the state's mandate to decarbonize
energy sytems. This is a real crisis for Washington residents and utility customers.

Thank you for your time.

Respectfully,
Brenda Supasatit
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Bryan E-mail  I’m writing opposing PSEs request to increase electric and natural gas rates. (Dockets UE 220066 UG
Higgins 220067. ) Customers are being squeezed with higher prices on every thing and no one has the money to

afforded this increase. PSE is asking for a whopping 35% increase in rates over the next 3 years. This is
extremely outrageous and unsustainable from a customer perspective. Anyone living on a fixed income
cannot absorb this cost increase. Please ask PSE to propose a more modest and sustainable increase, one that
all customers can afford. Providing power should not be a for profit business.

Sincerely
Bryan Higgins
Aj Notch E-mail Reference: UE-220066 & UG-220067
I am against the subject rate increases, because | will feel the full brunt of the cost, as follows:
I have been retired since 1995, have not had earned income since, yet do not qualify for PSE utility, property
tax or

Renton utility subsidies.

It is well known that latter two subsidies, and | expect the one for PSE as well, result in costs being double
what they'd be without subsidies (involuntary donations to charity).

Subsidies should not be a part of any of these costs, but a separate state welfare program or not exist at all.
| was taught that if one can't afford a home, which incurs these costs, one should not own it.

AJ Notch

Heidi Beck E-mail To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to protest the 13.59% / 12.98% rate increases proposed by PSE for 2023, followed by more
modest single digit (under 5%) rate increases for 2024 and 2025 (included in my recent bill).

Although | am sure the cost of doing energy business has gone up along with everything else, why the huge
increase next year? On top of inflation and gas prices, how are lower and middle income folks possibly
expected to accommodate yet one more large jump? At the very least, could not PSE average out the total
increase more equally over the 3-year period?

Please do not approve the increases without a more balanced (and manageable) rate.
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Wolfe
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E-mail

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion.

Sincerely,
Heidi A. Beck

To Whom It May Concern:

I urge Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission to reject Puget Sound Energy’s latest request for
rate changes. They are excessive in scope, burdensome to customers, and unjustified by the reasons provided.
Hasn’t PSE been prior investing “to provide safe and reliable energy service,” or is this a new focus? Are we
to believe that the system decarbonization mandates came as a surprise them in the last few months? Did the
prior rate request not envision the last four years of capital and operating investments? Have operating costs
really and significantly exceeded inflation (recall that these pressures only date to 2021)? Are the “upcoming
capital investments and operating costs” really on pace to exceed current inflation (and, if so, why)? And,
why should customers be on the hook to pay for increasing “PSE’s authorized return on equity”, especially at
a time when those same customers face declining real wages and spiraling inflation in critical housing,
transportation and food?

I received the “Notice of Requested Changes to PSE Rates and Public Hearings” (hereafter “The Notice”) on
July 13, 2022. The date of receipt is important; that same day the June CPI data was announced, at a stunning
9.1% aggregate. As the old adage goes, “ timing is everything.” So, at a time when consumers are being
drowned by inflation—struggling to balance feeding their families, buying gas to go to work, and affording
skyrocketing housing—PSE wants to raise utility rates. Really? According to The Notice, the average
residential customer would pay 14.47% more for gas and electric service next year alone under the request,
and then face additional increases for the subsequent two years. And, this is only the direct cost to the
residential customer; that same customer will foot the bill for the non-residential increases through associated
inflationary pressures accruing to goods and services as well as higher taxes to cover increased lighting (area
and street) and other utility costs faced by the municipalities in which they reside. The rationale, as provided
in The Notice and summarized above can only be described as tone deaf and outrageous. It must be rejected
and replaced with rate increases calibrated to cover actual needs to support PSE’s mandate, sans increasing
the monopoly’s ROE on the backs of a struggling customer base.

Thank you for your consideration of my opinion.
Regards,

Richard Wolfe
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Sammamish, WA

Kathy E-mail | am a Pierce County homeowner and wish to comment on Puget Sound Energy's request to raise electric

Florence rates effective Jan 1 2023.
Everyone in our country is suffering the highest inflation rate in decades. Our purchasing power is severely
diminished.
I am a retired senior woman living on a fixed income. Even if | wanted to get a job, options would be limited
for someone my age.
I moved here from California five years ago primarily because my dollar would go further here in
Washington. Now it feels like there's not much difference between the states, and that is very discouraging.
A 15.80% increase is rates next year is unconscionable. For me, every dollar counts. As it is, | don't use
lamps during the day. | don't use my one window a/c unless necessary (like 90° or higher). I do laundry once
a week. The only thing that's always on is the refrigerator. | don't qualify for reduced rates for seniors.
I am BEGGING you not to raise electric rates so drastically. Find other measures you can take to reach the
goals stated in your Notice ... measures that do NOT involve passing along increased rates to your
customers!!!
Respectfully,
Kathy Florence

Nick E-mail  The rate increases submitted by PSE are very unfair and worrisome to consumers like me who is on fixed

Santarosa income and elderly. This is the problem with having a monopoly on these services. PSE along with Wave

Broadband (Astound), Waste Management, and Kitsap PUD do not have any competition so they keep
charging more for higher profits. I submit this comment because | think the situation is getting out of hand
and we are the ones suffering. I just hope somebody there is listening.

Sincerely,
Nick Santarosa

10/10/2022 5:26 PM Page 6 of 1593



Case: UE-220066; Title: PSE GRC Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts
UG-220067;
UG-210918

Sylvia M. E-mail  This is simply ridiculous to put these increases on people with fixed incomes. Get rid of all the “fluff”

employees who do nothing. Work within your means like we have to live within our means. We will have
more homeless people living on the streets than we have people living in homes.

Sylvia M.

Briana Cox E-mail Hello,

I am writing to note my opposition to the massive rate increases of over 15% proposed by PSE. As a resident
of Thurston County and a homeowner, | think these increases are egregious. PSE has a monopoly on the
market and therefore knows there is little for us citizens to do but pay the hikes while PSE pockets the over
1.6 billion in anticipated profits over 3 years from this rate increase alone. Please reconsider pushing this
extreme rate increase onto your customers.

Thank you for reading.

Briana Cox

Michelle E-mail  Hello,
Swanson
| oppose PSE’s proposed increase to electricity rates. 13.59% is way too high.

I’m less bothered by the proposed increase to natural gas rates, as we need to use less gas in order to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. Increasing the price is one way to do that, although 1’d like to see them reinvest
what they get from us in better programs to decarbonize our houses. The rebates they offer now are a drop in
the bucket.

If PSE wants to decarbonize the grid and pay for upgrades, 1’d like to see them cut into their profit margins
first before increasing our rates. We’re already paying them way too much.

Thanks for listening,
Michelle Swanson
Olympia

Mike McRae E-mail  To whom it may concern,
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Mikel Howell E-mail

Al & Sandy E-mail
Olsen

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

Pursuant to PSE's request for general rate hikes in 2023-25. | recognize the cost of everything is going up, but
almost 18% over three years, | don't think so!! Utility prices are regulated for a reason, and this proposal

certainly appears to demonstrate why.

Nevertheless, if PSE can really prove they need this increase to continue to provide existing services, then so
be it. However, if this is as it appears, just another opportunistic money grab using desirable but unnecessary
environmental considerations as an excuse to grow and modernize, then say no!! Everyone out here,

especially those of us on fixed incomes, are hurting right now. Don't pour salt in the wound!!

Regards,
Mike McRae

While is it understandable that with all prices increasing, utilities must increase to pay their employees etc.

But the percentage of increase being asked for is huge!

PSE is not like a supermarket that a person can choose to shop elsewhere if he/she can’t afford their prices.
If a person lives in their service area, the customer either has to pay their rate or go without. That increase is

going to create a big hardship on seniors and low income families!
Please only grant 6.5% increase instead of the overall 15.80%.

Thank—you for allowing our input.
Mikel

RE: Dockets UE-220066 (electric service)

Dear Sir or Madam,

The electric rates that PSE has proposed for next year (2023)

are ridiculously high. There request for a 15.8% increase is laughable
to say the least especially during this country's extreme inflation
period that is expected to continue next year. The fact that PSE wishes
to have this multiyear price increases leads to a 19.62% over the three
year period. Enough is enough!

A very fair increase would be: 6% for 2023
2.62% for 2024
1.20% for 2025

total 9.82% for the three year period
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Jorji
Knickrehm

Bob
Crittenden
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E-mail

E-mail

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the PSE proposed pricing increases.

Al Olsen
Coupeville

Dear Puget Sound Energy,

Thanks for giving customers such as myself the opportunity to comment on PSE's proposed rate changes. My
husband and I have been PSE customers for the past 20 years in Seattle. We were very surprised by the large
and what we feel is unacceptable rate of increases over the next three years. To increase residents' rate by
approximately 17% over 3 years is unreasonable and will cause financial distress to many residents. PSE
should decrease the overall rate changes for electricity and gas in 2023 (the year PSE is proposing overall
average increases of 12-15.8%) by at least half. Utilities should not make profits; they are public goods. If
investments in infrastructure need to be made, that is understandable, but not by charging residents 12 to
15.8% more in one year. This kind of extreme increase could cause people to default on their payments or be
unable to pay for food and other necessary items.

Thank you for listening,

Jorji Knickrehm and Jason Rich

I can only agree with the increases for operations and capital increases and rely on your review to ensure
those are needed and appropriate. | do question the increase in return on equity of almost 10%. They will be
in the range of pharmaceutical company profits. There are few people/organizations now investing that make
that year to year. In fact the structure you have provided guarantees them that return. Everyone else hopes
for that return and uses it to counterbalance expected downturns - as we are now seeing. A more reasonable
guaranteed return on equity would be 6%. | suggest you taper the return on equity over a few years with a
large decrease in the first year to partially pay for the increased rates consumers will pay.

Afterall, we are paying for their capital, their increased operating costs and their decarbonization efforts.
They should contribute to those efforts by tapering instead of increasing guaranteed profits.

Thank you,

Robert A Crittenden, Consumer
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Bob Crittenden

Thomas E-mail  To whom it should concern:

Goetzl
This is a response to the Notice of requested changes tp PSE rates and public hearings | received July 16,
2022.
PSE's requested rate increase(s) should be denied. They would be inflationary. There is no justification for
PSE seeking to increase its "authorized return on equity from 9.4% to 9.9%.
Even 9.4% is an unnecessarily high rate of return for what is essentially a risk-free investment. Increasing it
can only harm hard-pressed consumers, few of whom are able to earn more than 1 or 2% returns on their
meager savings.
Furthermore, if rates are to be raised, they should be raised on the high users (e.g., commercial and industrial
users,) since they are in the best position to implement meaningful conservation measures. Residential users
should be protected from increases in these extremely difficult times.
Thank you.
Tom Goetzl
Bellingham

Jeanette E-mail 1 am a Natural Gas Service Customer and | can't believe the 12.15% increase in 2023 and all the increases

Marquardt thereafter.

There are many people who can't even afford to pay their increases in rent and mortgages and then to get hit
with an increase of that amount is insane. Many people are forced from their homes and apartments becuz of
the high increase in rents. It is all about greed. Not willing to help people.

There are many of us who are retired and on a fixed income and with all the prices going up; it is difficult to
make ends meet anymore.

I could understand a smaller amount, but you have increases every single year which | feel is not necessary. |

have PUD for electricity and this is the first time in years that they have increased their rates at a very
minimum amount and they still provide great service and get done what needs to be done.
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I have to live within my budget; no one helps me out and | feel you need to do that as well instead of putting
greed before people who can't afford the skyrocket hikes.

Please consider a lower increase for 2023.

Sincerely,
Jeanette Marquardt

Deborah Hill E-mail RE: The proposed rate 2023 PSE rate hike
Dear Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission

Regarding PSE's proposed rate hike in 2023 of an average of 12.15% for residential customers, |1 would like
to say that such a rate hike is completely unfair and ridiculous. Even if PSE had proposed a rate hike of
something like 6.15%, | would still think this to be an unfair burden on Washington rate payers.

PSE says that these rate hikes are to do things like decarbonize its energy systems to comply with state
mandates as well as to recover some years of capital investments made on behalf of customers. | do not
recall being asked to evaluate these investments and being allowed to vote on whether these investments
made any sense. | do not understand how PSE can now come to its customers asking them to pay for PSEs
investments. If they chose to make investments | would think they had also chosen to assume the cost of
those investments; passing a fraction of those costs on to their customers might be reasonable but this looks
like they are just wanting their customers to outright pay for their business decisions. | say no.

Further, PSE should be responsible for budgeting to do things like decarbonize its energy system which is
what they should be doing anyway and not sticking it to rate and taxpayers for shortfalls in their business
management.

I understand that costs are going up for many things and I note that they propose rate hikes of 2.29% in 2024
and 1.82% in 2025 which seems reasonable and understandable. But at a time when inflation has eaten large
holes in every household's budget and when there are ever fewer living wage jobs to be had and taxes are not
going down, asking rate payers for a 12.15% rate hike for their natural gas is asking for too much, period.

I would very much appreciate it if you recommend to PSE that they seriously revise their proposed rate hike
downward.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
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Sincerely,
Deborah Hill
Tacoma, WA
Jocelyn E-mail  Please reconsider energy rate hike of 13-15% in 2023. This is not a match to inflation and places undue
Traber stress on us homeowners.
Zachary E-mail  The proposed 3 year plan proposed for electric and natural gas services that significantly increases the
Agnew consumers costs is a terrible idea. With the soaring gas prices, inflation, poor economy, downward trending
stock market, the middle class is already stretched tooooo thin. Most in the middle class have had to cut
many conveniences out of our lives and are struggling to maintain. It’s nice that PSE wants to increase their
profits from 9.4 to 9.9, but this is literally the worst time to do so. When did local companies start putting
profits before the community?
Zachary Agnhew
Linda E-mail  Good Afternoon,
Standish

Most customers have agreed and adapted to previous increased, but this year the increase appears to be
greatly increased.

With Bellingham wanting to go completely green (electric) with our city, | think your customers need to hear
an explanation. With a green city, your company will have little to no competition.

With all the additional expenses that folks are having to adjust, | think its only reasonable to maintain rates or
apply the 1-2 per cent increase.

Thank you for your time.

David and Linda Standish

Dr. Philip E. E-mail  To: Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission,

Cassady I would like to comment on the requested Puget Sound Energy electrical rate increase (Docket UE-220066).
I realize that Puget Sound Energy needs to operate a profitable company, but the requested rate increases are
excessive. The requested 13.59% increase in rates for the year 2023 is not reasonable during these times of
high inflation and potential business recession. It is quite out of line with the requested rate increases of
2.41% in 2024 and 1.8% in 2025.
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Furthermore, the excessive rate increase requested in 2023 falls more heavily on the residential customers
than the requested rate increases for subsequent years. The residential customers bear 116% of this excessive
2023 rate increase, and 109% of the requested 2024 rate increase, and 102% of the requested 2025 rate
increase.

The reasons given for these rate increases are not realistic. The more than four years of capital and operating
investments were not made solely on behalf of the customers. Such capital investments are normally made to
improve the returns of the investors. It is not reasonable to expect that upcoming capital investments and
operating costs will be so heavily loaded into the first year of this three year plan.

I request that this rate increase be rejected and a more realistic and reasonable Puget Sound Energy rate plan
be approved by the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission.

Dr. Philip E. Cassady

Rhonda and | feel the proposed rate hike is too steep especially considering the usual increase of 1-2%.

John Bolton
I have a Notice of Requested Changes to PSE Rates and Public Hearings. In short, they want to increase
power rates by 13.6% - 15.8% beginning Jan. 1, 2023.

Thank you,
Rhonda and John Bolton

Myron Berg E-mail UTC,
Every year PSE comes to the trough to ask for more and more money for gas and electric and every year our
rates increase.
The outrageous requests for double digit increases for 2023 for gas and electric will only serve to escalate the
already out of control inflation which remains steadily on the increase.
We can do without some things and cut back on other things but utilities used to live life should not be
compromised .
We currently watch our usages very closely and will not be able to cutback on gas and electricity any
further.
We are seniors on fixed income and cannot afford these requests for double digit increases. PSE is a privately
owned foreign utility ( which should never have been permitted to take place) and they are motivated by
profit only with no regard for the interests of the citizens who must foot the bill.

Deny the requests for the requested increases please !!!
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Suzan Ellis

Janine
Richardson
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E-mail

E-mail

The Berg Family

Sent from my iPad

This rate increase affects low income and middle-income households. This is going to be too much burden
placed on households. We shut off our lights, use LED's, heat only to 68 degrees in the winter and cool to 74
degrees in the summer. | have a small house. We wear sweaters or hoodies in the winter to save money. Our
bill estimate per month is $193. This is ridiculous.

Where is the revenue $310 million from power and $143 million in gas going? Update system, trim trees that
people have called in about for over 15 years because the branches are pushing down on power lines, replace
transformers, make sure street lights do not stay on 24 hours a day? When looking at the salary of the CEO's
of PSE, | am sure the money goes back into their pockets. $5 million salary for one person, $4million for
another, $3 million for yet another, etc

https://www1.salary.com/PUGET-SOUND-ENERGY -INC-Executive-Salaries.html

PUGET SOUND ENERGY INC Executive Salaries & Other Compensation - Salary.com

The proxy statement's main purpose is to alert shareholders to the annual meeting and provide them
information about the issues that will be voted on during the annual meeting, including decisions such as
electing directors, ratifying the selection of auditors, and other shareholder-related decisions, including
shareholder-initiated initiatives.

www1.salary.com

We need an accounting of where this money is going now and for the future. PSE is not making good budget
decisions and they are making the peons pay.

No to this rate increase

Suzan Ellis

Thank you for opportunity to send concerns regarding tentative action. PSE is a monopoly for our power here
in Puget sound and beyond to a point. Understanding that PSE is a business yet monopoly combined makes
rate hikes request almost humorous. As with any business costs of anything and everything fluctuate hence so
do profit. People/consumers are curious as to profit associated with PSE as well as rate hikes. Myself being
included. Where does an average person find out information on this topic please? What % of profit is carried
over from fiscal year to next to deter rate hikes.
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Thank you for your time.
Daryl E-mail 1 would like to express my feelings on the proposed rate increases. | think that a jump of 13.59% for
Lambert electricity and 12.98% for gas in 2023 is far too much. That can be spread over the three years when the

rates are not so high. People are being taxed out of their homes with the increases in property values and
now paying utilities that were once the amount of a car payment are just too much in addition.

We do want to say that we are satisfied with the good service of PSE and they came quickly to my house
when we had a gas leak.

I also think that you should have retired or senior and disabled discounts as they do not get salary increases to
keep up with these rate increases.

As you go more to solar, you might want to help seniors get off the grid and be able to contribute to the
power supply so they can also make some income. | know you offer these types of services but you need to
be more proactive in assisting seniors who may not be able on their own to navigate the paperwork and
understand how it all works. That would be a win-win for the power companies in getting more green energy
and having seniors/disabled/retired have another source of income as well as reduced or no charges on their
bill.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Kathy and Daryl Lambert
425 260 7866

Wei Wang  E-mail  The proposed Puget Sound Energy rate increase will be a financial shock to many families' budget under an
already battered economy on the edge of a recession and will negatively impact the affordability of their
basic energy needs. Puget Sound Energy should first explore options to operate more efficiently and reduce
unnecessary expenses before asking for any rate increases. Also, any reasonable rate increase should be done
gradually over several years so people can have the time to make financial adjustments to accommodate the
higher energy cost without suffering hardship. Thank you very much for protecting and advocating for the
interest of our community.

Best regards,
Wei
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Ali Naini E-mail  Dear Sir,
I am writing to protest the proposed 15% rate increase by Puget Sound Energy.
This is corporate profiteering and should not be approved.
Thank you for your efforts on our behalf.

Ali Naini
Kirkland, WA

Lawrence E-mail  Sir or Madam,

Braun In reference to Docket UE-220066, | must oppose these proposed rate increases. specifically bullet points 3,
5 and 6 on page 1 of the Notice of requested changes to PSE rates and public hearings dated Jan. 31, 2022.
| feel all capital and operating investments (pts. 3 & 5) should be borne by the owners of the company,
regardless of whom the rate increase supposedly benefits. | have a feeling it will be PSE.
An increase to PSE's authorized return on equity (pt. 6) seems to be pure greed. While almost everybody in
the country is losing money on investments and equity, PSE wants an increase to 9.9% (I lost 6% on
investments last quarter), using their customers hard earned money to pay for investments and then earn more
money on those same investments. If | put up money for capital investments, | want a return on my money.
| can see an increase to cover pts. 1,2 and 4, but not nearly 20 percent! | write in opposition to these rate
increases.
Thank you for your consideration,
L.D. Braun

Stephen E-mail  July 25, 2022
Nielsen
Comment on proposed Docket UE-220067 , Natural Gas

Rate increases are justified when contextual to realistic expenses. This proposal is not realistic. The
proposed increase of 12.98 per cent in 2023, another 2.29 increase above the prior year in 2024 and another
proposed increase of 1.82 of the prior year’s increase does not, without careful justification, meet the
threshold of a rational business model.

PSE informs customers that rate adjustments are needed for several reasons.

“To continue to provide safe and reliable service.” What will the increase do to achieve that goal? What
data exists to show unsafe service and how specially will an increase be used to lessen risk?
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Len Nelson

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

Title: PSE GRC Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts

E-mail

“To decarbonize it energy systems...” That work is needed and necessary. However, the work is capital
dependent. Will the utility use rate increase revenues to support a bona fide capital expense? What other
tools are available to address the need at lower cost? Capital needs can be bonded and utilized at lower cost
than the current 9.4 return on equity. If PSE did that while enjoying the proposed rate hike, they will profit
even higher from the difference of Bond expense to the Revenue increase.

“To recover increased operating costs.” One does not recover increased cost. Whoever wrote that line does
not understand finance. Has PSE had prior years of negative financial performance? If so, they are seeking
to recover past loss. Every investor would be delighted if their past investments could be bolstered and
increased against past reality. | trust you will pursue such sloppy thinking including conjecture on the part
of PSE.

“To set rates for a multiyear rate plan that reflect upcoming capital investments and operating costs over a
three-year period.” With proper forecasts and documentation, PSE may have a case for some amount of rate
increase. Please do not take their assessments and projections on face value. As a customer, | need and want
their service. | have no choices outside of PSE. | and others need their service. Yet, they are bound as a
regulated monopoly to a different standard above creating highly attractive investments.

“To increase PSE’s authorized return on equity from 9.4 to 9.9%” Well above averaged inflation the
proposed increases will benefit investors over customers. Monopolistic Utilities should not be able to make
high profits at the expense of hurting customers and eventually themselves.

Please do not accept the proposed docket’s remedies to PSEs perceived desires.

Thank you,

Stephen Nielsen
A PSE customer

Attention to whom it may concern @
Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission
Washington Attorney General's Office

While there is always justification for additional operating funds ie,
wage increases, increased material costs etc etc. There is NO
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Michael Ives E-mail

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

justification in PSE's request for a 13.59 % increase in 2023 that also
includes a residential overall average increase of 15.80 %. Yikes.

The first word that comes to mind is "Criminal™. With the current economy
under a prodigious inflation burden and stock and bond markets in turmoil
I'm sure we would all like such a windfall. As a retiree on a fixed budget |
know | am not alone in protesting this flagrant request.

It also appears PSE hopes the Commission and others fail to read all of the
reasons there is such a request. At the bottom of the list is the "need" to
increase the return on equity to 9.9%. Right in the ballpark with the S & P 500.
Most investment managers would love such a return in the current market.
Heck | would be overjoyed at the current rate of 9.4% that PSE enjoys.

The customers need all of you to deny the current request and require
Puget Sound Energy to return to the drawing board.

PSE could start by explaining the more reasonable increases for 2024
and 2025 that (by their own request) seem sufficient & manageable.

Regards,
Leonard Nelson
Des Moines, WA

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission:
These comments refer to: UE-220066 and UG-220067

My family recently received a notice from Puget Sound Energy stating they intend to request “An
overall 13.56% increase in rates” in 2023 in order to make an “additional” $310,600.000.00 selling electricity
and, similarly, 12.98% increase selling natural gas.

PSE is informing us the reasons they have to increase rates are that, essentially, there are some costs of
doing business and they want to enrich their “stockholders”. First, a utility providing a necessity to the
public should not be concerned about stockholders. Price hikes like this are among the reasons why a utility
should be run by the government, or regulated to within an inch of its life.

If wages are rising at all, they have been woefully behind the increase in the cost of living-even before
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Gerald and
Gail Dugan

Dennis
Patnaude

E-mail
Mail

Ronna E-mail

Cunningham

Christian
Juenke

E-mail

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

Title: PSE GRC

Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts

the Pandemic. The Puget Sound has been a very expensive place to live for a long time. Wages have not
reflected that ever. Now, on top of that, a private utility wants to just make more profit with the worst
inflation I've seen in all my life (57y.0.). PSE is claiming they need to pay for “decarbonization”, recouping
capitol investments and operating costs. A capitol investment should have had a return. We should be asked
to pay less because of these capitol investments not more. PSE just needs to find another way to pay for
these things if they truly need them. They can tighten their belts like everyone else. They don't have to pay
dividends and they can make less profit because they have to pay the costs of doing business. That's just
realistic and rational.

WUTC, dose PSE make outrageous requests like this so you'll offer a compromise which would still be more
than they need? Your counter offer should be nationalization. Better yet, don't offer, just do it.

The lves Family
Shoreline, WA

*** See Attached PDF***
*** See Attached PDF ***

To whomever:

In this time of the highest inflation rate in the past 40 years (9.9%), | urge you to

re-evaluate your need to inflate the price of energy. | suggest you freeze all price increases for 3 years: then
in the 4th year increase the electric service 1.2% and the natural gas 1.74%; in the 5th year increase the
electric service 2.62% and the natural gas 2.19%. At the end of the 5th year, depending on the economy, re
submit your outlandish request for double digit increases. You have a responsibility to your customers.

Thank you for reading this
Ronna Cunningham

| received notice of PSE requesting a rate increase. | think it should only be granted if executive pay is
capped at 17 times the lowest paid employees equivalent salary. They pay the CEO over $5,000,000 in
salary. CFO close to $2,000,000. This is not ok.

If they want more money to recover their investments then they should slash executive pay.

Christian Juenke
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PSE Customer
Francis E-mail  Why can't they average the increase over the three years. Like 6% a year instead of one big increase upfront.
Warfel We can adjust to smaller increases more easily. Dockets UE-220066 and UG-220067. Thank you. FW
Heather E-mail  Hello,
Hibbert-Rime

I think the increase they are requesting is too high, extremely too high for the service they offer and what
they charge already. Ridiculous! It’s not a one time increase, they want to increase for three consecutive
years.

When the power goes out during weather extremes, we are out for incredibly long times. Days and days. |
live near state offices, fire and police .

| don’t see the money going to improving systems or to putting more money towards solar and wind power
on cities.., where all customers could benefit from a percentage off their bills based on city solar and wind
products and devices being used in the community, not just used on single residential, but on city buildings
and businesses where’s everyone benefits.

Please don’t allow the increase, especially not what they are asking for.

It’s too much. If they need to recover funds, look to the federal government, not off the back of current
customers who pay their bills on time and in full.

Sincerely,

Heather HibbertRime

Peter Tountas E-mail A proposed increase of 17% for Electric Service and a proposed 17% increase for Natural Gas over the next
three years is totally unacceptable. It seems that it is much easier to increase prices that to figure out a way to
decrease prices, simply because it takes far less effort. Clearly this is a severe blow to senior’s who have
spent their entire career paying every kind of tax conceivable, and now faced with the worse inflation in
decades.

When there is a monopoly, such as Puget Sound Energy, we have no alternative source for power. We
depend upon the UTC to bring some sort of sanity to these absurd increases. As senior retired persons, my

wife and | have no other choice but to cut our charitable donations by the same amount as the increases.
Sorry it has to be that way, but we enjoy eating and getting medical care.

Peter Tountas

Kimberly Mail ***See Attached PDF***
Sims
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Darlyn M. Mail *** See Attached PDF***
DelBoca

Ellen Schug Mail *** See Attached PDF***

Vivian E-mail  Hello,

Dorsett
I would like these comments/feedback documented and presented to the UTC with regard to PSE's proposed
rate hikes to the electric and natural gas services for 2023 and through 2025, on January 31, 2022.

The account holder for these services, in the 98055 area, is a senior citizen who is living on a fixed income.
Due to the current economic situation, approval of rate increases of this magnitude will be crippling for those
who are barely able to live right now.

I would hope that PSE would take this fact into consideration and look into alternatives that will not
adversely affect seniors and families, as this is NOT the time for yet another attempt to price gauge
consumers who are struggling to make ends meet on a daily basis.

PSE's rate hikes, if approved, would increase annually as follows:

* Electric services:

0 2023 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $174.36

0 2024 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $207.60

0 2025 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $208.91

* Natural gas services:

0 2023 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $110.28

0 2024 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $132.60

0 2025 - Annual cost would be increased to approximately $150.72

By 2025, the cost of electric and natural gas services would cost over $75/year for the average PSE customer,
which could potentially prevent people's ability to pay rent/mortgage, buy food and/or take care of their
medical expenses!

This is a HORRIBLE way for PSE to treat their customers, right on the heels of the worst time in history
(e.g., pandemic, recession)!

Thank you,
An Extremely Concerned Consumer

Kathy E-mail | recently received notice that Puget Sound Energy is proposing a rate hike
Knobbe
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| openly object to this rate hike!

1). PSE of course should continue providing safe reliable energy service. This is what we are already paying
them for!

Perhaps they need to replace power lines and equipment. This should already be part of their budget and
planning to do so. No more from me!

2). Decarbonize? Yes of course. This is not new. Don’t ask for more money. As you decarbonize, the
expenses of carbonized power will be eliminated. Decarbonized energy often comes with more self
sufficient renewable energy requiring much fewer employees and equipment.  To decarbonize they will
acquire more more efficient methods at a lower cost. More money? No!

3). Recover capital investments? First of all, again-they should use their profits for such things, even when
mandated to do so. Budget After all, you gotta spend money (your own, not ours) to make money

4). Recover increased operating costs. How about we recover increased salaries of it’s high salaried
individuals in the company? | don’t get to recover increased cost of electricity! No, | have to give up my
health to recover. That is just great!

5). Upcoming capital investments and operating costs. Again——>budget for it! Don’t ask users to pay so
company and stock holders can not have to pitch in. You gotta spend money (yours, not ours) in order to
make money

Good griefl When all the cars, households and businesses go all electric, they will have all kinds of money
rolling in! | seriously doubt our rates will decrease as their profits increase.

6)). Increase profit return? ENOUGH IS ENOUGH!

A nearly 20%increase, over three years. 15.8 % in the first year !!!

As a person on limited income (social security and due to disabled no way to earn more) | cannot afford such
increases. | can barely afford living now. | have been working on eliminating expenses and spending in all

areas. Why should PSE not be required to do the same?

Residential customers paying a higher percentage than the overall? What the heck. Why shouldn’t any
increase be equally spread across the board without burdening one class of users more or less than others
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Our economy will continue to slide as we are being asked to pay more and more. 20% is a lot more!!
It is my hope that the WUTC will see through their request for more money for what it is. Greed! Greed at
our expense while attempting to put all costs upon us and shrink from their moral and ethical obligations to
work within a budget, or use their own money
Yes. | object to any increase!
Kathy Knobbe
Bonnie E-mail  All I can say is YIKES!. I just don’t know how people are supposed to survive without 25% pay hikes or
Connor Social Security
raises. This will only increase homeless people.
I can see raising rates some, but not to this extreme.
Bonnie Connor
Maple Valley WA
Natalie E-mail  The docket number for my comment is
Williams Docket UE-220066

Puget Sound Energy
Washington State
Thank you,

Natalie Williams

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Natalie Williams <natalieibclc@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Jul 28, 2022, 7:55 PM

Subject: Puget Sound Energy Rates

To: <comments@utc.wa.gov>

Dear UTC,

Please help us keep our electric rates stable as we are having a hard time affording our many bills during this
time of inflation and high housing costs.

An increase would increase our suffering.

| also am having a hard time and have not fully returned to work post having COVID.

Thank you for listening,
Natalie Williams
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Wes Corey  E-mail

Lydia E-mail

Bartholomew

Jody Disney E-mail

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

Washington State
King County

These comments are referring to Dockets UE-220066 and UG-220067. | have two major issues with the
proposed utility increases. First, this is no time for PSE to be greedy and increase the profit that they're
allowed; current profit levels are more than sufficient. Second, the increase that they're asking for in the first
year is too high. That needs to be spread across the three year period; not front-loaded so much.
Additionally, the increased profit percentage should be subtracted from the requested increases.

Sincerely,

Wes Corey
DuPont, WA

I believe the initial year rate increases requested by PSE are unsubstantiated and will cause hardship to many.
I consider myself fortunate compared to others and it will be difficult even for me. Every person and every
business had a difficult time during the pandemic and had to make investments in their families, homes and
businesses that were not reimbursed.

A modest increase seems much more appropriate.
Thank you

Lydia Bartholomew

I am a resident of Olympia, WA in Thurston Cty. My PSE bills are already too high. | have updated my
home & that of my daughter to reduce energy consumption as much as | can afford - however these costs are
eating up too much of my monthly income. Last winter | spent over $500 per month to heat these two homes
(my daughter cannot afford this on her income).

Adding a 10% increase to their desired gain is disgusting. Who gets 10% on their savings? Not me! How
are we, the consumers able to afford this kind of increase? More people will be homeless and using
government subsidies so this giant company can pay its investors! Disgusting and unjust behavior.

Jody A Disney
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Catherine E-mail | thought PSE was required to become a non-profit when they took over Washington Natural Gas, |
Adams remember writing against that purchase a very long time ago. Still disappointed in the sale going
through....I've always found PSE to be money hungry regardless of the economy.
What has changed that they are trying so hard to make such large profits?
Best Regards,
Catherine Adams
Vendors E-mail 1 note PSE's request for a nearly 20% rate increase. While it's understandable given PSE's energy mix which
Award is heavily reliant on fossil fuels, all of which have increased in price, the lack of investment in renewables is

not understandable.

| understand that energy costs will have to go up in line with inflation, but relying on fossil fuels for electrical
generation not only requires me to use more electricity through the climate change it causes, but also subjects
both ratepayers and PSE shareholders to unstable, unpredictable costs. If PSE is granted a rate increase, they
should be required to diversify away from fossil fuels and towards renewable sources of energy so costs can
be more stable and predictable.

I also note that in our area, PSE has reduced its frequency of tree trimming which reduces service reliability
and likely increases overall costs. We have all seen the results when California utilities allowed deferred
maintenance to pile up - horrific wildfires, service interruptions and utility bankruptcies. | realize that the
labor market is currently challenging, but PSE should also be required to invest in adequate maintenance if it
Is granted a rate increase.

All too often, utility rate increases go directly into the pockets of utility shareholders. In this case, if a rate
increase is granted, the money should go towards investments in network diversification and maintenance.
Part of the bargain investors make in buying the stock of a monopoly utility is to expect a relatively small,
fair and stable rate of return, versus outsize stock price growth driven by juiced quarterly earnings. In the
Pacific Northwest, we need to think and plan more than one corporate quarterly earnings cycle at a time. The
UTC must require utilities to do so.

Elisabeth E-mail Good Day PSE,
Mason
I've been a great customer of yours, and one who always pays your bills as soon as | receive them.

I'm in shock about the news of PSE increasing Electric rates in 2023 to 15.80% - this huge increase is
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Melanie
Drescher

10/10/2022 5:26 PM

Title: PSE GRC Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts

E-mail

unacceptable, and even
more so given our out of control inflation.
Unfortunately, my wages have remained and will remain the same.

I understand that increases happen, but not at 15.80 % !
A 1.50% per year is both doable and more acceptable.
Thank you,

Elisabeth Mason
PSE acct # 2200 2647 2054

We agree with our WA AG Ferguson, we cannot afford to pay anymore for our utilities than we are paying
now. We are on a fixed retirement income. We can't afford to even buy the

same amount of groceries anymore. The higher grocery prices, due to the gasoline increases which grocery
stores are passing on to customers, are really nothing more than

price gouging by oil companies. Now the utility companies want to increase their profits as well as lining
stockholders pockets and the pockets of their CEO's.

WE can't afford to pay anymore.

We even looked at switching to PSE's option of getting our electricity from "green™ companies, thinking it
would save us money. But NO, PSE wants to charge us more for choosing renewable energy. The only thing
PSE wants to do is make more money. They are not concerned about our ability to pay for it. Everyone is
hurting. The war in Ukraine has caused huge global supply chain issues for everything from gasoline to
chips.

We cannot afford to pay anymore than we already pay for utilities and groceries if we still want to able to
live in our home. We cannot work anymore, we are on a fixed

retirement income. Many people are out of work. This is NOT THE TIME for big utility companies to
increase their profits on the backs of retired and working Washingtonians.

We say NO to Price Increases for PSE Utilities.

Sincerely,

Richard & Melanie Drescher
Olympia, WA
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Mary Ann E-mail 1 object to approval of PSE’s requested 2023, 2024 and 2025 rate adjustments to provide electric service and
Lebold natural gas service. PSE has a poor track record in providing reliable service. | would not want to pay more
unless | were certain the service would improve.

Mary Ann Lebold

Jennifer E-mail  Thank you for all of your work.

Godfrey I am submitting comment about rate increases by PSE. | am a PSE and scl customer and both of the
companies do not need to be increasing anything. SCL has jacked up prices extremely during the pandemic,
and while they are not included on this comment, | would like to submit that for future consideration. During
the pandemic, myself and many others noticed that our bills were about 30% higher without a change in
usage.

As far as PSE, their rates have been extremely high the entire time I've lived in Seattle and | see no reason for
them to raise them. I also don't think that countries outside of the US should be determining our electric and
gas rates. This is economic warfare.

Thank you so much for soliciting public opinion and for all of your amazing work. We are lucky to have your
office representing us in Washington.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Godfrey

98199

Richard & E-mail  Dear Members of the W.U.T.C;

Penny

Swymeler While | understand the importance of companies to keep up with the price of inflation, 1 am discouraged that
Puget Sound Energy is requesting to have a 12.98% increase in Natural Gas for the fiscal year 2023. 1 am
not opposed to the increased of 2.29 in 2024 & 1.82 in 2025 — as those rates are within the historic rate-of-
inflation that many retired citizens planned for their golden years.

The problem is Why should Puget Sound Energy only be looking at the outcome of their shareholders vs the
citizens of the State of Washington who have to pay these continuing exorbitant prices for Natural Gas and
Electricity.

The corporation gets all kinds of tax benefits, deductions and such. The average citizen of the City of
Seattle can hardly afford to live in their homes. As a senior citizen who has spent my entire life in this State,
I am now being outpriced by people who make 3 times the salary that | did. | was able to purchase an
affordable home in Seattle in the mid 1970’s. If | had to do it all over again, 1 would NOT be able to
purchase my home which is tax valued at over 1 million. Why should I carry the burden of increased costs.
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If Puget Sound Energy wants to increase prices to customers, | believe they should NOT look at their
shareholders, but look at the demographics of those individuals who made this community and state what it is
today. There should be some type of graduated scale of pricing based upon the persons income and ability

to pay.

If the WUTC agrees to these rate increases — | can do nothing else except leave the state that my family has
called home since 1909 and let some other person or person(s).

The plethora of reasons used to justify the rate increase — does not consider what “Joe Average” makes as a
salary or “Annie Retirement” makes in retirement.

It’s corporate greed and the only profit is the stockholders of the corporation.

We oppose this rate increase.

Jenny Chan  E-mail Hi UTC,

This is ridiculous that PSE wants to have a 10% profit margin and most likely the reality is more because this
is based on their math. In times of high inflation, they are trying to profit even more from the people who
need it most. PSE rates are already higher than what Seattle City Light is charging and since moving to a PSE
controlled region, I have been unhappy with what they are charging.

Why should the consumer be the one to offset the cost of their upgrades to “clean energy" when they are the
ones taking the profits?

Thanks,

Jenny Chan

PSE E-mail  Sirs,

Customer Short comment on energy increase requests:
REJECT!

10/10/2022 5:26 PM Page 28 of 1593



Case: UE-220066; Title: PSE GRC Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts
UG-220067;
UG-210918

DO NOT SUPPORT THE GREED FACTOR TO INCREASE SHAREHOLDERS PROFITS
(return on equity)

Thank you,
PSE customer.

Carole E-mail To whom it may concern,

Teshima Thank you for the opportunity to comment on behalf of my family regarding the proposed utility rate hikes.
We are a family of 3 struggling to live in east King County on one fixed retirement income, one full-time and
one part-time teaching income. Our power bill on the budget plan increased from $180 to $240 a month
beginning this month at the same time our rent increased from $2800 to $3000 a month. We had 2 catch-up
PSE bills, last month and the month before of an extra $500 total. We are stretched so thin because of all the
other increases in fuel and food costs that | literally live in fear of homelessness. Not everyone works for
Microsoft or Amazon. | have no idea where the poor service workers live, because | have searched constantly
for more affordable housing within commuting distance to no avail.

Please consider seriously the impact these rate increases have on what used to be middle class families, who
are quickly becoming lower class. Without rent control or other lower cost housing options, there is no way
we can afford any higher utility bills.

I thank you for your time and consideration. Please feel free to contact me at any time.

Sincerely,

Gary E-mail 1 agree with WA State Attorney General Bob Ferguson that the proposed electric rate increase for 2023 of

Robertson $16 per month is not fair, reasonable and just. Right now WA residents are financially strained by a number
of factors including high inflation. The last thing we need is an exorbitant rate increase by our utility
provider. If the increase was approved, their profits would soar to almost 10% which is outrageous. | urge
you to deny their rate increase and if they are granted a rate increase, scale it back to something that is more
reasonable, fair and just to all of us who live in WA.

Gary Robertson
Federal Way

John & Sally E-mail  We were stunned to see the huge rate increased requested by PSE from 2023-2025. An almost 16% rate
Mulcahy increase in 2023 alone, and 20% over 3 years??!! That is an exorbitant amount to increase what the

10/10/2022 5:26 PM Page 29 of 1593



Case: UE-220066; Title: PSE GRC Pl Coordinator:  Andrew Roberts

UG-220067;
UG-210918
consumers pay. We are retired and on a fixed income, and to say that is a huge strain on the budget is an
understatement. Also, people that are working certainly don't get wage increases to come close to that
amount. Why does this corporation get to increase it's profits while the consumer continually loses. Maybe
they should lower the rate so we (the
consumer) see the same rates to match PSE's increase in profitability,
rather than a huge deficit to our budget. Please be an advocate for
the consumer and do NOT grant this huge rate increase.
John & Sally Mulcahy Clinton, WA
Phyllis E-mail  As aretired senior | am tired of rate increases from utilities, garbage services and on and on. No one is
Woodward raising my social security to cover these increases. Fed up.
Beth Sellars E-mail 1 am writing in regard to the repeated rate increases that Puget Sound Energy is requesting from the

Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission. This request requires its ratepayers to help bail out the
debts that PSE incurs through their inattentive management, such as the natural gas explosion in Seattle's
Greenwood area in 2016.

PSE records showed their broken gas service line was abandoned in 2004. PSE failed to properly disconnect
and seal the line, allowing it to remain in service for nearly 12 years without proper oversight, the report said.
PSE agreed to pay at least $1.5 million in penalties for this disaster.

Additionally offensive in their reasoning includes "...meeting the expectations of customers and
stakeholders." Bottom line: The public ratepayers are once again expected to financially satisfy the money
backers.

And finally, NO mention of projected plans to introduce solar or wind to their operation, providing less
expensive electrical rates.

I, as a ratepayer, not a stakeholder, am very tired of corporate or public greed, always to the detriment of the
tax or ratepayer. | urge the UTC to reject these requested changes.

Thank you.
Beth Sellars

Bridget Foust E-mail  To Whom It May Concern,
I am writing to encourage you to please decline PSE's requested rate increase. The rate for electric and
natural gas is already a MAJOR expense for many households, even those not struggling. A 13.59% increase
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would be detrimental to households trying to make ends meet. There is simply no need for these rate
increases. PSE's profit margins are already high, there is no need to gauge customers. Please decline this
rate increase.
Thank you,
Bridget Foust

Deenah E-mail To whom it may concern,

| received a letter detailing the proposed rate hike fee schedule for PSE recently and wanted to comment.

As a single person with a meager single income, these proposed rate hikes will push me to a financial
breaking point. | use my electricity and gas very conservatively as it is and still feel my bills, especially in
winter with heat being used very sparingly, are absurdly too high.

We are still not out of the woods with the pandemic, gas prices are out of this world and a recession is
looming. Now is not the time to be hiking rates.

As we’ve all seen at this point, most of these rate hikes mostly serve to benefit CEO and their ridiculous
salaries.

This 22 year PSE customer is vehemently against the proposed rate hikes and hope you will refrain from

taking 