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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 
 
 

JEA DATA REQUEST NO. 120: 
 
Please refer to Exh. NWA-4 at 41, where the Gas Decarbonization Depreciation Study 
applies a decommissioning cost of $200 per linear foot of main, and to PSE’s Response 
to JEA Data Request No. 008, where PSE states this figure is a modeling input used in 
the Gas Planning Model. Please provide: 
 
a. the engineering studies, contractor estimates, field cost data, or other supporting 

documentation used to derive the $200 per linear foot decommissioning 
assumption 

 
b. the date on which the assumption was developed or last updated 
 
c. whether the $200 per linear foot figure varies by pipe diameter, material, 

pressure class, or urban versus rural location, and if not, the basis for applying a 
uniform figure across all main types; and 

 
d. a comparison of the $200 per linear foot assumption against PSE's actual 

recorded decommissioning costs per linear foot for any main retirements 
completed in the prior five years, to the extent such data exists in PSE's project 
financial records. 

 
 
Response: 
 
a. The $200 per linear foot decommissioning cost is a modeling input used in the 

Gas Planning Model to estimate costs associated with decommissioning of 
retired plant where replacement does not occur under the Hybrid Heat Pump 
(“HHP”) and Cold Climate Heat Pump (“CCHP”) scenarios of the Gas 
Decarbonization Depreciation Study filed as the Third Exhibit to the Prefiled 
Direct Testimony of Ned W. Allis, Exh. NWA-4. The $200 per linear foot value 
represents an average cost per foot intended to model future decommissioning 
costs over a multi-decade planning horizon. It was developed using Puget Sound 
Energy’s (“PSE”) historical project cost experience for retired mains, as reflected 
in Attachment B to PSE’s Response to Joint Environmental Advocates Data 
Request No. 002, together with the informed judgment of Mr. Allis based on his 
and PSE’s experience with main decommissioning projects. 
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For context, the historical project cost data provided in Attachment B to PSE’s 
Response to JEA Data Request No. 002 reflects the following statistics: 

 

Measure 
Cost per 

Linear Foot 
Simple average of cost per foot, by project $3,242.50 
Simple average of cost per foot, by project, excluding 
projects with segments shorter than 10 feet $349.50 
Median cost per foot, by project $271.25 
Weighted average (aggregate cost ÷ aggregate footage, 
across all projects) $157.78 

 
The $200 per linear foot modeling input falls within the range bounded by the 
weighted-average and median figures and reflects an informed-judgment 
estimate appropriate for long-term modeling, recognizing that individual project 
costs vary widely based on project-specific factors. 

 
b. The $200 per linear foot estimate was developed in connection with the 

preparation of the Gas Decarbonization Depreciation Study, which was 
completed on February 17, 2026, and filed as the Third Exhibit to the Prefiled 
Direct Testimony of Ned W. Allis, Exh. NWA-4. The estimate has not been 
updated since. 

 
c. No. The $200 per linear foot figure does not vary by pipe diameter, material, 

pressure class, or urban versus rural location. The figure is an average cost 
intended to be applied uniformly to retired mains within the Gas Planning Model. 
Individual project costs can and do vary based on a variety of factors, including 
location, material, pressure class, diameter, and complexity of work. However, 
applying a single average cost is reasonable in the context of long-term scenario 
modeling, which spans multiple decades and a large and heterogeneous 
population of mains, the specific composition of which (by diameter, material, 
location, and other characteristics) cannot be forecast with the precision that 
disaggregated unit costs would imply. The use of an average cost is also 
consistent with the modeling purpose described in PSE’s Response to Joint 
Environmental Advocates Data Request No. 008. 

 
d. Please see PSE’s First Revised Response to Joint Environmental Advocates 

Data Request No. 001 and PSE’s Responses to Joint Environmental Advocates 
Data Request No. 002 and Joint Environmental Advocates Data Request 
No. 094, which contain PSE's historical project cost data for retired mains. As 
reflected in PSE’s First Revised Response to JEA Data Request No. 001, the 
weighted average historical cost for decommissioning mains with no service lines 
connected without replacement (weighted by miles of main, for the period 2017–
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2025) is $553,537 per mile, or approximately $105 per linear foot. As discussed 
in subpart a above, the data provided in Attachment B to PSE’s Response to 
Joint Environmental Advocates Data Request No. 002 reflects a simple average 
of cost per foot of $349.50 (excluding projects with segments shorter than 10 
feet) and a median cost per foot of $271.25. The $200 per linear foot modeling 
input is higher than the weighted-average historical figure derived from the 
broader population of decommissioning projects reflected in PSE’s First Revised 
Response to JEA Data Request No. 001 and falls within the range of unit costs 
reflected in the historical project data provided in Attachment B to PSE’s 
Response to JEA Data Request No. 002, which represents the dataset used in 
PSE’s depreciation study. Differences between these datasets are discussed in 
PSE’s Response to JEA Data Request No. 096. 
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