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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006
Puget Sound Energy
2026 General Rate Case

WUTC STAFF DATA REQUEST NO. 219:
REQUESTED BY: Hannah Halliday

RE: Weather Normalization in Revenue Requirement

Adjusting and assessing the weather normalization adjustment. Please refer to tab
“Temp Adj. By Schedule” in Workpaper “WP-CTM-4-E-RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-
26GRC-02-2026" and tab “Weather Norm Calc” in workpaper “WP-DT-4-G-
RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-26GRC-03-2026". Additionally, see PSE’s response to
Staff DR 117, attachment D. For all electric and gas schedules which are subject to the
weather normalization load adjustment, staff kindly requests:

a. Please recalculate the climate “normal” temperatures using 20 years of historical
data and excluding any climate forecasted data. Please include these updated
“‘normal” temperatures as an attachment to this DR, as well as a summary of the
differences in the “normal” HDD and CDD temperatures between the filed
methodology and the recalculated methodology. Please include any relevant
deltas in a summary.

b. Recalculate the temperature adjustment for all weather normalized schedules,
both gas and electric, using the results from part a. Please return the updated
work papers and document any relevant delta values from the filed temperature
adjustment method and the recalculated temperature adjustment method.

Response:

Puget Sound Energy ("PSE") objects to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219 to the
extent it could be construed to suggest that the methodology that WUTC Staff Data
Request No. 219 requests PSE recalculate (i.e., a 20-year backward-looking historical
normal that excludes climate model projections) is an appropriate basis for the weather
normalization adjustment in this proceeding. As explained in PSE's Response to WUTC
Staff Data Request No. 218, the climate change-adjusted "normal" methodology PSE
has applied here is consistent with the methodology PSE developed in the 2023 Electric
Progress Report (Sixth Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J. Pospisil,

Exh. CJP-7, Chapter 6, Section 2) and applied in the 2025 Resource Planning Analysis
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(Seventh Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J. Pospisil, Exh. CJP-8,
Section 1.4.1), and is the same temperature-adjustment methodology that was
uncontested in PSE's prior Multi-Year Rate Plan proceeding, Dockets UE-240004, et al.

PSE further notes that WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219 references a work paper
titted "WP-DT-4-G-RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-26GRC-03-2026.xIsx"; PSE
understands WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219 to be referring to the work paper titled
"WP-JDT-4-G-RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-26 GRC-02-2026," which is the gas
ratemaking-portfolio work paper that contains the tab "Weather Norm Calc," and has
responded on that basis.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, PSE responds as follows.

a. Attached as Attachment A to PSE's Response to WUTC Staff Data Request
No. 219 is an MS Excel workbook containing the recalculated "normal" degree
days developed using 20 years of historical observed temperature data and
excluding any climate model projections. The recalculated "normal" weather
dataset was developed using the hourly temperature data recorded at Seattle-
Tacoma International Airport ("Sea-Tac") over the 20-year period from 2005
through 2024. The process began by calculating daily average temperatures
from the hourly data, which were then converted to daily heating degree days
("HDDs") and cooling degree days ("CDDs") using the same base temperatures
used in the filed methodology (45°F and 65°F for HDDs; 60°F and 65°F for
CDDs). Monthly total HDDs and CDDs were then determined by summing the
daily values for each respective month across the dataset period.

Attached as Attachment B to PSE's Response to WUTC Staff Data Request

No. 219 is an MS Excel workbook providing a side-by-side comparison of the
"normal" HDD and CDD values produced by (i) the filed climate change-adjusted
methodology and (ii) the recalculated 20-year historical-only methodology,
together with the monthly and annual deltas between the two.

b. Attached as Attachment C to PSE's Response to WUTC Staff Data Request
No. 219 is an updated version of the work paper titled "WP-CTM-4-E-
RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-26GRC-02-2026.xIsx" in which the electric
temperature adjustment under tab "Temp Adj. by Schedule" has been
recalculated using the recalculated HDDs and CDDs from subpart a. The tabs
highlighted in pink calculate the relevant delta values between the filed
temperature adjustment method and the recalculated method. Specifically:

. Tab "CTM-Volume Summary" shows that the test-year weather
normalization adjustment and total test-year volumes increased by
207.8 million kWh, while General Allowance Provision ("GAP") volumes
and Rate Year 1, Rate Year 2, and Rate Year 3 volumes were not affected
by the test-year weather normalization change.
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. Tab "Exh CTM-Revenue Summary" shows that the test-year weather
normalization adjustment increased by $29.4 million, customer
adjustments decreased by $120 thousand, and total test-year proforma
revenues increased by $29.3 million. The change in proforma test-year
revenues produced a corresponding change in the proforma allocators
used in PSE's cost-of-service model, as further reflected in PSE's
Response to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 220. Rate Year 1, Rate
Year 2, and Rate Year 3 revenues each decreased by approximately
$1.8 million; those rate-year revenue impacts are attributable to changes
in the billing-determinant coefficients, which are derived from test-year
weather-normalized volumes and then applied to the rate years. There is
no change to the overall revenue requirement for any of Rate Years 1
through 3.

. Tab "Exh CTM-Rate Spread" also reflects the volume and revenue deltas
between the originally filed and the recalculated temperature adjustment
method and additionally shows that the proposed revenue change
increased by $1.8 million for Rate Year 1, increased by $16 thousand for
Rate Year 2, and decreased by $1 thousand for Rate Year 3.

Because the recalculation performed in this PSE’s Response to WUTC Staff
Data Request No. 219 does not change forecasted loads, no changes have been
made to power costs, which remain as filed.

Attached as Attachment D to PSE's Response to WUTC Staff Data Request
No. 219 is an updated version of the work paper titled "WP-JDT-4-G-
RATEMAKING-PORTFOLIO-26GRC-02-2026.xIsx" in which the natural gas
temperature adjustment under tab "Weather Norm Calc" has been recalculated
using the recalculated HDDs from subpart a. The tabs highlighted in pink
calculate the relevant delta values between the filed temperature adjustment
method and the recalculated method. Specifically:

. Tab "JDT-Volume Summary" shows that the test-year weather
normalization adjustment and total test-year volumes increased by
42 .9 million therms, while GAP volumes and Rate Year 1, Rate Year 2,
and Rate Year 3 volumes were not affected by the test-year weather
normalization change.

. Tab "Exh JDT-Revenue Summary" shows that the test-year weather
normalization adjustment and total test-year proforma revenues each
increased by $24.9 million. The change in proforma test-year revenues
produced a corresponding change in the proforma allocators used in
PSE's cost-of-service model, as further reflected in PSE's Response to
WUTC Staff Data Request No. 220. Rate Year 1, Rate Year 2, and Rate
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Year 3 revenues decreased by approximately $10.3 thousand,

$8.6 thousand, and $7.5 thousand, respectively; those rate-year revenue
impacts are attributable to changes in the billing-determinant coefficients,
which are derived from test-year weather-normalized volumes and then
applied to the rate years. There is no change to the overall revenue
requirement for any of Rate Years 1 through 3.

. Tab "Exh JDT-Rate Spread" also reflects the volume and revenue deltas
between the originally filed and the recalculated temperature adjustment
method and additionally shows that the proposed revenue change
increased by $10.3 thousand for Rate Year 1, decreased by
$1.7 thousand for Rate Year 2, and decreased by $1.2 thousand for Rate
Year 3.

For the conversion of the recalculated weather normalization adjustment through
PSE's revenue requirement and embedded cost-of-service models, please see
PSE's Response to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 220. For the corresponding
daily climate-normal calculation requested by WUTC Staff, please see PSE's
Response to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 221.
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ATTACHMENT A to PSE’s Response to
WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219
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ATTACHMENT B to PSE’s Response to
WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219
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ATTACHMENT C to PSE’s Response to
WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219
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ATTACHMENT D to PSE’s Response to
WUTC Staff Data Request No. 219





