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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 001 Page 1 
Date of Response:  June 12, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Colin Crowley 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Craig J. Pospisil 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 

AWEC DATA REQUEST NO. 001: 

RE: Projects with CWIP in Rate Base 

Please refer to CJP-1HCT. For each of the six projects for which PSE seeks to include 
CWIP in rate base (Battle Butte Solar, Beaver Creek Wind 2, Firm Capacity Turbines 
Tranche 1, Firm Capacity Turbine Tranche 2, Lower Snake River Wind Phase 2 and 
Schnebly Coulee Solar), to date, has the project experienced any schedule delays, 
scope changes, or cost increases since the approved budget underlying this filing was 
prepared? 

If yes, please describe the nature, magnitude, and current status of any such changes, 
and confirm whether the project cost and schedule figures used in this filing have been 
updated to reflect them. This is an ongoing request. 

Response: 

1. Firm Capacity Turbines Tranches 1 and 2. The budget, scope and schedule
have not changed for Firm Capacity Turbines Tranches 1 and 2.

2. Battle Butte Solar. The Battle Butte Solar budget has not materially changed,
with no scope changes since the filing. The projected commercial operation date
moved from August 1, 2028, to August 8, 2028. This minor scheduling change
does not require updating the project cost or schedule figures used in this filing.

3. Beaver Creek 2 Wind. The Beaver Creek 2 Wind budget has not materially
changed despite minor scope and schedule adjustments. Environmental
compliance requirements related to a golden eagle nest require relocating eight
turbine sites outside the buffer zone. PSE has identified alternative turbine
locations, and related design rework costs are expected to remain within budget.
Turbine delivery shifted from April 2028 to May 2028 to avoid icy road conditions,
moving the projected commercial operation date from August 1, 2028, to
August 30, 2028. These minor adjustments do not require updating the project
cost or schedule figures used in this filing.

4. Lower Snake River Wind Phase 2. PSE expects the Lower Snake River Wind
Phase 2 project schedule and cost to change from the approved schedule and
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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 001 Page 2 
Date of Response:  June 12, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Colin Crowley 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Craig J. Pospisil 

budget underlying this filing. PSE is evaluating a later projected commercial 
operation date due to delays in the Federal Aviation Administration review of 
wind turbine locations. Under the Determination of No Hazard process, the 
Department of Defense must complete its review before the Federal Aviation 
Administration can issue Determinations of No Hazard. PSE filed for 
Determinations of No Hazard for Lower Snake River Wind Phase 2 in 
January 2025, but, given delays with the Department of Defense review, the 
Federal Aviation Administration has been unable to issue Determinations of No 
Hazard.1 PSE will continue design and certain construction activities until 
Determinations of No Hazard are issued, after which full construction will 
proceed. PSE will update project cost and schedule figures in its rebuttal filing.  

5. Schnebly Coulee Solar. PSE expects the Schnebly Coulee Solar project costs
to change from the approved budget underlying the filing. A cost change is
anticipated given a shift to domestically manufactured solar modules, as well as
a change in PSE’s engineering, procurement and construction contractor. The
project commercial operations date remains unchanged, but contractual changes
have delayed design by approximately three months. The key scope change is
the switch in module supplier to qualify for the domestic content bonus credit,
thereby increasing the value of the federal investment tax credit. PSE will update
project cost and schedule figures in its rebuttal filing.

1 See Jeffrey D. Kuhn & John T. McManus, Renewable Energy Industry Groups Challenge DoD Wind 
Moratorium, Harris Beach Murtha (June 9, 2026), https://www.jdsupra.com/legalnews/renewable-energy-
industry-groups-6227553/ (discussing lawsuit against the Department of Defense in which renewable 
energy trade associations allege that the Department of Defense has frozen the Federal Aviation 
Administration processes, effectively halting onshore commercial wind development nationwide since 
August 2025). 
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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 015 Page 1 
Date of Response:  June 24, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Jon A. Piliaris 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Jon A. Piliaris 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 

AWEC DATA REQUEST NO. 015: 

RE: PCAM Band Changes 

Please reference Exhibit JAP-3, page 59 and Exhibit JAP-4, pages 7-8. 

a. Please provide a table showing for each PCAM from 2019 through 2025:
total variance, PSE’s share of that variance, the ratepayer share, and the
cumulative PSE and customer shares in dollars and percentage terms. Identify
the source document for each year’s figures.

b. Please state whether PSE agrees with Staff’s calculation that ratepayers
absorbed $325 million, or 65 percent of total PCAM variances, for the period
2019 through 2025.

Response: 

Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) objects to AWEC Data Request No. 015 to the extent it 
seeks information that is already publicly available and that may be readily calculated by 
AWEC from those publicly available materials. 

Subject to and without waiving this objection, PSE responds as follows: 

a. Attached as Attachment A to PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 015,
is an MS Excel workbook that sets forth, for each year from 2019 through 2025,
the total Power Cost Adjustment (“PCA”) mechanism variance, PSE’s share of
that variance, the ratepayer share, and the cumulative PSE and customer
shares, expressed in both dollars and percentage terms. The figures are drawn
from a spreadsheet that PSE maintains to track PCA mechanism variances over
time. The most recent publicly available version of this data appears in the tab
titled “TJP—p 1 PC Summary” of the file 260337-PSE-PCA-Exh-TJP-03-2026-
04-30.xlsx in Docket UE-260337.1

b. PSE does not agree with WUTC Staff's calculation because it relied on estimated
information for 2025. When updated to reflect the final 2025 results, the
ratepayer share of the nearly $589 million in under-recovered power costs

1 https://apiproxy.utc.wa.gov/cases/GetDocument?docID=33&year=2026&docketNumber=260337. 
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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 015 Page 2 
Date of Response:  June 24, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Jon A. Piliaris 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Jon A. Piliaris 

prudently incurred by PSE to serve customer load over the period 2019 through 
2025 is approximately $404 million, or 69 percent. 
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Puget Sound Energy

PSE Response to AWEC Data Request No. 015

PCA Year  Annual under / 
(over) recovery  Company share 

 Customer 
share 

 Cumulative 
Variance 

 Cumulative 
company share 

 Cumulative 
company share (%) 

 Cumulative 
customer share 

 Cumulative 
customer share (%) 

2019 $67,232,135 $31,223,213 $36,008,921 $67,232,135 $31,223,213 46% $36,008,921 54%
2020 $76,118,659 $32,111,866 $44,006,793 $143,350,794 $63,335,079 44% $80,015,715 56%
2021 $68,002,240 $31,300,224 $36,702,016 $211,353,034 $94,635,303 45% $116,717,731 55%
2022 $110,137,357 $35,513,736 $74,623,621 $321,490,391 $130,149,039 40% $191,341,352 60%
2023 ($51,109,271) ($26,160,927) ($24,948,344) $270,381,120 $103,988,112 38% $166,393,008 62%
2024 $123,279,938 $36,827,994 $86,451,944 $393,661,058 $140,816,106 36% $252,844,952 64%
2025 $195,214,313 $44,021,431 $151,192,881 $588,875,370 $184,837,537 31% $404,037,833 69%

Note: All amounts exclude interest.
Source: Docket 260337, Exhibit TJP-03
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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 049 Page 1 
Date of Response:  July 22, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  James DiMasso / Elena Zakharova 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Aaron A. August / Susan Free / Christopher T. Mickelson 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 

AWEC DATA REQUEST NO. 049: 

Topic: Targeted Electrification Program 
Reference: AAA-1T, p. 78. 

PSE requests recovery of $172.5 million in O&M costs for Targeted Electrification 
projects during the multiyear rate plan period. For each rate year, provide: (a) the total 
dollar amount allocated by Rate Schedule; (b) the allocation methodology applied and 
basis for that methodology. If costs are allocated to Schedules 446 and 449, please 
explain why. 

Response: 

Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) notes that AWEC Data Request No. 049 appears to 
contain a typographical error regarding the amount of Targeted Electrification Program 
(“TEP”) O&M costs at issue. As set forth in the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Aaron A. 
August, Exh. AAA-1T, at page 78, Table 2, the anticipated cost of the Targeted 
Electrification Program (all O&M) over the course of the Multi-Year Rate Plan is 
$17.25 million, not $172.5 million as stated in AWEC Data Request No. 049. The 
projected budget consists of  

• $6,750,000 in calendar year 2027,

• $6,750,000 in calendar year 2028, and

• $3,750,000 in calendar year 2029.

The budget amounts provided in Table 2 of the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Aaron A. 
August, Exh. AAA-1T, are rounded and based on a calendar year, as opposed to PSE’s 
requested rate year amounts, which cross calendar years. Additionally, the budget 
amounts in Table 2 are non-labor O&M costs only. For these reasons there will be a 
difference between the Targeted Electrification Program O&M costs allocated to Rate 
Schedules described below and those referenced in the Prefiled Direct Testimony of 
Aaron A. August, Exh. AAA-1T. The amounts listed below represent the actual revenue 
requirement included in PSE’s filing for the Targeted Electrification Program. 

Exhibit AHS-4
Dockets U-260005-06 & UE-260113 (cons.) 

Page 8 of 17



PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 049 Page 2 
Date of Response:  July 22, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  James DiMasso / Elena Zakharova 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Aaron A. August / Susan Free / Christopher T. Mickelson 

a. PSE does not maintain a discrete schedule that directly reports Targeted
Electrification Program project costs by individual rate class. However, the FERC
accounts containing the O&M costs for this program were allocated to customer
classes using the allocation percentages reflected in the cost-of-service model.
Application of these allocation percentages to the revenue requirement for the
program O&M will provide the portion of PSE’s overall proposed rates that relate
to these program costs. Since those O&M costs are divided between both
electric and gas, they are presented for each segment separately below:

ELECTRIC: 
Customer Class RY1 RY2 RY3 

Schs 7 / 307 / 327 $3,210,437 $3,247,165 $1,911,198 
Schs 8 / 24 $634,138 $641,409 $377,722 
Schs 7A / 11 / 25 / 29 $527,123 $533,169 $314,021 
Schs 26 / 26P $268,265 $271,345 $159,853 
Schs 10 / 31 $247,517 $250,359 $147,490 
Sch 43 $31,149 $31,508 $18,565 
Schs 46 / 49 $46,443 $46,978 $27,695 
Schs 50 – 59 $69,534 $70,319 $41,257 
Schs 448 – 459 $23,229 $23,497 $13,856 
Special Contract (1) $12,380 $12,523 $7,384 
Sch 5 $1,075 $1,087 $641 
 Total $5,071,291 $5,129,360 $3,019,681 

GAS: 
Customer Class RY1 RY2 RY3 

Schs 16 / 23 / 53 $1,802,059 $1,824,288 $1,095,806 
Schs 31 / 31T $637,639 $645,534 $388,176 
Schs 41 / 41T $138,216 $139,921 $84,043 
Schs 85 / 85T $53,275 $53,932 $32,392 
Schs 86 / 86T $4,477 $4,532 $2,721 
Sch 87 / 87T $48,871 $49,474 $29,712 
Schs 88T $17,369 $17,583 $10,561 
Special Contract (1) $5,594 $5,663 $3,399 
 Total $2,707,500 $2,740,927 $1,646,811 

Attached as Attachment A to PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 049 
is an MS Excel workbook with the supporting calculations.1 

1  Values reflect the allocation of Targeted Electrification Program-related revenue requirement using 
cost-of-service-based class allocation factors. 
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PSE’s Response to AWEC Data Request No. 049 Page 3 
Date of Response:  July 22, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  James DiMasso / Elena Zakharova 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Aaron A. August / Susan Free / Christopher T. Mickelson 

b. The allocation of Targeted Electrification Program O&M costs follows standard
cost-of-service principles based on the functionalization, classification, and
allocation of the underlying FERC accounts in which these costs are recorded.
The basis for this methodology is grounded in cost-causation principles and the
Commission’s cost-of-service framework under WAC 480-85-060(3), Tables 1
and 2, which support allocating costs based on the functional role of the
investment and the extent to which different customer classes benefit from and
drive those costs.

In summary, Targeted Electrification Program O&M costs are not separately
allocated as a standalone item but are embedded within the overall revenue
deficiency and allocated based on the cost-of-service framework. Their allocation
reflects the functional characteristics of the underlying investments and is applied
consistently with PSE’s standard cost-of-service methodology and the
Commission’s cost-causation principles under WAC 480-85-060(3).

There is no active electric Schedule 446; therefore, PSE has not allocated costs
to Schedule 446.

Schedule 449 is a retail-wheeling schedule available to a select number of
customers who entered into a settlement agreement with PSE in calendar year
2001. To the extent Targeted Electrification Program O&M costs are
accumulated under FERC Accounts 920, 921, 923, 926, and 408.1, such
amounts would be allocated to Schedule 449 customers, an allocation that
results from the mechanical application of PSE's cost-of-service model to the
applicable FERC accounts as presented in the work paper titled “260005-06-
PSE-WP-CTM-3-E-COS-MODEL-26GRC-02-2026”, tab “B - COS Results” and
does not reflect direct participation by Schedule 449 customers in the Targeted
Electrification Program.
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Puget Sound Energy

2026 General Rate Case Docket No. UE-260005 and UG-260006

Response to AWEC DR 049

ELECTRIC:

Customer Class RY1 RY2 RY3

Schs 7 / 307 / 327 $3,210,437 $3,247,165 $1,911,198 

Schs 8 / 24 $634,138 $641,409 $377,722 

Schs 7A / 11 / 25 / 29 $527,123 $533,169 $314,021 

Schs 26 / 26P $268,265 $271,345 $159,853 

Schs 10 / 31 $247,517 $250,359 $147,490 

Sch 43 $31,149 $31,508 $18,565 

Schs 46 / 49 $46,443 $46,978 $27,695 

Schs 50 – 59 $69,534 $70,319 $41,257 

Schs 448 – 459 $23,229 $23,497 $13,856 

Special Contract 
(1) $12,380 $12,523 $7,384 

Sch 5 $1,075 $1,087 $641 

 Total  $  5,071,291  $  5,129,360  $  3,019,681 

cross check -$  -$  -$   

GAS:

Customer Class RY1 RY2 RY3

Schs 16 / 23 / 53 $1,802,059 $1,824,288 $1,095,806 

Schs 31 / 31T $637,639 $645,534 $388,176 

Schs 41 / 41T $138,216 $139,921 $84,043 

Schs 85 / 85T $53,275 $53,932 $32,392 

Schs 86 / 86T $4,477 $4,532 $2,721 

Sch 87 / 87T $48,871 $49,474 $29,712 

Schs 88T $17,369 $17,583 $10,561 

Special Contract 
(1) $5,594 $5,663 $3,399 

 Total  $  2,707,500  $  2,740,927  $  1,646,811 

cross check -$  -$  -$   

(1)
Special contract rates are governed by contract between PSE and Company.

Exhibit AHS-4
Dockets U-260005-06 & UE-260113 (cons.) 

Page 12 of 17



PSE’s Response to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 153 Page 1 
Date of Response:  June 1, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Susan E. Free 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Susan E. Free 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 

WUTC STAFF DATA REQUEST NO. 153: 
REQUESTED BY: Chris McGuire 

RE: Wildfire Costs 

Please provide PSE’s revenue requirement forecasts for Schedule 141WFP for 2027, 
2028, and 2029. Please provide workpapers showing all elements of the revenue 
requirement calculations. 

Response: 

Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) objects to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 153 on the 
grounds that it seeks information that is not relevant to the revenue requirement 
determination in this general rate case, Dockets UE-260005 and UG-260006. The costs 
referenced in this request (wildfire prevention operations and maintenance (“O&M”) and 
capital associated with Schedule 141WFP (“Wildfire Prevention Tracker”)) are expressly 
excluded from base rates and the Multi-Year Rate Plan revenue requirement in this 
proceeding and are not at issue in this case. As established by Commission 
Order 09/07 in Dockets UE-240004 and UG-240005, such costs are recovered 
exclusively through the annual Schedule 141WFP tracker mechanism. 

Accordingly, PSE does not prepare multi-year revenue requirement forecasts for 
Schedule 141WFP as part of Multi-Year Rate Plan. Wildfire-related revenue 
requirements are determined on a prospective single-year basis in the annual 
Schedule 141WFP tracker filing and are subsequently subject to true-up based on 
actual, prudently incurred costs. 

Without waiving and subject to the foregoing objections, PSE responds as follows: 

• PSE does not prepare and therefore does not have workpapers reflecting
multi-year revenue requirement forecasts for Schedule 141WFP.

• For informational purposes only, PSE can provide forecasted wildfire
prevention O&M expenses and in-service capital amounts for 2027, 2028,
and 2029 from its internal planning materials. These forecasts are
prepared for budgeting purposes, have not been submitted to or reviewed
by the Commission, and are preliminary and subject to change.
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PSE’s Response to WUTC Staff Data Request No. 153 Page 2 
Date of Response:  June 1, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Susan E. Free 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Susan E. Free 

• Revenue requirement calculations and supporting workpapers for wildfire
prevention costs are developed and provided in connection with the
annual Schedule 141WFP tracker filings in accordance with Commission-
established procedures.

To the extent Staff seeks revenue requirement calculations and workpapers, such 
information is available in PSE’s most recent Schedule 141WFP tracker filings. 

PSE can provide budgeted operations and maintenance (“O&M”) expenses and in-
service capital amounts from its 2026 Budget Plan. Table 1 below presents these 
forecasted amounts for 2027, 2028, and 2029. Please note that these figures are 
preliminary and subject to change. 

Table 1. Wildfire Costs in Budget - Not Included in GRC 

RY1 RY2 RY3 

Feb 27 - Jan 28 Feb 28 - Jan 29 Feb 29 - Jan 30 

Capital, In-Service $124,609,820 $132,522,961 $138,642,075 

O&M  $14,817,881 $14,651,460 $14,429,325 
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PSE’s Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 289 Page 1 
Date of Response:  June 1, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Pete Peterson 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Craig J. Pospisil / Ned A. Allis / Jamie L. Martin / Susan 
Free 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 

PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST NO. 289: 

RE: CWIP in Rate Base 

Regarding the request for CWIP in rate base for certain projects, please provide the 
following information for each project: 

a. A list of the projects for which CWIP treatment is requested;

b. The estimated total cost of each project;

c. The estimated start and completion date of each project;

d. Any requirements as to completion dates; and

e. The expected useful life for depreciation purposes for each project.

Response: 

a. Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) requests construction work in progress (“CWIP”)
treatment for the following projects in this proceeding:

1. Battle Butte Solar,

2. Beaver Creek Wind 2,

3. Firm Capacity Turbines Tranche 1,

4. Firm Capacity Turbines Tranche 2,

5. Lower Snake River Wind Phase 2, and

6. Schnebly Coulee Solar.
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PSE’s Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 289 Page 2 
Date of Response:  June 1, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Pete Peterson 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Craig J. Pospisil / Ned A. Allis / Jamie L. Martin / Susan 
Free 

b. The following work papers include the estimated total cost of each project
mentioned in the response to subpart a above:

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-BTLBUTTESOLAR-26GRC-02-
2026(HC).xlsx,

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-BVRCRK2-26GRC-02-2026(HC).xlsx,

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-LSR2-26GRC-02-2026(HC).xlsx,

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-SHNBLY-26GRC-02-2026(HC).xlsx,

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-FIRMCAP1-26GRC-02-2026(HC).xlsx,
and

• 260005-06-PSE-WP-SEF-6-FIRMCAP2-26GRC-02-2026(HC).xlsx.

PSE notes that Firm Capacity Turbines Tranche 1 and Tranche 2 are not 
expected to be completed by the end of Rate Year 3 of the Multi-Year Rate Plan 
(“MYRP”) period and therefore reflect CWIP balances only through January 31, 
2030. 

c. The estimated start and completion dates for each project are provided in the
project-specific work papers identified in response to subpart b above. Those
work papers contain the forecasted construction schedules, including planned in-
service dates, used in developing CWIP balances and associated revenue
requirement impacts.

d. Please see the following exhibits supporting the Prefiled Direct Testimony of
Craig J. Pospisil, Exh. CJP-1HCT, for requirements relating to completion dates,
including permitting, development milestones, and project-specific conditions of
the projects identified in response subpart a above:

• Eighteenth Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-19HC (Schnebly Coulee Solar);

• Twenty-First Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-22HC (Firm Capacity Turbines Tranche 1);

• Twenty-Second Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-23HC (Firm Capacity Turbines Tranche 2);

• Twenty-Third Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-24HC (Lower Snake River Wind Phase 2);
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PSE’s Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 289 Page 3 
Date of Response:  June 1, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Pete Peterson 
Witness Knowledgeable About the Response:  Craig J. Pospisil / Ned A. Allis / Jamie L. Martin / Susan 
Free 

• Twenty-Fifth Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-26HC (Beaver Creek Wind 2); and

• Twenty-Sixth Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J.
Pospisil, Exh. CJP-27HC (Battle Butte Solar).

e. The expected useful lives for depreciation purposes for each project are provided
in the “Depr Rates” tabs within the work papers identified in response to
subpart b above. These depreciation rates are supported by the depreciation
study sponsored by the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Ned W. Allis, Exh. NWA-1T,
and supporting exhibits thereto, and are used to calculate depreciation expense
for CWIP projects as they are placed into service.
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