
 

BEFORE THE WASHINGTON 

UTILITIES & TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

 
 

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION, 
 

Complainant, 
 

v. 
 

PUGET SOUND ENERGY, 
 

Respondent. 
 
 

DOCKETS UE-260005 & UG-260006 
 

CALLAHAN MORIYASU 
ON BEHALF OF THE 

WASHINGTON STATE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC COUNSEL UNIT 

 
 
 

EXHIBIT CM-11HC 
 

 
PSE Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 217 (HC) 

 
 

 
July 28, 2026 

 

 

 

PUBLIC VERSION 
Shaded information is designated as Confidential and shaded, underlined 

information is designated as Highly Confidential per WAC 480-07-160 and 
Protective Order issued in Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 

 



BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 
 
 
 

 PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST NO. 217 
 

“CONFIDENTIAL” Table of Contents 
 
 

 “CONFIDENTIAL” Material 
  

Data Request 
No. 217 

Shaded information in PSE’s Response to Public Counsel 
Data Request No. 217 is designated as HIGHLY 
CONFIDENTIAL per Protective Order in Dockets UE-260005 
and UG-260006. 
 

 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Exhibit CM-11HC 

Page 1 of 3



 

 
PSE’s Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 217 Page 1 
Date of Response:  May 8, 2026 
Person who Prepared the Response:  Colin P. 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 
 
 

PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST NO. 217: 
 
Re: Pospisil, Exh. CJP-22HC at 4 
 
Has PSE received any verbal or written communication regarding Xxxxxxxxx  to the 
Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxxxx  since June 2, 2025? If so, please provide any 
documentation in PSE’s possession of such communication.  
 
 
Response: 
 
Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) objects to Public Counsel Data Request No. 217 on the 
grounds that it is overly broad, vague, and unduly burdensome. The phrase "opposition 
to the expansion of natural gas infrastructure" is not reasonably particular and, read 
literally, could encompass communications about any PSE or non-PSE natural gas 
infrastructure, including transmission pipelines, distribution facilities, liquefied natural 
gas, storage, gas-fired generation, and customer service infrastructure within and 
outside of PSE's service territory, without temporal, project, or source limitation. Read 
literally, this Data Request would require PSE to search the records of many dozens of 
employees across multiple departments, as well as multiple shared project-specific and 
public-comment inboxes, for a roughly eleven-month period. The term “opposition” is 
also undefined and could encompass formal opposition (litigation, permit objections, 
regulatory filings), informal expressions of concern, news articles or commentary shared 
with PSE, internal-to-PSE communications referencing third-party opposition, and 
general policy advocacy that does not address any specific project. PSE further objects 
to the extent that this Data Request would impose burdens disproportionate to the 
matters at issue in this proceeding. 
 
PSE additionally objects to the extent the request encompasses (a) communications 
protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work-product doctrine, or other applicable 
privileges or protections; (b) communications from federally recognized tribes subject to 
government-to-government consultation protocols and tribal-confidentiality 
requirements; and (c) communications containing third-party personally identifiable 
information requiring redaction before disclosure. 
 
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, PSE construes this request, 
consistent with page 4 of the Twenty-First Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of 
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Craig J. Pospisil, Exh. CJP-22HC, as seeking communications regarding opposition to 
the natural gas infrastructure associated with the Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxx  
Xxxxxx  Project and the Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxx Xxxxx  Project (i.e., the 
projects for which the Firm Capacity Turbines (Tranche 1 and Tranche 2) were originally 
contemplated). PSE responds on that basis.  
 
PSE is not aware of any verbal or written communication being received regarding 
Xxxxxxxx  to the Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxx Xx  since June 2, 2025. PSE has 
not undertaken any final decision-making on either the Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxx  
Xxxxxxxx X  Project or the Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxx Xxxx  Project and any 
such determination would be premature given the recency of PSE’s 2026 RFP. 
Accordingly, PSE has not engaged in any outreach on these preliminary turbine sites 
(site investigations are still preliminary and, based on the state of the PSEI Transitional 
Cluster Study, the potential associated transmission facilities are still in development). 
PSE has also not developed materials that would support a preapplication meeting or 
the submission of a permit application. Because the potential projects are not formally 
proposed and are subject to change, there would be little to no basis for PSE to receive 
any opposition to the potential turbine locations. 
 
PSE notes that the prudency determination it seeks for the Firm Capacity Turbines 
Tranches 1 and 2 in this proceeding is for the turbine acquisition (i.e., the Turbine 
Supply Agreements authorized by the Board on July 31, 2025). As discussed on 
page 65, lines 5-10, of the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Craig J. Pospisil, Exh. CJP-
1HCT, the turbines have utility independent of any specific deployment location and 
were not contractually committed to any location much less the Xxxxxxxx  or Xxxxxxxx  
sites. See PSE’s Responses to Public Counsel Data Request Nos. 228 and 229. To the 
extent that these potential sites progress to further stages of development, opposition 
communications, if any, regarding the underlying Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx  
Xxxxxx  and Xxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxx Xxxxxxxxxxxcx , would be part of the 
record informing the project-level Final Investment Decisions that will be made later, not 
the prudence of the mid-2025 turbine acquisition at issue in this case. 
 
 
Shaded information in PSE’s Response to Public Counsel Data Request No. 217 is 
designated as HIGHLY CONFIDENTIAL per Protective Order in Dockets UE-260005 
and UG-260006. 
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