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BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Dockets UE-260005 & UG-260006 
Puget Sound Energy 

2026 General Rate Case 
 
 

PUBLIC COUNSEL DATA REQUEST NO. 027: 
 
Re: PCAM. Extraordinary events. Piliaris, Exh. JAP- 8 at 12. 
 
PSE states “Staff Witness Gomez believes that we can do a better job of forecasting 
these “extraordinary” events as part of PSE’s power cost forecast.” PSE cites Exh. 
DCG-1T at 18:12-17 (Docket 250527) which states:  
 

Q. What do you recommend the Commission do in PSE’s next MYRP? 
 

A. The Commission should require the Company to file a power cost 
update as part of the compliance filing at the conclusion of the case and 
just prior to the rate effective date for Year-1 of the rate plan and require 
updates effective January 1st of each subsequent year of the rate plan. 
The updates for the subsequent year(s) of the plan should be as close to 
the rate effective date as possible. Additionally, the Company should be 
prevented from modifying its methodology for arriving at the PCAM 
baseline during the pendency of its rate plan unless it files a PCORC.1 
 

a. Where in the section cited by PSE does Staff state that “we can do a better 
job of forecasting these ‘extraordinary’ events as a part of PSE’s power cost 
forecast.” 

b. Please provide citations to all the places PSE is aware of where Staff says 
“we can do a better job of forecasting these ‘extraordinary’ events as a part of 
PSE’s power cost forecast.”  

 
 
Response: 
 
a. Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) did not claim that Staff explicitly stated “we can do 

a better job of forecasting these ‘extraordinary’ events as a part of PSE’s power 
cost forecast.” Rather, PSE inferred this conclusion from the testimony of Staff 
Witness Gomez, by connecting this witness’s focus on “extraordinary events” as 
one “significant” cause of PSE’s large power cost variances to the proposal made 
by this witness in the question and answer referenced above. PSE is concluding 
that this proposal is intended to address the “significant causes” for power cost 

 
1 Piliaris, Exh. JAP-4 at 19 (filed Feb. 27, 2026). 
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variances, as explained in the Third Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of 
Jon A. Piliaris, Exh. JAP-4, at page 8, line 19, through page 9, line 2, including 
the impacts of “extraordinary” events.  

 
b. Please see the response to subpart a above. 
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