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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. 016:

Re: PCAM. Performance Incentive Mechanism. Piliaris, Exh. JAP-8 at 6.

a. Does PSE consider the PCAM bands to be a performance incentive
mechanism? Please explain your answer.

b. Please indicate where in Docket U-210590 there is a discussion of the PCAM
bands.

Response:

a.

At best, Puget Sound Energy’s (“PSE’s”) power cost adjustment mechanism
(“PCAM”) bands could be construed as a poorly constructed performance
incentive mechanism, and one that is inconsistent with the Commission’s policy
guidance in Docket U-210590. Please see pages 27-30 of the Seventh Exhibit to
the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Jon A. Piliaris, Exh. JAP-8, for more detail.

PSE objects to subpart b. of Public Counsel Data Request No. 016 as overly
broad, unduly burdensome, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence to the extent that it seeks to require PSE to
examine the full record of Docket U-210590 for a discussion of PSE's PCAM
bands. Without waiver of objection, and subject thereto, PSE provides the
following response:

PSE is unaware of any specific discussion of PSE’'s PCAM, or any utility-specific
mechanism for that matter, in the policy statement issued by the Commission on
January 26, 2026, in Docket U-210590. The policy statement outlines principles
that generally guide the Commission’s thinking about performance incentive
mechanisms.
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