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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. 021: 
 
Re: PCAM. Parties’ intentions. Piliaris, Exh. JAP-8 at 9. 
 
PSE states “Q. Is this a valid reason to retain the PCAM Bands? A. No, and it reveals 
certain Parties’ real intentions.” 
 

a. Who are the “certain” parties to which PSE refers? 
b. Does PSE believe that these parties hid their intentions? 

 
 
Response: 
 
a. Please see the question and answer immediately preceding the one cited in this 

request. Specifically, please see the question and answer that begins at the 
bottom of page 8 of the Seventh Exhibit to the Prefiled Direct Testimony of Jon A. 
Piliaris, Exh. JAP-8, for the referenced parties. 

 
b. Puget Sound Energy (“PSE”) does not believe that these parties hid their 

intentions. To PSE’s knowledge, these are the first instances in which parties 
made an explicit connection between the power cost adjustment mechanism 
bands and the issue of affordability. 
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