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BACKGROUND 

1 On May 20, 2025, US Ecology Washington, Inc. (US Ecology or Company) filed a 
Petition for Extension of the Settlement Agreement (Petition). The Petition requests that 
the Commission extend the effective period of the settlement previously approved and 
extended in this docket for an additional six-year term to December 31, 2031.  

2 US Ecology operates a low-level radioactive waste (LLRW) disposal site for waste 
generated in the Northwest Compact, which includes Alaska, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, 
Oregon, Utah, Wyoming, and Washington. US Ecology is also accessible to the Rocky 
Mountain Compact, consisting of Colorado, Nevada, and New Mexico, by contract.1 The 
Commission sets rates for the Company pursuant to chapter 81.108 RCW. 

3 The settlement at issue in this proceeding was originally approved by the Commission on 
June 27, 2007, to be effective for a six-year period beginning January 1, 2008, and ending 

 

1 Radioactive waste is generated from nuclear weapons programs, commercial nuclear power, 
medical applications, and corporate and university-based research programs. Waste is generally 
categorized as high level waste (HLW) and low-level waste (LLW). Some of the materials LLW 
consists of are: “gloves and other protective clothing, glass and plastic laboratory supplies, 
machine parts and tools, and disposable medical items that have come in contact with radioactive 
materials.” LLW contains materials such as irradiated tools, lab clothing, ion exchanger resins, 
animal carcasses, and trash from defense, commercial nuclear power, medical, and research 
activities. These materials usually have radioactivity that have short half-lives—ranging from 
multiple days to several hundred years. 
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December 31, 2013.2 The Commission subsequently extended the effective period of the 
settlement to December 31, 2019, in Order 02 of this docket and to December 31, 2025, 
in Order 03 of this docket.3 

 
4 US Ecology requests that the Commission extend the effective period of the settlement 

agreement so that the rates, terms, and conditions remain effective until December 31, 
2031, and maintains that extension is in the public interest. US Ecology states that in the 
event that one or more of the Company’s customers, generators of LLRW, oppose 
Petition, the Commission should allow for further discussion between the Company and 
its customers prior to resolving the Petition. If the Company and its customers are unable 
to agree on the Petition, US Ecology recommends that the Commission still consider 
extending the settlement, as the settlement extension will not involve any new capital 
investments or modifications to existing settlement provisions.  

5 Should the Commission deny the Petition, the Company asks that the Commission 
establish a reasonable deadline to file a general rate case and that the Commission 
authorize an extension of the Settlement Agreement until: 1) the Commission issues an 
order resolving the Company’s general rate case or 2) the statutory suspension deadline 
for the general rate case, whichever occurs first. US Ecology further requests that the 
Commission allow the Company to continue surveying its customers regarding their 
anticipated LLRW disposal needs, as such information is particularly important to the 
Company’s operations. Finally, US Ecology states that the Commission should exempt 
the Company from the settlement provision prohibiting it from filing a general rate case 
during the settlement’s effective period. 

6 As part of its filing, US Ecology filed responses from its customers indicating their 
respective positions on the proposed extension of the settlement agreement. Of the eight 

 

2 The settlement approved by Order 01 in this docket was the third settlement proposed by US 
Ecology, with the first settlement effective from 1996 to 2001 and the second settlement effective 
from 2002 to 2007, all of which had the same conditions. In re Petition of US Ecology, Inc, 
Docket TL-070848, Order 01 at 2-3 ¶¶ 5, 7 (June 27, 2007). See also In re Petition of US Ecology 
Washington, Inc, Docket TL-070848, Order 03 at 2 ¶¶ 3-4 (Aug. 8, 2019). 
3 In re Petition of US Ecology, Inc, Docket TL-070848, Order 02 (Octo. 10, 2013); In re Petition 
of US Ecology Washington, Inc, Docket TL-070848, Order 03 (Aug. 8, 2019). Order 03 of this 
docket also modified one of the settlements terms relating to customer estimates of low-level 
radioactive waste volumes. In re Petition of US Ecology Washington, Inc, Docket TL-070848, 
Order 03 at 5 ¶ 13 (Aug. 8, 2019). 
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customers surveyed, five support the extension, one opposes the extension, and two have 
no opinion (neither agree nor disagree with) the extension. 

7 Commission staff (Staff) has reviewed the Company’s filing and recommends that the 
Commission extend the settlement agreement effective period to December 31, 2031, and 
to require US Ecology to hold stakeholder meetings and file a report by no later than 
December 31, 2029, regarding the discussions and outcome of the meetings. Staff has had 
further discussions with the customer that opposed the extension of the settlement and 
that customer has since revised its opinion to support the requested extension, but 
requested that the stakeholders have a meeting to discuss whether further settlement 
amendments are warranted prior to December 31, 2031. Staff agrees with the proposal for 
a stakeholder meeting, stating that a stakeholder meeting would facilitate additional 
review of whether the settlement is operating as intended and whether amendments to the 
settlement are necessary. Staff also observes that a stakeholder workshop may require a 
substantial amount of time to be effective, as the stakeholders consist of diverse entities 
including large national, multi-national, and government entities. Staff states that a 
stakeholder meeting is consistent with the Commission’s desire to promote resolution of 
disputed issues outside of contested litigation. Consequently, Staff requests that the 
Commission extend the effective period of the settlement to December 31, 2031, and 
require the Company to hold one or more stakeholder meeting and file a report on the 
meetings outcomes no later than December 31, 2029, as a fair, just, reasonable, and 
sufficient resolution of the Petition. 

8 On December 11, 2025, this matter came before the Commission at its regularly 
scheduled open meeting. 

DISCUSSION 

9 The Commission agrees with Staff’s recommendations to both extend the effective period 
of the settlement and to require a stakeholder meeting and subsequent report of the 
meeting, to be filed no later than December 31, 2029. The Commission generally 
supports parties’ efforts to resolve disputed issues without the need for contested hearing 
when doing so is lawful and consistent with the public interest.4 Although the 
Commission has previously extended the effective period of this settlement several times, 
the Commission agrees with Staff that periodic review from stakeholders is a prudent and 

 

4 WAC 480-07-700. 
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appropriate means to further verify that the settlement is functioning reasonably and 
continues to promote the public interest. 

10 As explained in previous orders related to this settlement, while the Commission cannot 
unilaterally amend the settlement agreement, as that must be initiated by the parties to the 
settlement, the Commission may extend the time during which the rates, terms, and 
conditions of the settlement agreement are effective.5 The Commission further accepts 
the Company’s documentation in support of its filing and notes that none of the 
Company’s customers presently oppose the proposed extension of the settlement’s 
effective period to December 31, 2031. 

11 Consequently, the Commission extends the effective period of the existing settlement 
from December 31, 2025, to December 31, 2031, and further requires that US Ecology 
convene one or more stakeholder meetings, consisting of the signatories to the settlement, 
Staff, and Public Counsel, and file a report regarding the outcome of those meetings by 
no later than December 31, 2029.6 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

12 (1) The Commission is an agency of the State of Washington vested by statute with 
the authority to regulate the rates, regulations, practices, accounts, and affiliated 
interests of public service companies, including low-level radioactive waste 
disposal companies. 

13 (2) US Ecology is a low-level radioactive waste disposal company and as such is a 
public service company subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. 

14 (3) US Ecology proposes a six-year extension of the currently effective settlement in 
this docket, to expire on December 31, 2031, without modification to the 
settlement’s terms. None of US Ecology’s customers oppose the requested 
modification, however one customer requests that a US Ecology convene a 

 

5 In re Petition of US Ecology, Inc, Docket TL-070848, Order 02 at 4 ¶¶ 9-10 (Octo. 10, 2013); In 
re Petition of US Ecology Washington, Inc, Docket TL-070848, Order 03 at 4-5 ¶¶ 12-13 (Aug. 8, 
2019). 
6 As the stakeholder workshop concerns review of and possible amendments to a settlement, the 
Commission considers the workshop discussions as settlement discussions. See WAC 480-07-
700. 
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stakeholder meeting to further evaluate the settlement and consider whether any 
amendments to the settlement are warranted. 

15 (4) This matter came before the Commission at its regularly scheduled open meeting 
on December 11, 2025. 

16 (5) The Commission may not unilaterally amend a settlement between parties, but the 
Commission has authority to extend the effective period of a settlement. 

17 (6) Extension of the effective date for the rates, terms, and conditions of the currently 
effective settlement in this docket is in the public interest and results in rates, 
terms, and conditions for US Ecology’s low-level radioactive waste disposal 
services that are fair, just, reasonable, and sufficient. 

18 (7) Requiring US Ecology to convene one or more stakeholder meetings and file a 
report on the outcome of those meetings by no later than December 31, 2029, is a 
reasonable means to prospectively evaluate whether the settlement is functioning 
properly and continues to be in the public interest. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 
 

19 (1) The Commission extends the effective date of the rates, terms, and conditions in 
US Ecology Washington, Inc.’s settlement agreement, as modified by Order 03 in 
this docket and attached to this Order as Appendix A, until December 31, 2031. 

20 (2) The Commission orders US Ecology Washington, Inc. to hold one or more 
stakeholder meetings and to file a report concerning the outcome of those 
meetings by no later than December 31, 2029. 
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21 (3) The Commission retains jurisdiction over the subject matter and US Ecology 
Washington, Inc., to effectuate the provisions of this Order. 

22 DATED at Lacey, and effective Washington December 11, 2025. 

WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 
 
 
BRIAN J. RYBARIK, Chair 
 
 
 
ANN E. RENDAHL, Commissioner 
 
 
 
MILTON H. DOUMIT, Commissioner
 
 

 
NOTICE TO PARTIES: This is a final order of the Commission. In addition to 
judicial review, administrative relief may be available through a petition for 
reconsideration filed within 10 days of the service of this order pursuant to RCW 
34.05.470 and WAC 480-07-850, or a petition for rehearing pursuant to RCW 
80.04.200 or RCW 81.04.200 and WAC 480-07-870. 

 
 


