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Public Comments by Case

Total Comments: 127
In Favor: 0

Opposed: 100
Undecided: 27

Filing Commenter [Source/Comments
Support

L

Emily E-mail ***See attachment for comment™**
Alberry
I have attached a document about my concerns on this docket.
William E-mail Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,
Neville

I affirm I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am writing to
express concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center project could have on electric rates,
the environment, grid reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term energy affordability for existing
customers.

Please see article referenced pertaining to this development:

https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2026/jun/03/avista-working-with-developer-to-provide-massive-a/

Over the past three years, there has been an Al boom in the construction of data centers. These data centers
require special kinds of chips that require massive power and water demands. Policies from multiple presidential
administrations such as the Biden administration paved the way for this to happen and to facilitate the boom but
the Trump administration is accelerating the construction to benefit the billionaire class and his donors. There are
currently over 4,000 Al data centers across the US with the majority of them in Texas. We cannot allow
companies specializing in the construction of Al data centers to dictate outcomes of public policy. It cannot be
overlooked that Al French, a Spokane County Commissioner, is advocating for this data center to be built in
Spokane County.

While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must be evaluated carefully
to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local communities are not negatively impacted, for
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transparency is especially important. It can be implied that the purpose of this project is for an Al data center,
and therefore can be argued that a project of this nature will bring no long-term public benefit to the region.

I respectfully request that regulators, elected officials, and utility representatives take the following actions
before approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility commitments associated
with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should not be required to
subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data center project. Any costs directly
attributable to the project should be borne by the project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load customer should be required to
demonstrate that its power requirements can be met without jeopardizing reliability, increasing outage risks, or
reducing service quality for existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

This part here is especially important. The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major
projects that may affect utility planning, infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally
disclosable information concerning this project be made available for public review and comment before final
approvals are granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews
Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should carefully evaluate potential impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

* Water and environmental resources to include environmental studies
* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

Page 2 of 58



Case: 260162

Kyle M

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

E-mail

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend public meetings, and submit
comments before decisions are finalized. If future filings reveal that the project would impose substantial costs,
create unacceptable reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and decision-makers
to reject, suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those concerns are fully addressed.

Many community members want local elected officials to impose a moratorium on the construction of data
centers at the city and county levels and it is important that their concerns are received and considered. On a
personal level, I would like to see local elected officials consider a moratorium on data centers on local and
regional levels.

I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the interests of existing Spokane-
area residents and businesses remain a top priority throughout any review process.

I certify that the views expressed in this letter are my own and that I am submitting this comment as a resident
and stakeholder in Spokane County.

Thank you for your time,

William Neville

Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am writing to express
concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center project could have on electric rates, grid
reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term energy affordability for existing customers.

While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must be evaluated carefully
to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local communities are not negatively impacted.

I respectfully request that regulators, elected officials, and utility representatives take the following actions
before approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility commitments associated
with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should not be required to
subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data center project. Any costs directly
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attributable to the project should be borne by the project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load customer should be required to
demonstrate that its power requirements can be met without jeopardizing reliability, increasing outage risks, or
reducing service quality for existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that may affect utility planning,
infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally disclosable information concerning this
project be made available for public review and comment before final approvals are granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews

Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should carefully evaluate potential impacts on:
* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

» Water and environmental resources

* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend public meetings, and submit
comments before decisions are finalized. If future filings reveal that the project would impose substantial costs,
create unacceptable

reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and decision-makers to reject, suspend,
or require modification of the proposal until those concerns are fully addressed.

I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the
interests of existing Spokane-area residents and businesses remain a top priority

throughout any review process.

I certify that the views expressed in this letter are my own and that [ am submitting this comment as a resident
and stakeholder in Spokane County.

Sincerely,
Kyle M
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Sara Forgue
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E-mail

507 e glass ave
Spokane WA 99207
6/6/2026

Please include me on any public notices, hearings, or comment opportunities related
to future proceedings involving this proposal.

Good morning,
My name is Sara Forgue and I live in Spokane, WA and I am writing to address some concerns regarding the
development of a large-scale data center within Spokane City limits which is attached below.

Thank you for your time in reading and considering mine as well as many other constituents’ concerns regarding
this issue.

Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am writing to
express concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center project could have on
electric rates, grid reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term energy affordability for existing
customers. While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must be
evaluated carefully to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local communities are not
negatively impacted.

I respectfully request that regulators, elected officials, and utility representatives take the following
actions before approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility
commitments associated with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should not be required to
subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data center project. Any costs directly
attributable to the project should be borne by the project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load customer should be
required to demonstrate that its power requirements can be met without jeopardizing reliability, increasing
outage risks, or reducing service quality for existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that may affect utility
planning, infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally disclosable information
concerning this project be made available for public review and comment before final approvals are
granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews

Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should carefully evaluate potential
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Scottee Mace E-mail

Kaia
Batterson
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E-mail

impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

» Water and environmental resources

* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend public meetings, and
submit comments before decisions are finalized. If future filings reveal that the project would impose
substantial costs, create unacceptable reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge
regulators and decision-makers to reject, suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those
concerns are fully addressed.

I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the interests of existing
Spokane-area residents and businesses remain a top priority throughout any review process. I certify that
the views expressed in this letter are my own and that I am submitting this comment as a resident and
stakeholder in Spokane County.

Sincerely,

Sara Forgue

Hello,

I am writing to oppose data centers being approved in Spokane.

Data centers are massive industrial facilities that can consume enormous amounts of electricity and water, strain
the power grid, increase utility costs, create noise pollution, rely on diesel backup generators, and put additional
pressure on local infrastructure.

This is especially concerning because Spokane depends heavily on our aquifers for drinking water. Residents
should not be expected to accept increased electric demand, potential water strain, noise pollution, diesel
emissions, aquifer risk, or public infrastructure costs for private data center development.

I urge Spokane officials, city planners, City Council, Avista, and all relevant agencies to act now and prevent
data centers from moving forward in Spokane.

Please protect Spokane’s water supply, power grid, neighborhoods, and residents.

Thank you.

Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am writing to express
concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center project could have on electric rates, grid
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reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term energy affordability for existing customers.

While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must be evaluated carefully
to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local communities are not negatively impacted. I
respectfully request that regulators, elected officials, and utility representatives take the following actions before
approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility commitments associated with this
project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should not be required to
subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data center project. Any costs directly
attributable to the project should be borne by the project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load customer should be required to
demonstrate that its power requirements can be met without jeopardizing reliability, increasing outage risks, or
reducing service quality for existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that may affect utility planning,
infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally disclosable information concerning this
project be made available for public review and comment before final approvals are granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should
carefully evaluate potential impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

» Water and environmental resources

* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend public meetings, and
submit comments before decisions are finalized. If future filings reveal that the project would impose substantial
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Linda
VanHoozer

Johnnie

Nora Smith

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

E-mail

E-mail

Mail

costs, create unacceptable reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and decision-
makers to reject, suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those concerns are fully addressed.

I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the interests of existing Spokane-
area residents and businesses remain a top priority throughout any review process. I certify that the views
expressed in this letter are my own and that I am submitting this comment as a resident and stakeholder in
Spokane County.

Sincerely,
Kaia Batterson

I am writing to oppose the data center being proposed in Spokane/Spokane County.

Data centers are massive industrial facilities that can consume enormous amounts of electricity and water, strain
the power grid, increase utility costs, create noise pollution, rely on diesel backup generators, and put additional
pressure on local infrastructure.

This is especially concerning because Spokane depends heavily on our aquifers for drinking water. Residents
should not be expected to accept increased electric demand, potential water strain, noise pollution, diesel
emissions, aquifer risk, or public infrastructure costs for private data center development.

Please protect Spokane’s water supply, power grid, neighborhoods, and residents.

I live in Spokane County and am a customer of Avista. I am worried about the
proposed data centers impact on electric use, rates, planning, grid reliability and long
term energy availability for existing customers.

Almost the same, if not more so, is the impact on the water table, water supply, impurities
dumped into our rivers, lakes, air. How it effects our ground, wildlife, noise level and

over all being. We have spent decades cleaning and restoring our area for polutions, we

do NOT need to repeat history. At the very least, study some that are in existance for a decade
or so before our country is plastered with them.

Data centers will become more larger and require more resourses so people in power can control

even more of what we see, hear and think. Ai can be helpful, but not to used to such an extreme

that it endangers our lives. More than any benefit these center would bring, we need the water to drink and
survive. LIFES BEFORE MACHINES.... DO NOT APPROVE DATA CENTERS.

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am
writing to express concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center
project courd have on electric rates, grid reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term
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While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale
must be evaluated carefully to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and
local communities are not negatively impacted.
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following actions before approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate
structures, or utility commitments associated with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should
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data center project. Any costs directly attributable to the project should be borne by the
project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load
customer should be required to demonstrate that its power requirements can be met
without ieopardizing rellablllty, increasing outage risks, or reducing service quality for
existing customers.
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The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that
may affect utility planning, infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all
legally disclosable information concerning this proiect be made available for public
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4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews

Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should carefully
eva.ruate potential impacts on:
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- Grid reliability

- Infrastructure requirements
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- Land use and community planning

- Water and environmental resources (u.v\d\~ ol( 1-1..fi'c-")
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5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation
Residents should have sufﬁcient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend
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If future filings reveal that the project would impose substantial costs, create
unacceptable reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and
decision-makers to reject, suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those
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r appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the
interests of existing Spokane-area residents and businesses remain a top priority
throughout any review process.
I certify that the views expressed in this letter are my own and that I am submitting this
comment as a resident and stakeholder in Spokane County.

Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am writing to
express concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center project could have
on electric rates, grid reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term energy affordability for
existing customers.

While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must be
evaluated carefully to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local communities are
not negatively impacted.

I respectfully request that regulators, elected officials, and utility representatives take the following
actions before approving any agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility
commitments associated with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should not be
required to subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data center project.
Any costs directly attributable to the project should be borne by the project developer and
beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load customer should
be required to demonstrate that its power requirements can be met without jeopardizing reliability,
increasing outage risks, or reducing service quality for existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that may affect
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Mail

utility planning, infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally disclosable
information concerning this project be made available for public review and comment before final
approvals are granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews

Before any approvals move forward, regulators and local officials should carefully evaluate
potential impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

» Water and environmental resources

* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend public
meetings, and submit comments before decisions are finalized .

If future filings reveal that the project would impose substantial costs, create unacceptable
reliability risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and decision-makers to
reject, suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those concerns are fully addressed.
I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the interests of

. existing Spokane-area residents and businesses remain a top priority throughout any review
process.

I certify that the views expressed in this letter are my own and that [ am submitting this comment as
a resident and stakeholder in Spokane County.

Dear Commissioners and Public Officials,

I am a resident of Spokane County and a customer within Avista's service territory. I am
writing to express concern regarding the potential impacts that a large-scale data center
project could have on electric rates, grid reliability, infrastructure planning, and long-term
energy affordability for existing customers.

While economic development can bring benefits to our region, projects of this scale must
be evaluated carefully to ensure that existing residents, small businesses, and local
communities are not negatively impacted. I respectfully request that regulators, elected
officials, and utility representatives take the following actions before approving any
agreements, infrastructure investments, rate structures, or utility commitments

associated with this project:

1. Protect Existing Ratepayers

Residential customers, seniors on fixed incomes, renters, and small businesses should
not be required to subsidize infrastructure or service costs associated with a private data
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Ami
Palmanteer

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

E-mail

center project. Any costs directly attributable to the project should be borne by the project
developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability

Spokane-area residents depend on a reliable electric system. Any new large-load
customer should be required to demonstrate that its power requirements can be met
without jeopardizing reliability, increasing outage risks, or reducing service quality for
existing customers.

3. Require Full Transparency

The public deserves meaningful access to information regarding major projects that may
affect utility planning, infrastructure investment, and future rates. I request that all legally
disclosa ble information concerning this project be made available for public review and
comment before final approvals are granted.

4. Conduct Thorough Impact Reviews Before any approvals move forward, regulators and
local officials should carefully evaluate potential impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability

* Infrastructure requirements

* Local government services

* Land use and community planning

» Water and environmental resources

* Long-term economic benefits to Spokane County

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation

Residents should have sufficient notice and opportunity to review proposals, attend
public meetings, and submit comments before decisions are finalized . If future filings
reveal that the project would impose substantial costs, create unacceptable reliability
risks, or provide insufficient public benefit, I urge regulators and decision-makers to reject,
suspend, or require modification of the proposal until those concerns are fully addressed.
I appreciate your consideration of these concerns and respectfully request that the
interests of existing Spokane-area residents and businesses remain a top priority
throughout any review process. I certify that the views expressed in this letter are my own
and that [ am submitting this comment as a resident and stakeholder in Spokane County.
Sincerely,

Kaia Batterson,

Please include me on any public notices, hearings, or comment opportunities related to
future proceedings involving this proposal.

Subject: Docket # UE-260162

External Email
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Roo Qallaq
Ramos

E-mail

Stephanie De E-mail

Luca

Jacquelynn
Womack
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E-mail

My name is Ami C Palmanteer. I have been a resident of Spokane for over 20 years. I own a home next to the
Spokane River. I raise my 4 children here. I work and pay taxes here in Spokane. Spokane, WA is our home!!!

We DO NOT want a data center here. We do not want further climate change, and we want clean drinking water.

Subject: UE-260162

External Email
WE DO NOT WANT A DATA CENTER NEAR OUR CITY OR COUNTY OR RESERVATIONS IN

DENY AVISTA this agreement!

Roo Qallag Ramos (they/them)
Spokane County Resident

Subject: Docket UE-260162
External Email
Hi,

I strongly oppose the building of a data center in Spokane Washington! I ask that you refuse the permit that the
data center is trying to get with avista. It will destroy our natural wildlife and take our already limited fresh
water.

Thank you,
Stephanie De Luca

Hello,

I am writing to air my concerns about large load customers and our current utility system. Avista utilities has
asked for rate increase after rate increase on current customers while power outages are happening frequently
and their grid struggles to handle current demand at peak times. It has recently been brought to public attention
that they want to supply for a building that will scale up to more power demand than every residential customer
in Spokane County, and given their history, this will mean a significant rate increase for their existing customers
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Robert Case

Kameron
Simpson

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

E-mail

E-mail

despite their claims otherwise. I am certain Spokane is not alone in similar discussions, and would like to know
what the WA UTC plans to do to ensure citizens do not bear the burden of these large load customers moving in.
Thank you

J

Hello,

My name is Robert Case I'm a IT Specialist & kind of like the idea of large data centers,

But not really my power bill the last 3 yrs has been huge, I live in a 535 square foot apartment, my power bill
rounded off at $211.00 per. Month... 800 kw is my average.. I stopped using everything in my apartment but tv
lamp vacuum once in awhile & my power bill is still $ 155.00 this month.

But bottom line :: if this is how its gonna be because of huge power drains

Then would have to say no. To large Data centers...

I've heard companies that need large data centers they build there own electric company.

So If you think I would be a positive for this public meeting?

* Please let me know,

Ty

Sincerely

Robert Case

Hi, I have some public comments on docket #UE-260162.

Concerning the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission, I request the UTC to require utilities,
especially large load utilities, to be transparent throughout the planning process, so the public can see exactly
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Sonya
DeWitt,

Jeff Mergler
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E-mail

E-mail

what is being planned.

The UTC should also require large load centers to pay for all of their own costs so those costs are not passed on
to taxpayers. They should pay for their own costs by investing in renewable energy sources that fund 100% of
their electricity use and don’t deplete our natural resources.

In order to prevent blackouts for the citizens of Washington state, the UTC should also require large load centers
to turn the power off for large load users to preserve power for citizens. Citizens should not be at the mercy of
large load users. These large load centers should be treated as secondary priority when compared to citizens.

If the UTC adds these large load users, this should not cause a rate increase on electricity. If a rate increase is
needed, it should be provided by either the large load center itself, or through the utility company serving the
large load center, not passed on to Washington citizens.

My information:
Kameron Simpson

am requesting that the WUTC:

1. Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

2. Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
3. Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

4. Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

5. Reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently in the process of increasing rates,
and reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers

6. Reject shell LLCs from securing sites to build a large scale data center or putting in large load requests,
especially from states such as Wyoming, New Mexico, Delaware and Nevada.

7. Any LLC wishing to build must have a prior track record of successfully building a data center or have
previously placed large load requests.

8. These LLCs must share their data on the full costs vs estimated costs during the building phase and what
current community concerns are about their usage and facility.

9. Full transparency must be a requirement in your communication to/from any LLCs.

10. NO NDA's with these facilities or LLCs should be allowed.

Sonya DeWitt, M.A., LM.H.C.

Dear Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission,
I am writing to submit comments for Docket UE-260162 regarding the interconnection of emerging large electric
loads, specifically hyperscale data centers, to Washington’s investor-owned utilities.
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As aresident of Spokane County, I am deeply concerned by the rapid influx of massive data center proposals in
the West Plains area of Spokane County. While local zoning boards must address the physical footprint and
water consumption (such as the drain on the Spokane Valley-Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer), the UTC is the only
body equipped to protect standard residential ratepayers from the financial fallout of these multi-hundred-
megawatt developments.

If utilities like Avista are forced to construct massive new transmission corridors and substations to serve single
corporate entities, the financial risk must not be socialized across standard ratepayers. Relying on current,
generalized "industrial" tariffs for facilities demanding the power of a small city is a regulatory loophole that
developers are actively exploiting across the country.

To ensure electric services stay safe, equitable, available, and fairly priced as demand grows, I urge the UTC to
implement the following statewide frameworks:

1. Create an Exclusive "Large Load" Tariff Class The UTC should direct investor-owned utilities to sever
facilities demanding 25 Megawatts (MW) or greater from the standard Commercial/Industrial rate classes. These
hyperscale loads possess unique demand profiles and infrastructure requirements that necessitate an exclusive
"Large Load Data Center" tariff class to ensure strict cost isolation.

2. Mandate Minimum Demand Commitments ("Take-or-Pay") The UTC must require strict "take-or-pay"
provisions for this new tariff class. If a utility builds a 100 MW substation and the data center only utilizes 40
MW, standard ratepayers currently make up the lost revenue. The UTC should mandate that these facilities pay
for a minimum of 85% of their contracted capacity monthly, regardless of their actual power consumption or
operational status. We urge the Commission to review the AEP Ohio Data Center Tariff (adopted in July 2025)
as the blueprint for this requirement.

3. Require Upfront Load Study & Interconnection Collateral Taxpayers and standard ratepayers should not
subsidize the engineering studies or capital required to accommodate hyperscalers. The UTC should institute
tiered, non-refundable load study fees payable before grid impact studies commence. Furthermore, developers
must post cash collateral or a strict corporate guarantee equal to 50% to 100% of the total cost of the
transmission and distribution upgrades before any utility construction begins.

4. Implement Stranded Cost Exit Fees Grid assets built for these facilities are 30-year investments. If a data
center abandons a facility prematurely, the UTC must ensure those "stranded costs" do not fall back onto
residential bills. The Commission should implement minimum contract terms (e.g., 10 years) for large load
interconnections, accompanied by strict exit fees equal to the minimum demand charges for the remainder of the
term, to hold the rate base completely harmless.

5. Demand Transparency in Resource Planning Utilities must publicly disclose how these specific large loads are
factored into their Integrated Resource Plans (IRPs). The UTC must not approve rate increases if a utility seeks
to pass the costs of serving these massive new single-customer loads onto the general public.

Thank you for your proactive approach to this critical issue. The decisions made in this docket will determine
whether Washington’s grid remains reliable and affordable, or if residents will be forced to subsidize corporate
tech expansion.

Sincerely,
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E-mail

From: Lesly Selby, MSgt, USAF, Retired

I am a resident of Spokane WA, having lived here for 32 years. I come from WV where coal is king and the
residents are second to coal. I do not want large data centers to reign over Spokane in any way that infringes on
the quality of life we enjoy in eastern Washington.

Requesting the UTC-WA implement stringent controls and obligations against large data centers.

Large data centers must be required to be a positve force contributing to the welfare of our citizens.

Large data centers must be made to cover their own costs, rather than pass expenses on to local
consumers/customers.

They should be required to make large power users fund and maintain renewable energy sources to compensate
for their consumption of our resources.

They must put residents before their own needs, shutting down to protect against blackouts.

Transparency for the public to have access to the planning processes.

They must reject large load customers that would endanger or infringe on the cost of electricity for local, general
public consumers.

We do not want this in Spokane. If they come they need to respect our right to fair and affordable access to
resources.

Thank you,
Lesly Selby

Hello,

I am writing to ask that Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission ensures that data centers pay their
own costs and do not raise residential electricity rates or threaten reliable service.

Thank you,
Christopher

Christopher Borth

Page 17 of 58



Case: 260162 Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs Pl Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

K.
westerfield-
Barclay

Sean Jones

Dr. Sara
Parde;j

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

E-mail

E-mail

E-mail

Pronouns: they/them

***SEE ATTACHMENT

To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the unmitigated expansion of data centers in our region and to
urge immediate regulatory action and oversight regarding their impact on our power grid and local utility rates.
As energy demand from large technology infrastructure grows, it is vital that local communities and everyday
ratepayers are protected from the financial and operational risks associated with these massive power consumers.
Specifically, I advocate for the implementation of the following policies:

1. Full Cost Accountability: Large electric power users, including data centers, must be required to pay for all of
their own infrastructure, transmission, and operational costs. Ratepayers should not subsidize the expansion or
grid upgrades needed to serve commercial data operations.

2. 100% Renewable Energy Matching: Large power users should be mandated to fully fund and source
renewable energy that matches 100% of their total electricity consumption, ensuring that tech expansion does not
undermine state and local clean energy targets.

3. Grid Reliability and Blackout Prevention: Utilities must establish clear protocols prioritizing residential and
essential service access. In times of extreme demand or grid strain, utilities should be required to curtail or shut
off power to large data centers to prevent public blackouts.

4. Transparency in Utility Planning: Utilities must provide increased transparency and public disclosure during
long-term planning processes for high-load connections, allowing local communities and stakeholders full
visibility into potential impacts.

5. Rejection of Rate Increases Driven by High-Load Customers: Regulatory bodies should reject any utility
requests for electric rate increases if the utility has actively taken on large high-load customers, ensuring existing
customers are not forced to cover higher costs.

Thank you for your time, consideration, and commitment to protecting consumer rights and grid stability.
Sincerely,

Sean Jones

Regarding docket #: UE-260162:

It is abhorrent that any data centers, amidst clesr concerns from the public, are being considered. In a state that
frequently experiences droughts and relies on agriculture, this should be unimaginable. There are numerous
better uses of funds for energy usage. At minimum, the UTC must:

* Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

* Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use

* Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts
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* Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

* Reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers

* Ensure water is prioritized for people over corporations

Data centers are a colossal waste of money and destructive to our already depleted environment. Future
generations will look back on these moments as pivotal to determining the longevity of a healthy human race. I
hope you are on the right side of history.

Thank you,
Dr. Sara Pardej

Regarding docket #: UE-260162,

I'd prefer absolutely no data centers in eastern WA, but if we must have them it is critically important that
households--already stretched to their limits!--are not subsidizing corporate costs and that we protect our
ecosystem.

Large electric power users must pay all of their own costs including the cost of upgrades, even if those upgrades
benefit everyone. They should fund renewable energy sources to match 100% of their electric use. If there is to
be a blackout, shut off the data centers' power first! And frankly they should pay more than residents.

Brigid Strait Johns, Spokane

Dear Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission,

I am writing to submit a public comment regarding Docket UE-260162.

As a resident of Spokane County, I am deeply concerned about the potential impacts that large electric load
users, such as data centers, could have on our community. I respectfully ask the Commission to prioritize
Washington residents and carefully consider whether facilities with extremely high electricity demands should
be allowed to locate in areas where they could place additional strain on our existing electrical infrastructure.
My concerns include:

* The potential for residential customers to bear the costs of new transmission lines, substations, and other
infrastructure needed to serve these large industrial users.

* Increased pressure on the electric grid, especially during periods of high demand or emergencies such as
wildfires and extreme weather.

* The possibility of higher electricity rates for families and small businesses if the full costs of serving these
facilities are not borne by the companies themselves.

* The long-term impacts on community resources, including land, water, and overall quality of life.

* The concern that local residents could experience reduced reliability or increased costs while large corporations
receive access to enormous amounts of electricity.

Our family has recently experienced the devastating impacts of the Spokane wildfires, including being under
evacuation orders and dealing with the uncertainty that comes when our electrical system is already under
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tremendous stress. That experience reinforced just how essential a reliable power grid is for public safety,
homes, and local businesses. It is difficult to understand why our region would take on additional massive
electrical demands before ensuring that existing residents have a resilient, reliable, and affordable electrical
system.

I respectfully urge the Commission to not approve additional large electric load users in our area. If any are
considered, they should be required to:

* Pay 100% of the costs associated with the infrastructure necessary to serve them.

» Demonstrate that their operations will not increase electricity rates for residential customers or small
businesses.

» Demonstrate that they will not reduce the reliability or resilience of the electrical grid for existing customers.

* Be subject to thorough public review with meaningful opportunities for community input before approval.
Our electrical system should first and foremost serve the people and businesses who already live and work here.
Decisions made today will affect our communities for decades. I respectfully ask the Commission to put
Washington residents first by protecting our electrical infrastructure, keeping electricity affordable, and ensuring
that large industrial power users do not negatively impact the communities they seek to locate in.

Thank you for your time and for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Elise Sletager

To whom it may concern,

In regards to the data center that is planning to be built in Spokane (#UE-260162), I have the following requests:
* The data center pays for all of their own electricity costs and that the price of electricity won't raise for the
people of Spokane to cover the data center's usage

* The data center funds renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use

» Utilities shut off power to data centers before anyone else's power to prevent blackouts

» Utilities are transparent with the public during the planning process

* Reject requests for electricity rate increases if large-load electricity users are added

Sincerely,

Heidi Schoonover

Please do not approve data centers or large load customers to use power provided by the public utility.
Thank you
Julia Stanley

Greetings,
Regarding the upcoming LLC workshop, I encourage the Commission to consider the following policy
recommendations:

Page 20 of 58



Case: 260162

Pamela
Meyer

Gigi G

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

E-mail

E-mail

1. The UTC could require large-load customers, like data centers, to fund all incremental transmission and
distribution upgrades through upfront contributions or adequate financial security, ensuring existing ratepayers
are never left with stranded costs.

2. Create an optional "flexible service" tariff that rewards customers willing to curtail or shift load during peak
demand or system emergencies in exchange for faster interconnection or lower rates.

3. Require phased energization, allowing facilities to increase demand only as contracted infrastructure and
generation come online, rather than energizing their full requested capacity on day one.

4. Encourage or require behind-the-meter resources, including battery storage, on-site or contracted renewable
energy generation, and waste heat recovery, to reduce peak demand and improve overall system resilience.

5. Establish periodic demand verification so utilities can reclaim reserved capacity from projects that consistently
fail to utilize their contracted load, preventing speculative queue reservations.

I believe that these measures would promote investment while preserving reliability, protecting existing
customers, and encouraging large energy users to become active partners in grid management rather than passive
consumers of capacity. This way we can reduce the apparent tension between ratepayers and industry and create
more alignment.

Thank you for considering these comments.

Kellen Lynch
206-384-2135
www.newstorystudio.org | Port Townsend, WA

External Email

Sent from my iPhone

1 am very much against data centers bring built for big corporations. Due to increased noise and water issues -
tge increased amount needed to cool these places and the increased pollution of the water discharged by these
places. Also the increased cost put on the public to subsidize their cost.

Acres and acres of these businesses will have horrendous harm to the environment and its citizens. So not in my
backyard, city, county or state. They only increase employment while they are being built and employ few after
that. I see no benefit for our state.

I am writing to let you know that I am against large data centers and believe there should be a statewide
moratorium on new centers. I am against data centers on land and in space, but I need to stay focused.

Data centers (DC) only benefit the big tech bro and their organizations.

DCs create heat islands. Spokane is already too hot and dry
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DCs are noisy

The pollute air and water

They drain a communities water source

Construction blasting has damaged foundations

Land is stolen by eminent domain to lay new power lines

Long term job creation is dismal

Short term, transient labor to build DC cause HOUSING SHORTAGE because workers need a place to live.
DC:s stifle new businesses due to lack of housing, higher utilities bills, and decrease in community services
Etc...etc...

Spokane cannot afford data centers. Esp after these fires. DCs destroy communities, steal tax dollars and
resources and raise costs.

They provide no benefits and will be stealing resources needed to rebuild communities after fires.

Sincerely.
Gigi

The following eleven chapters examine the systemic pressures of modern industrial expansion, tracing its impact
from historical utility foundations to current grid and resource constraints. Each section evaluates the technical,
financial, and regulatory realities driving large-scale data center deployment across the region. Ultimately, this
work provides a structured framework to protect finite resources and safeguard human agency against rapid
technocratic acceleration.

Chapter 1: The Wattage of Our Lives
We live by the rhythm of the river, the turn of the seasons, and the simple fact that a community is built on

people, not wires. For generations, the water and power generated here sustained our families, our farms, and our
daily lives. That was the normal agreement of living in this region.
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That agreement is being broken.

Massive industrial data centers and artificial intelligence server complexes are moving into our backyard. They
are consuming blocks of electricity and millions of gallons of water that belong to the people who live here. This
is not about technological progress. It is an industrial land grab. It is an attempt by corporate boards and Wall
Street funds to enclose our common resources and leave us to pay the price.

The direction is clear. If we let them drain our water, spike our utility rates, and turn our valleys into automated
utility corridors, the human footprint here will shrink. Families will be priced out. Communities will empty out.

The land will be handed over to machines.

The time to look at what is happening is right now, before the switches are permanently thrown and our home is
taken from us.

## Chapter 2: The Rivers We Share
Water is life in this valley. Before the grid was drawn on maps, the river shaped everything we built. It watered
the orchards, fed the livestock, and sustained the towns that grew along its banks. We understood our place in

that cycle.

Now, that water is being diverted to cool racks of servers that serve people thousands of miles away. Millions of
gallons vanish every day into closed-loop cooling towers, turning our lifeblood into exhaust.

When the local water table drops, the wells run dry for the people who actually live here. Agriculture takes the
first hit, followed by residential taps. This is not a drought caused by the weather. It is a drought manufactured

by consumption. Every gallon sent to a server farm is a gallon stolen from a family, a farm, and the future of this
land.

## Chapter 3: The Grid and the Iron

Power used to mean a light switch turning on in a farmhouse or a small factory running a shift. It was a local
loop, balanced and shared.

The new arrivals operate on a different scale entirely. They demand continuous baseload power that equals the
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output of entire cities. To feed them, utilities sign secret contracts, bypass public hearings, and shift the cost
burden onto residential ratepayers.

Your power bill goes up while your service becomes less reliable. Rolling brownouts and constrained capacity
become the new normal, not because the energy isn't produced here, but because it is funneled away before it
reaches your door. The infrastructure of our region is being harnessed to break our backs.

## Chapter 4: Promises Made in Boardrooms

When the representatives of these tech companies come to town, they speak the language of progress. They
promise jobs during construction, property tax windfalls, and economic revitalization. They paint a picture of a
modern partnership.

None of those promises survive contact with reality. The construction jobs go to traveling contractors who bring
their own crews and leave when the concrete cures. The permanent jobs inside a data center can often be counted
on two hands—mostly security guards and remote technicians monitoring screens.

The tax windfalls, when they materialize, are swallowed up by the massive public subsidies granted to lure them
here in the first place. We give away our tax base to buy our own displacement. It is a bad trade by any measure,
engineered by distant executives who will never have to drink from a dry well or pay a tripled power bill.

## Chapter 5: The Quiet Emptying
Communities do not vanish overnight. They erode slowly, household by household, auction by auction.

When utility rates double and water becomes a luxury, the math changes for working families. Young people
look at the cost of living and decide they cannot stay. Older residents on fixed incomes find themselves priced
out of homes their grandparents built.

Small businesses close because their customer base has thinned out. The local diner, the hardware store, the feed
and seed—they all rely on a living, breathing population to survive. When the people are pushed out, the town
dies with them. What remains is a ghost landscape flanked by windowless, humming fortress boxes that produce
nothing tangible for the people who stayed behind.
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## Chapter 6: The Economics of Extraction

Wall Street does not see a valley when it looks at our home. It sees a balance sheet.

Private equity funds and institutional investors view rural communities as sacrifice zones—places where land is
cheap, regulations are weak, and resources can be extracted with minimal friction. They take the value out and
leave the liabilities behind.

The local economy gets hollowed out to feed an international digital architecture. Every gigawatt of power and

every acre-foot of water turned into data profits flows outward, leaving behind depleted aquifers, strained public
services, and communities forced to subsidize the very entities destroying them.

## Chapter 7: The Myth of the Cloud

They call it the cloud, as if it floats harmlessly in the sky, weightless and clean.

In reality, the cloud is heavy. It weighs millions of tons of concrete, miles of copper and fiber, and millions of
gallons of river water. It burns coal and gas, stresses electrical grids, and leaves massive heat signatures across
our valleys.

By hiding the physical reality of digital technology behind pleasant metaphors, the architects of this system keep

the public from seeing the physical destruction happening in real time. When you pull back the curtain, the cloud
is just an industrial smokestack disguised as a server rack.

## Chapter 8: The Silence of the Regulators

The agencies meant to protect the public interest have turned into administrative tollbooths for corporate
expansion.

State utility commissions and local planning boards are routinely outmatched, outfunded, and often co-opted by

the legal teams representing trillion-dollar corporations. Environmental impact statements are rubber-stamped.
Public comment periods are treated as formalities to be endured rather than listened to.
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When the people appeal for protection, they find that the rules were rewritten years ago to favor the extraction.
The oversight bodies that should stand between us and corporate overreach have become facilitators of our
displacement.

## Chapter 9: The Resistance of the Soil

Despite everything, the land still holds memory. It remembers what it is to be farmed, tended, and lived on by
people who care about its future.

Resistance here is not about stopping progress for the sake of it. It is about defending the fundamental right to
exist where you were born and where you built your life. It is about saying that a server farm is not more

valuable than a family farm, and that algorithms do not outrank human beings.

Across the valley, people are waking up to what is happening. They are showing up to meetings, comparing
notes, and refusing to sell out their neighbors for a quick corporate payout. That grit is our best defense.

## Chapter 10: The Choice Before Us

We stand at a fork in the road, and only one path leads to our survival.

If we stay passive, if we let fatigue and intimidation keep us silent, the transformation of our home into an
automated corridor will finish itself. The water will be gone, the power will be routed elsewhere, and our towns
will become footnotes in corporate history books.

If we choose to act, we still have leverage. We outnumber them. We own the land, even if they hold the

mortgages. We have the power to demand public accountability, halt illegal diversions, and revoke the
welcoming mat we never meant to lay out in the first place.

## Chapter 11: Clearing the Board

The bill comes due every day. And the future looks bleak.
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Look at what is being left behind when the digital server footprint moves in. The displacement is not collateral
damage. It is the design. When a system strips away the water, the power, and the economic survival of a region,
the people are forced out. The fewer human beings left in the path of the extraction, the easier it is for corporate
boards to control the land.

When local families get priced out by utility spikes and water shortages, they leave. When small farms shut
down because the grid can no longer support them, the towns empty out. That is not a coincidence. It is a
systematic clearing of the board.

This means removing everything in the way so a new game can be played on an empty surface. It is the
deliberate removal of human presence, local homes, and independent communities so that corporate and digital
server farms can take over without pushback.

When water rights are stripped, power is diverted, and families are forced out by rising costs, the land is
effectively wiped clean. What is left is an empty, unresisting space designed exclusively for machines and
absentee owners.

What is truly at stake here is the survival of our homes, our communities, and our right to decide our own future.
We are risking the loss of the places where we raise our families, the water that sustains our land, and the

freedom to live without being displaced by corporate algorithms.

The future they are building does not have room for a thriving local population. If you take away th

I'm writing regarding docket # UE-260162, the data center in the Spokane area.

I have many concerns regarding this proposed project.

Specifically, I'm concerned about rate increases, and the potential for the local rate payers to end up footing the

bill for the infrastructure required by this project.

I am requesting that you require the data center to pay for all of its own costs up front so they don't end up being
dumped on rate payers, and reject any requests by the electric companies for rate increases.

I am reading that power outages are an issue for communities that have these monstrous facilities, and so I would
request that you require that power be cut to these centers to prevent blackouts.

I urge you to require that all discussions around the planning for these facilities be made public information.

Thank you for your attention.
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Jeanie Ehrig

Docket # UE-260162
Dear UTC Regulators:

In regards to large energy users such as mega data centers, please require utilities to provide increased
transparency during the planning process.

Please reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers.

Please require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs and infrastructure.

Please require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use.
Please require that utilities shut off power to data center in order to prevent blackouts or wildfires.

Thank you for your time,

Gail H Enomoto-Souza

docket# UE-260162

Regarding data centers:
- Large electric power users must pay for all of their own costs

-These large power users need to help devise money and infrastructure for renewable energy sources that will
cover 100% of their own electricity use

- To prevent blackouts, utilities must shut off power to these data centers
- During the planning processes, utilities must provide transparency

- NO electric rate increases when the utility is adding large load customers
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I am very concerned about the impact of data centers by large load customers on electrical rates, water supplies,
and the environment.

The UTC should:

* Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

* Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
* Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

* Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

* Reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers

Craig Fobes

Please protect residential consumers by ensuing that data centers and other large load projects don’t comprise our
electricity infrastructure, and that they don’t add to greenhouse gas emissions. Residential rates should not
increase so that someone else can make big profits. They should also not compromise our precious water supply.
Every year we're asked to conserve water by not watering our yards, washing our cars, taking shorter showers,
and planting drought resistant plants. Commercial ventures must not be allowed to profit by taking our essential
freshwater.

Data centers also contribute to noise pollution & heat islands which destroys quality of life for residents.

Please, please protect Washington residents, and the entire planet by putting regulations in place to prevent
unfair profiteering by the few at the expense of the many.

Paula Culler

Please please implement regulations that protect our infrastructure and keep our bills manageable.

I am concerned with the following points and hope you will take all these into consideration.

* Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

* Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
* Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

* Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

* Reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers

Most important, cut the tax incentives, they can afford it!

Regards,
Valerie Young-Dorshorst
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To: Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission (UTC) Docket Number: UE-260162

Dear Commissioners,

I am writing as a resident and ratepayer in Kittitas County to voice strong concerns regarding the influx of large
industrial electric loads, particularly commercial data centers, into Puget Sound Energy’s (PSE) service area.
Household power rates in our region are already high. Existing residential customers should not bear the
financial or operational burdens created by massive, energy-intensive commercial developments.

As the Commission evaluates regulatory frameworks under Docket UE-260162, I urge you to mandate the
following protections:

* Direct Cost Allocation: Ensure large-load entities bear 100% of the costs for their required infrastructure,
transmission upgrades, and expanded generation capacity. Residential utility bills must be completely protected
from subsidizing commercial infrastructure.

* Clean Energy Sourcing Requirements: Require new large-load power users to fully procure or directly fund
100% matching, clean renewable energy generation to cover their energy consumption without straining existing
power reserves.

* Service Curtailment Prioritization: Implement tariff provisions requiring utilities to interrupt or curtail power to
non-essential commercial data centers during peak load events or regional energy shortages. Residential heating,
light, medical equipment, and essential home needs must always be prioritized over corporate data operations
during periods of grid scarcity.

* Protection Against Unfair Rate Increases: Reject any general rate increases requested by utilities if those
increases stem from adding or supporting new large-load commercial accounts.

* Planning and Load Transparency: Require full public disclosability and transparency in long-term resource
planning, transmission queue requests, and projected load impacts before major interconnections receive
regulatory approval.

Utility oversight must prioritize basic public service and residential stability over commercial convenience.
Thank you for taking these protections into account as you finalize policy in Docket UE-260162.

Sincerely,

Charles E Oliver

To: Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission (UTC) Docket Number: UE-260162

Dear Commissioners,

I am a resident of Kittitas County writing to express serious concerns regarding the integration and impacts of
large electric load users, such as data centers, on Puget Sound Energy’s (PSE) service territory. Residential
electricity rates in Kittitas County are already a significant financial burden for local families. Household
consumers must not be forced to subsidize the infrastructure and energy demands of massive commercial
entities, nor should our basic service reliability be compromised for corporate data processing.

I strongly urge the Commission to adopt regulations in Docket UE-260162 that incorporate the following
safeguards:

« Strict Cost Allocation ("Polluter/User Pays"): Require large-load users to fully fund 100% of the transmission
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upgrades, generation capacity expansion, and grid infrastructure required to serve them. Residential ratepayers
must be completely ring-fenced from these costs.

* 100% Renewable Energy Matching: Require large-load customers to fully fund and procure 100% matching,
clean energy resources to offset their specific power draw, ensuring they do not derail Washington’s clean
energy goals or drive up regional supply costs.

* Priority Curtailment ("Lives Over Bytes"): Enforce mandatory tariff provisions requiring utilities to interrupt or
shut down power to non-essential large load users during peak demand events or grid scarcity before any
residential service is reduced or browned out. Essential human needs, home heating, cooling, and medical
devices must take absolute priority over data processing.

* Conditional Rate Protections: Automatically reject any requested utility rate increases or cost recovery
mechanisms if the utility is actively interconnecting or expanding service to new large-load customers.

» Enhanced Planning Transparency: Mandate complete public transparency in utility load forecasting,
interconnect queues, and resource planning processes so communities can evaluate the real impact of prospective
large-load projects before commitments are finalized.

Public utilities must prioritize public well-being over corporate convenience. Please protect residential ratepayers
from unfair price hikes and unreliable service as you finalize policy under Docket UE-260162.

Sincerely,

Michelle Denton

Please reject any large data centers propose near Spokane. The true impacts are being felt all over the country
despite the "earnest" promises made by the corporations. Corporations are people said the Supreme Court, only
they can't go to jail for lying, misrepresenting or failing to mitigate the damage the do.

Sincerely,

Patricia Masterson

I am writing this to ask our UTC regulators to strongly oppose adding the proposed new large consumers/ data
centers to our existing grids. AVISTA in particular has a finite resource. With the area currently growing at a fast
rate. The Small dams in our area can not produce enough electricity to support these huge users to be added. The
Spokane river flows are in a decline as well.

I am all in for these users to be placed along the Snake and Columbia rivers near the dams using Bonneville as a
direct supplier. Taking the place of the Aluminum smelters of the past. BPA is better suited for these big users.
Locating them away from major population centers makes sense as well.

Please do NOT support adding these huge electricity users to our existing grids. Rolling blackouts, increased
rates AGAIN, this is a loose loose for Spokane and surrounding communities under Avista’s control. Our river
and our pocket books will not support them.

Thank You,
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Please prevent large load data centers from coming to Spokane.
The local residents should not subsidize this BILLION dollar industry.
Please require any large load customers provide their own energy supply (solar or wind turbines).

Our local county commissioners do not have our best interests in mind and are willing to sell out Spokane’s
water supply, give tax breaks, and make the locals subsidize a BILLION dollar industry. UNACCEPTABLE!

Spokane County should not move forward with the planned data center (Docket UE-260162) It's unconscionable
to move forward--or even to consider-- these centers in the midst of these destructive fires that will only persist
and worsen with the squandering of our natural resources. Not only will this project be detrimental to the
environment but will also impact the costs of our utilities. You must protect the infrastructure the residents of
Spokane County rely on. Do not allow these data centers to make billions off our resources while off-loading the
costs to the residents of Spokane County.

I oppose the construction of any new hyperscale data centers in the Spokane & Kootenai region. These facilities
would consume enormous amounts of electricity and water while threatening residents with higher costs and
major infrastructure burdens. Please ban these projects and reject all permits, tax breaks, subsidies, and public
infrastructure support connected to them. Our water, affordable power, and public resources must be protected
for residents and local businesses.

Docket UE-260162. I am concerned about the rising costs of energy and strain on our environment that a new
data center would create. We need to protect our climate from added 02 emissions and our community from
being priced out. I am concerned about infrasound, I have complex health issues and this could threaten my
wellbeing. I do not support any new data centers and especially not if they are not supplying and paying for their
own power. If they are coming they should not get a tax break or be able to draw from our energy supply. They
will put too much strain on our community and our grid.

Re Docket UE-260162: I am asking the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission to ensure that data
centers pay their own costs and do not raise residential electricity rates or threaten reliable service or threaten
vital water supplies where we are experiencing a severe drought and a tragic wildfire complex. Any proposed
project must be required to complete a comprehensive environmental assessment before being granted approval.
Thank you for your consideration during this extremely tragic time in our community.

Page 32 of 58



Case: 260162

Jhessail
Haithcock

Dominic
Villareal

Lauren
Morris

Riley

Oliver
McKenna

8/11/2026 4:10 PM

Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

Web

Web

Web

Web
Web

It is of utmost importance that data center impact on communities be minimized. Their electric usage cannot be
permitted to cause rate increases for our state's residents, nor should we allow them to cause environmental
harm, which WA has been attempting to address for years.

Hi my name is Dominic and I live in rural Eastern WA and I’ve been here for 13 years now. I’'m a homeowner
and I own and operate a small business with a brick and mortar in Pullman. Since I’ve started my business in
2019, I’ve operated storefronts in downtown Spokane, Colfax, and now Pullman. My community is what
supports my livelihood and is deeply important to me, along with the infrastructure that supports us. I’ve seen
firsthand over the last decade just how easily that infrastructure can be negatively affected by natural disasters
like wind storms, or more recently when a farmer accidentally broke a gas line south of Colfax. It is more fragile
than we would like to imagine, and so therefore I am writing here to ask that our leadership please implement
regulations that will protect our electricity infrastructure and residential electric rates for years to come. Any
decision allowing large electrical power users like data centers to establish themselves among the existing
infrastructure should be considered extensively in in’s immediate and ongoing impacts. A decision to allow a
data center, specifically, will establish precedent in our community and across the state, and so I think it’s
especially important that we consider the effects on the residents who depend on the electrical infrastructure to
survive, and the communities it will impact, along with the resources they are reliant upon. First and foremost, I
request ongoing transparency and cooperation with the public in our decision making and planning processes,
and that large electric power users are never prioritized above households or small businesses as we are all equal.
Second, we ought to consider the environmental impact of our lands which are currently already being wrought
by fires, and drought, and our waterways that have in the past been polluted by private entities. Let’s make good
decisions for ourselves and our neighbors. Furthermore, we should consider that large load energy consumers
like data centers can cause excessive nuisance in noise, and the potential for a stressed system that was not
designed for that kinda of pull, which could result in blackouts during times of greater need, nor would it be fair
to increase the rates of regular users (new and existing) to subsidize a larger load consumer like a data center
which would be drastically disproportionate in its use. More logically, I think that we should consider how other
communities around the country have been affected by data centers. Whatever decision we make here will
continue to have its affects now and in the future for our children, so let’s please make them proud.

This comment is regarding Docket UE-260162. I am writing to say that large customers should have to pay their
own costs to operate, this cost should NOT be passed along to the people. I believe that alternatives should be
explored before any contracts are approved.

I want large customers to pay their own costs and alternatives should be evaluated before contracts get approved.
I am commenting on docket #UE-260162

Data centers are a grossly wasteful and unnecessary addition to any and all communities. The fact that data
centers continue to pop up across the country in small, rural communities and devastate the local economies and
quality of life for all residents is appalling. In 2023, data centers consumed about 4.4% of *all* US electricity,
according to the DOE. That number is expected to double or triple by 2028, meaning close to 1/10th of all
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electricity produced in the US will be freely given to data centers instead of to people that are in desperate need.
Power companies across the country have begun urging their customers to minimize their power usage so they
can instead reroute that energy to these data centers. When companies aimed at providing a service to citizens
start setting their sights instead to data centers, they are showing that they do not care about the people they
previously served. They are chasing the money while shirking their communities. This cannot be allowed to
happen.

The upkeep for data centers is wholly impossible. It takes tens of millions of dollars to operate yearly, but with
the drastic rise in prices for the parts needed to support these data centers, the cost to replace and upgrade them
potentially rises into the billions if not trillions. Companies like Nvidia, Sandisk, Western Digital, have all
pledged to providing their products to these data centers, causing consumer computer prices to skyrocket into
nearly unattainable prices. Just for RAM alone, prices have nearly doubled or tripled in less than two years.

I could take at length about the environmental impact of data centers, but I would far exceed my allotted
character limit. I will link the source at the bottom, but according to a study from the University of Chicago, a
community in Canton, Mississippi reported lung irritation, difficulty breathing, and dust accumulation across
their city. The data center built there by Amazon drew millions of gallons of water *daily,* stressing their local
ecosystem to an even greater extent than it was prior. These data centers appear in small rural communities that
believe they'll bolster their economy but instead latch onto the resources like a leech, draining everything it can
while forcing the residents out of their dwellings. There is a distinct and insulting lack of humanity in the
companies that seek to build, maintain and provide for these data centers and will only lead to catastrophic
personal, economic and environmental losses, all of which can never be regained.

Data centers still remain a largely ambiguous term, with no real qualifier given to the type of data they store and
maintain; the data could range from simple user info for websites all the way to surveillance data collected by
private companies like Flock or Palantir, both of which are an invasive and generally unwelcome addition to
modern life.

If and when you decide to ignore the pleas of the people in these communities in order to receive a handout from
the companies ordering the construction of these centers, I hope you take a moment to really consider what it is
you're greenlighting. You are not greenlighting a construction project, you are signing a death warrant for the
community it will occupy. There are no long-term jobs to be had, there are no environmental benefits to be seen.
They are the harbinger of death, signalling to everyone that there is more value in harming them than there is in
providing for them.

Do not make this mistake.

https://sustainabilitydialogue.uchicago.edu/news/data-centers-pollution-and-the-communities-left-behind/
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I urge you to place a moratorium on permitting for large load/data center development until the public and
regulators can be assured in legally binding ways that concerns regarding the power grid, environmental impacts
and financial incentives offered to developers can be brought out of the shadows and exposed to public scrutiny.

Docket UE-260162 I want large customers to pay their own costs and that alternatives should be evaluated
before any contracts are approved.

You must ensure that data centers pay their own costs and do not raise residential electricity rates or threaten
reliable service. Thank you for protecting our service
Docket UE-260162.

We need to stop building data centers until we understand how to control Al. Further, these centers consume
massive amounts of water, a resource we shouldn't use lightly, and potentially leak contaminants into local soils
and waterways.

They create sound pollution, and dont offer any benefit to the individuals in the community. This is a move to
make money with no thought put into the impact on residents, nor has anyone weighed the so-called benefits of
introducing such an invasive industry.

Hello,

The Spokane community has spoken openly about our desire to NOT have a large scale data center in our area.
Avista has requested many rate increases over the years. Our local energy needs are monopolized by this for-
profit company.

Any large scale customers coming into our area need to have their energy needs provided by renewable energy
sources that are disconnected from our grid. Our water access also need sto be protected. If the wildfires aren't
enough to convince you, I don't know what would be.

I am requesting that the WUTC:

1. require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

. require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use

. require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

. require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

. reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently in the process of increasing rates, and
reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is added large load customers

6. Reject shell LLCs from hiding who the large load customer is, including those registered out of states like
Wyoming.

DWW N

In response to Docket UE-260162, I urge you to ban new hyperscale data centers in the Spokane-Kootenai
region, reject all public support and permitting for them, and require large commercial customers to pay their
own costs after evaluating all alternatives to protect our local water, energy, and community resources. NO
DATA CENTERS
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I am vehemently opposed to Al data centers: they are a scourge environmentally and socially. At the very least,
these rapacious large electric power users must be required to pay for all of their own costs, and fund renewable
energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use.

Utilities should be required to shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts. Also, requests for
electric rate increases should indicate if the utility is adding large load customers, with total transparency in the
planning process so that we are not blindsided by these projects.

I want large customers to pay their own costs and that new costs should not be passed on to consumers through
rate increases. And, alternatives should be evaluated before any contracts for data centers are approved.

I oppose the construction of any new hyperscale data centers in the Spokane & Kootenai region. I want large
customers to pay their own costs, alternatives should be evaluated before any contracts are approved. These
facilities would consume enormous amounts of electricity and water while threatening residents with higher
costs and major infrastructure burdens. Please ban these projects and reject all permits, tax breaks, subsidies, and
public infrastructure support connected to them. Our water, affordable power, and public resources must be
protected for residents and local businesses.

I am writing to you as a concerned resident of Spokane County to express my strong opposition to the proposed
data center development in our community. I urge you to halt this project and prioritize the establishment of
comprehensive rules and regulations for all large load buildings, including a cap on megawatt consumption for
data centers and infrastructure moving forward. We need more than a 9 month pause, we want a halt and
protection for this fast moving tech.

Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

2. Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
3. Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

4. Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

5. Reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently in the process of increasing rates,
and reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is added large load customers

6. Reject shell LLCs from securing sites to build a large scale data center or putting in large load requests,
especially from states such as Wyoming, New Mexico, Delaware and Nevada.

7. Any LLC wishing to build must have a prior track record of successfully building a data center or have
previously placed large load requests.

8. These LLCs must share their data on the full costs vs estimated costs during the building phase and what
current community concerns are about their usage and facility.

9. Full transparency must be a requirement in your communication to/from any LLCs.

10. NO NDA's with these facilities or LLCs are allowed.
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Docket UE-260162 and I want large customers to pay their own costs and that alternatives should be evaluated
before any contracts are approved. It’s absolutely insane that this even a proposal up for debate. This kills the
water supply for EVERYONE. including the people pushing it. And I’'m not sure you’ve seen but our whole
state is on fire. Please explain how limiting water for a DATA CENTER is in the best interest of the community
as a whole

I oppose the construction of any new "hyperscale" data centers in the Spokane-Kootenai region. These facilities
would consume enormous amounts of electricity and water while threatening residents with higher costs and
major infrastructure burdens. Please ban these projects and reject all permits, tax breaks, subsidies, and public
infrastructure support connected to them. Our water, affordable power, and public resources must be protected
for residents and local businesses.

UE-260162

I am commenting today on new large loads on our power grid. If any new large load such as a data center, they
should be responsible for their own power costs, that do not burden residential users. These organizations should
also be responsible for funding renewable energy resources that match their load. Residential and other users
should not be impacted with brown outs or black outs to maintain the load for data centers.

New increases in energy rates for residential consumers should not be increased to accommodate infrastructure
for new large loads on the system such as data centers and hyperscalers.

Please oppose Al centers in the Spokane region for the following reasons:

1) Al centers are built for private profit and should not be subsidized by Avista or other public utilities and their
customers.

2) Al is being imposed on citizens. We have no choice to opt out if we use the internet that we now must use to
fully participate in society, school, and government agencies. Because of this, our devices and programs create
"demand" for Al regardless of our intent. This must be changed. We should not be forced to use a technology we
do not want.

3) The Spokane River already runs dry seasonally due to existing demand and availability. We should not allow
new high-demand water users which will further disrupt the Spokane River and further threaten the re-
establishment of salmon runs.

I am writing in support of strong protections for residential ratepayers as the UTC develops policies for large
electricity users, including data centers.

Large-load customers should be placed in a separate rate class and required to pay all costs caused by their
projects, including interconnection studies, substations, transmission upgrades, and other infrastructure. Existing
customers should not be left paying for stranded assets if a project is delayed, downsized, or abandoned. The
Commission should require upfront payments, long-term contracts, collateral, and exit fees.
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The UTC should also require public disclosure of requested power demand, expected timelines, infrastructure
costs, backup generation, efficiency measures, and duplicate applications in other utility territories. Demand
forecasts should be binding, with penalties for major inaccuracies.

Large-load customers receiving faster interconnection or discounted rates should also be required to reduce
demand when the grid is strained.

Finally, because the Commission recognizes that large loads can affect water availability but is not addressing
water use in this docket, I ask the UTC to open a separate proceeding on data-center water consumption and
related public costs. Spokane County is in the middle of a SEVERE drought, and these data centers use
MASSIVE amounts of water every day!

Please ensure that data centers - not Washington families -pay the full cost and bear the full risk of serving their
projects.

Hello. I request that the UTC:

1.require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

2. require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use

3. require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

4. require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

5. reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently in the process of increasing rates, and
reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is added large load customers

As a resident of Spokane Valley, I believe it is in the best interest of both the community and the environment, to
postpone any and all data center construction. These proposed data centers have a tremendous negative impact
on the public's water supply and in increasing the frequency of droughts. Furthermore these data centers generate
a greater burden on an already weakened and outdated grid. By allowing these data centers to enter our
community our families, neighbors, and friends will be forced into paying heightened electrical bills each month,
to repair a grid that we did not incur damage upon ourselves. I hope you will take this message into consideration
when making a final decision on this topic, thank you.

I am referencing docket #UE-260162. Avista Utilities, located in Spokane, WA, has entered into talks to build a
data center within Spokane County/City. I am deeply opposed to this for many reasons. Firstly, the
environmental impact of data centers is concerning, especially in an area that is already under drought
restrictions. The added cost to local customers when data centers are built is tremendous and unfair, especially
when costs of living across the board have risen dramatically. The noise from data centers can be heard up to two
miles away. Any center would disrupt basic living for people and wildlife. This is bad for our community, our
environment, our water, our wildlife.
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In reference to Docket UE-260162. I want large customers to pay their own costs and that alternatives should be
evaluated before any contracts are approved.

Hello Commission,

I'm sorry to be writing this on the last day of comment for Docket UE-260162, but as a soon-to-be-retired on a
fixed income rate payer, I'm deeply concerned about the effect of unfettered (and unnecessary!) growth of Al
data centers on utility rates.

I'm writing to ask you to do your utmost to ensure that data center growth requires data centers to pay for all
associated costs, including grid upgrades and new renewable power, as opposed to purchase of our limited
hydropower that's already under pressure from growth of necessary uses like electric vehicles and heat pumps for
every-day ratepayers, not for-profit hyperscaler Al data centers.

I just heard about this docket item today, after only yesterday reading the Seattle City Light Review board's Rate
Path analysis in which includes a slide showing that about 1/3 of anticipated demand growth would come from
data centers, and that's in Seattle, not the eastern part of the state where most data center growth, and much larger
data centers, is happening (and was written well before the proposal for new hyperscalers in Seattle

surfaced). The City Light document forecasts roughly 10% per year increases in electricity costs, which would
put paid to an even remotely comfortable retirement for me and many others.

Iurge the UTC to do everything in their power to push these costs off regular rate payers and onto data centers
and their owners (generally multi-billion and trillion dollar companies like Microsoft, Amazon, and Google), and
to ensure that hyperscaler data centers in WA state pay for new renewable power, as opposed to claiming
sustainability on the backs of other ratepayers, and forcing utilities to purchase expensive and climate-polluting
fossil fuel power elsewhere.

Thank you for having this on the docket.

Alice Lockhart
206-427-7884

Concerning docket #: UE-260162. Please implement regulations that will protect our electricity infrastructure
and residential electric rates, especially from power-hungry data centers.

I am commenting about docket ue-260162. I want large customers to pay their own costs and I want alternatives
to be evaluated before any contracts are approved

I am commenting about docket ue-260162. I want large customers to pay their own costs and I want alternatives
to be evaluated before any contracts are approved
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How could any company agree to sell 40% of its power generating capacity to one project, to the exclusion of
the rate payers that depend on their service. Avista is willing to agree to supply power to a data center with the
understanding that even during extreme weather they will cut off the people to keep the data center operating at
full capacity. Letting the general population suffer without heat or cooling as the weather dictates. When the
weather gets to -20 houses will freeze, people will freeze, and no power to be able to buy gasoline to be able to
drive anywhere to escape. I have asked these questions and these were the answers. Data centers will eat up 40%
of the power grid, and use a huge amount of water from the Spokane aquafer that is being stressed even now.
They know that wind, solar, or any other "green" power supply cannot fill the gap. Think about Texas a few
years ago when the weather turned cold and there wasn't enough power being generated, and *green" energy
couldn't fill the gaps. Common sense needs to be used now to prevent useless deaths, and unneeded costs in
repair to the buildings due to the power blackouts. Just because you can, doesn't make it a good idea. Stop the
data centers. Even they admit that they are a negative power drain and will never produce a product. Stop and
think about the elderly, homeless, lower income , landlords, homeowners, businesses that will be effected for no
other reason than someone thinks these power grabbing centers are a good idea. They ain't. They are a grab for
money. It is a time to protect our way of life. Forty percent of existing generating capacity. and the " green" folks
want to remove the dams on the rivers. None of it makes sense. Please stop the useless grabs. Just because you
can, doesn't make it a good idea.

Docket# UE-260162

I am very concerned about adding any large load power user to our power grid in Eastern Washington. Our
infrastructure is already at or near capacity. The Spokane river has been experiencing declining flows. Thus
making our dams a less reliable source for power.

Making these large load customers pay all expenses for infrastructure. Cutting power to these large load users
before existing customers is critical as well. It seems that BPA would be better suited to handle these customers.
Possibly locating these huge consumers next to BPA lines along the Columbia river.

Please keep our existing and residential customers like me. First in line and priority before adding these new
huge consumers to our grids.

Sincerely, Duane Statler

Spokane, WA

Re: Docket UE-260162

I am a retired Chemical Engineer. I have extensive career experience in various regulated industries. I have
researched A.l. Data Centers and the cons far outweigh the pros. I live in Spokane. It is a lovely, caring area.
Facts are that Al Data Centers do not bring meaningful jobs— quite the opposite. Large swaths of land are
rendered off-market from real job or housing development. Spokane waterways and aquifers cannot support data
center needs as well as provide clean water to residents for consumption and recreation. Spokane stands up for
itself. A 10-year moratorium is requested to prevent siting of Al Data Centers in Eastern Washington so studies
on the long-term environmental and economic effects of these centers can be performed and the public afforded
a suitable comment period.
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Stop all data centers

I am a resident of Spokane County and have lived here for 40 years.
Right now there are at least 4 companies who are trying to site data centers in our community.

This comment is for Docket UE-260162. Any company that is going to use our electricity and water should fully
pay their own way. Communities across the country have seen energy costs increase exponentially after data
centers come online in their area. You cannot let that happen here. It’s a form of corporate welfare to put any
financial burden on individual rate payers in order to accommodate data center development.

The Spokane area is having to respond to a disaster of unprecedented magnitude. The fires that roared through
have destroyed hundreds of homes. We don’t need to be hit while we’re down.

Sincerely,

Jane Bitz

I am writing to comment on docket #: UE-260162

Any and all data centers built within Spokane County pose immense risk to the electricity infrastructure and
residential electric rates for Spokane residents. I would request that large electric power users must pay for all
their own costs accrued, as well as they must also fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their
electric use. If power utilities need to be shut off to prevent blackouts, then the data center should be the one to
shut down/shut off prior to any residential property. Within the process of planning the data center or large
electric power use, the utilities should be transparent and allow for public comment at all steps. Finally, if the
large load customers (i.e. a data center) request an electric rate increase, this must be rejected to protect Spokane
citizens.

Thank you.

UE-260162 I OPPOSE ANY AND ALL DATA CENTERS TO BE BUILT IN OR NEAR WASHINGTON
STATE OR IDAHO, ESPECIALLY SPOKANE! THEY WILL GET US INTO AN EVEN WORSE
DROUGHT AND THEY ARE NOT GOOD FOR ANYTHING!

Docket UE-utc,wa.gov
No data center
No data center
No sata center

No data centers in City of Spokane. After recent fires this demonstrates the area does not have enough natural
resources (ie water) to meet needs / stress from data centers.
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Beyond that the noise pollution is unbearable. There os desolate land in central washington where miles of
stretched land exists and not interfering with citizens.

In reference to Docket UE-260162. 1 am opposed to building a data center anywhere near Spokane, even if it
pays its own way and does not threaten our reliable electric service, because it will use far too much electricity
and water, produce far too much heat, and make far too much noise for a technology that is not even needed.

I frankly believe that it is ridiculous that we are allowing major infrastructure like data centers to be built without
any care for the residents or consumers of Washington. We the people of Washington must demand these
companies pay 100% of their power usage. They should also be required to offset their energy draw by funding a
100% green energy match to their usage, increasing the public's available energy. We must demand that ALL
concept, design, and approval be transparent and open to public comment. And we must require these centers be
built with 100% closed loop cooling and energy efficient systems to prevent animal deaths, colony collapse, and
the 24/7 180 decibel noise and extreme heat these centers emit. I just lost a significant portion of my city due to
the effects these centers have had on the planet. Either they play by OUR ball, or they can get. Out.

I oppose the construction of any new hyperscale data centers in the Spokane & Kootenai region. These facilities
would consume enormous amounts of electricity and water while threatening residents with higher costs and
major infrastructure burdens. Please ban these projects and reject all permits, tax breaks, subsidies, and public
infrastructure support connected to them. Our water, affordable power, and public resources must be protected
for residents and local businesses.

Spokane county is already in a level 2 severe drought, and the development of any data center could cause
irreparable harm to the region. Not to mention, the cost of living is already astronomical, and the median income
for individuals in Spokane County is barely enough to make ends meet. This would make basic necessities
impossible to afford for many families and individuals in the inland northwest.

Dear Sir or Madam: It is concerning to me that a large data center appears to be proposed for our region. It will
have an impact on our electricity infrastructure and electric rates so it is important that this entity (or entities) be
monitored and that transparency is there during the entire planning process. A best practice would be to require
that large power users fund renewable energy sources that match their electricity use and that they pay their own
electric power usage/costs. If applicable these utilities should be willing (and able) to shut off power to data
centers in order to prevent blackouts and lastly that any electric rate increases NOT be passed on to residential
customers.

If the Al data center is prevented from coming to our area that would be best! Thank you-
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Data centers are designed for the profit and power of the wealthy, and as such, they should foot their own bill.
It's asinine that any of us would have to pay a cent more so that some megabillionaire or the world's first
trillionaire can expand their wallets even more at our expense. Especially with what these will be used for, but
that's a separate subject for a separate forum.

Bottom line is, regardless of what the end purpose of a large electric user is, they should pay for it. Somebody
shouldn't be able to come into an existing community and take advantage of the people there to use them as
involuntary servants for their electric budget.

Moreover, they shouldn't have environmental impacts, or put a strain on the existing resources in the region.
Especially when the grade is partially reliant on natural gases and other sorts of combustibles, they should have
to provide their own renewable energy where possible. The planet shouldn't have to suffer because somebody
wants to use a large amount of electricity. And the local community shouldn't be even further choked by the
gases and the heat output from a variety of industrial processes designed to create more power for a region.
What's happening to Memphis is a crime. And the way Virginia has been treated has also been similarly
criminal. We shouldn't allow criminals here.

Additionally, if power is to be shut off to prevent a blackout or a fire or some similar situation, it should be shut
off to these large consumers first, not the common person. The people using the most power should be the first
ones to pay in these sorts of situations. Thousands of common people shouldn't have to go without power,
because one large load data center, or other high demand consumer, wants access to the grid during a time of
emergency.

And we deserve to know where our power and water are going. They should clue us in instead of doing a bunch
of backroom deals with commissioners and planners. If they're going to use our space and our community and be
a part of our local pollution, they need to be transparent about their part of the process. We shouldn't have to find
out years later in Freedom of Information Act requested documents that terrible things have been planned for us
and our children. Once the aquifer is destroyed, it'll take thousands of years to fully replenish. When the rivers
run dry, the plants in the region may never regrow. We need to think very hard about the way that this place is
treated, and whether or not it's fit for our future.

Lastly, we need to tell any utility company considering working with a large load customer that any rate
increases on everyday people will not be allowed. It's asked tonight that we're told to conserve our air
conditioning, to limit the amount we cook with our electric appliances, to avoid leaving lights on in a variety of
other power-saving tips, if one of these customers is going to come in and dwarf the amount of power that the
entire city needs for their one complex. Just one of the proposed ones was going to be 1000 megawatts. Now it's
been whittled down to 300, which is more than Spokane entirely. This won't do.
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Understand that these sorts of people represent an encroachment upon the whole area here, and we will not
forget the way you respond to this intrusion.

Act accordingly.

I am writing in regards to Docket UE-260162. I want large customers to pay their own costs of any data centers.
Alternatives should be evaluated before any contracts are approved.

This is related to docket UE-260162.

Currently, Avista Utilities and other energy companies in the area are looking at large data center customers to
introduce into our communities. Nationwide, these data centers haven’t provided any benefit to the states,
counties, or municipalities that they reside in and instead have created more issues for them.

As I write this, Avista is going to shut down power for 40,000 customers. It’s going to be 96 in Spokane. These
blackouts for people seem to be necessary due to the demand of the increasingly hot weather in the area. Adding
even more demanding power consumption would put Avista’s customers further at risk for more involuntary
blackouts.

Data centers have increased the cost of energy for residents. They add regional energy demand and energy
companies see this as an opportunity to raise rates due to that increased demand. As all costs seem to be
climbing, this seems like it would put even more pressure on residents to pay to compete with that new demand.

As stated before, data centers don’t actually do anything beneficial for the places that they reside. They typically
avoid taxes, leaving any infrastructure updates on communities. They have consumed lots of water and ruined
potable water sources.

If we cannot avoid making data centers, then Washington residents need assurances that their costs won’t be
affected by it whatsoever. That those increased demands won’t affect their access to that energy. That companies
like Avista need to be able to handle the current energy demand before they are entrusted to engage with larger
consumers of energy. And that they should have consequences for not doing so that go back directly to our
communities affected by these.

I have never seen a single article that talks about how a data center improved energy efficiency, energy demand,
or the cost of energy.

I, as a Resident of Washington State, request that the UTC:
* Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs
* Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
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* Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

* Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

* Reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers and only accept large load
customers who will use an environmentally friendly coolant other than consuming copious amounts of our water
resources.

I ask the Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission to ensure that data centers pay their own costs
and do not raise residential electricity rates or approve developments that threaten reliable service.

I am not in favor of a data center in Spokane Co. It is a complete abuse of public resources for private gain to
allow a data center to use such a large amount of electricity and water.

Wildfires and Data Centers

The Spokane County community needs time to heal from the devastating fires that started on August 1st. Please
do not hastily approve a data center for the Mead/former Kaiser site under these circumstances. The economic
benefit of building a data center will still be significant in 2-4 years. Taking a slower approach and building
community trust should be the focus of the UTC.

While the former Kaiser site is current federal superfund site residential housing projects have been growing at a
rapid rate over the last decade. Instead of placing a data center at the edge of a small rural community (such as
Quincy and Wenatchee) a data center in Mead WA would be like placing it in the middle of densely populated
suburban area.

I-mile radius: ~1,641 people

3-mile radius: ~50,439 people

5-mile radius: ~134,760 people

Dear Commissioners, I am writing to formally express my deep concerns regarding the proposed large-scale data
center development in Mead, Washington, which is currently being facilitated through Avista Corporation's
"large load customer" regulatory filings. As a local resident, I urge the Commission to prioritize public safety,
environmental sustainability, and regulatory transparency by delaying any approvals and granting a significantly
extended public comment period. My primary concerns focus on the following critical issues: Severe Impact on
Water Resources and the Aquifer: Data centers require millions of gallons of water daily for infrastructure
cooling. Our region relies entirely on the Spokane Valley-Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer for clean, safe drinking
water. Straining this vital public resource to support a private, hyper-scale industrial facility poses an
unacceptable risk to our long-term water security. Disturbance of Hazardous Waste Plumes at the Old Kaiser
Facility: The rumored site for this project—the former Kaiser Aluminum smelter in Mead—is a known toxic
cleanup site. Massive industrial construction and the heavy water draw or disposal associated with a data center
risk disrupting existing underground plumes of hazardous waste. Penetrating or shifting these toxic plumes could
permanently contaminate our shared aquifer and compromise public health.Complete Lack of Transparency and
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Public "Darkness": To date, the company behind this multi-megawatt proposal has shielded its identity from the
community, operating under a veil of corporate anonymity. It is entirely unjust to expect the residents of
Spokane County to accept staggering infrastructure burdens—potentially consuming electricity equal to half of
Arista's existing service area—when the proposing entity refuses to publicly share its name, track record, or true
intentions. The speed at which these utility frameworks are moving completely bypasses meaningful civic
engagement. If this proposal is to be considered at all, the residents of Spokane City and Spokane County must
be granted an extended timeline to thoroughly research the environmental and economic impacts. We demand
transparency and the right to protect our natural resources. Please halt further approvals until the developer is
publicly named and our community has been given ample time to share its views. Sincerely, Kirsten Erickson

We do not want data centers anywhere near our aquifer.

Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

* Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use
* Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

* Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

* Reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers

Al is a bubble. We are not "missing out" on some huge tech advancement if we don't build data centers for these
unprofitable, loud, and polluting companies - we are literally dooming ourselves to economic ruin by investing in
them. This would be a huge environmental disaster placed on the shoulders of lower-income suburbs of Seattle.
It would also make energy costs throughout the northwest skyrocket. We are already seeing these results in other
places where data centers have been built. Why would we want to sully our state's natural beauty for something
so useless, so dangerous, and so poorly thought out that even the creators of Al don't know what they're going to
use them for? Our water is already in precious low supply (a 3rd consecutive year of drought conditions in the
state) and our wildlife is already in peril from forever chemicals that are still being cleaned up at superfund sites
in the area. These data centers are unfettered, untested, and unregulated, and we should NOT cave to the constant
push of the few loud, rich people who want to line their pockets with money before the bubble bursts. Don't let it
get that far. Resist the urge to buckle and place a moratorium on new data centers.

I am a Friday Harbor, WA resident of nearly 30 years.

With the national draught threatening the generation of electricity on one hand and increasing electricity demand
from the Al centers everywhere on the other, I have a recommendation.

California is building (what they can) of the high speed rail system with requirement to generate all of the

electricity it needs by its own solar supply. I wholeheartedly endorse that for the Al centers cropping up all over
the country—to include the State of Washington.
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Washington has proven itself as a leader of environment friendly electrical production. It is becoming public
knowledge that Al centers inhale huge quantities of electricity. They should be held responsible for generating
the electricity they will demanding be redirected from current Washington industries and peoples at home to
operate their new businesses. It isn’t the number of jobs they will create; it’s the electricity to run Washington’s
current industrial complexes, transportation systems and general commerce plus at home the air conditioners,
heating systems, meal preparation and launder their clothes.

Washington needs to require adding to the planning/permitting process how Al centers and all other future high
demand of electrical power absorbing industries as part of their building their plan application how they are to
generate all, 100%, of the electricity they will require. Failure to include a power generating system that provides
the power demand they will be generating will cause/force the proposed business application to fail.

Should the applying high electrical power demanding customer needs their plan to supply 100% of their
electrical demand. Should the applying company decide in the future to expand their operation, the increase of
their electrical footprint must also be calculated and present additional internal power generation that continues
to match or exceed the 100% increase of their proposed increase of electrical power demand.

Respectfully submitted,

Terry Forsyth

Please place the following comment in the record for Docket UE-260162. Please confirm its receipt and
inclusion in the docket.

Commissioners:

I am writing regarding Docket UE-260162 and the Commission’s development of policies for emerging large
electric loads.

My basic recommendation is simple: new large-load service should not be approved unless existing customers
are held harmless on a risk-adjusted, life-cycle basis. A project should pay for the infrastructure, power-supply
commitments, and financial risks it creates, while receiving fair credit for any benefits it demonstrably provides.
This protection is necessary because proposed demand remains highly speculative. Puget Sound Energy’s initial
filing reports 27 exploratory requests totaling 3,723 megawatts since 2023, with none progressing beyond the
exploratory stage as of March 1, 2026. Utilities should not make investments based on inquiries that may never
become operating facilities and then recover stranded costs from households and small businesses.

I respectfully ask the Commission to include the following principles in its policy statement and apply them in
subsequent tariff and rate proceedings:

1. Establish a separate large-load class. A clear threshold around 20 megawatts of aggregate contract demand
would be reasonable. Related facilities, affiliates, and project phases should be aggregated so that customers
cannot structure around the threshold. Load characteristics and financial risks should also be considered, rather
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than relying solely on the customer’s industry.

2. Assign costs according to causation. When a large load triggers new generation, transmission, distribution, or
capacity investments, the Commission should default to incremental or marginal cost allocation rather than
blending those expenses into the existing rate base. Any claimed benefits to other customers should be
documented and independently reviewed before reducing the large-load customer’s responsibility.

3. Require evidence of commercial readiness. Before a project materially affects utility planning, it should
provide proof of site control, relevant permitting progress, meaningful study deposits, disclosure of substantially
similar interconnection requests, and a realistic phased energization schedule. Load forecasts should become
binding within defined tolerances as development progresses, with consequences for material underperformance.
4. Protect against stranded assets without permitting double recovery. Appropriate protections may include
upfront contributions for customer-specific construction, minimum billing commitments, long-term contracts,
collateral, and early-exit fees. These protections should be tied to the utility’s actual unrecovered exposure and
decline as the customer fulfills its obligations.

5. Make flexibility measurable and enforceable. Large loads should receive faster interconnection or discounted
service only when they provide dispatchable, verifiable flexibility that creates real system value. Switching to
diesel or other emitting backup generation during curtailment should not qualify as beneficial demand flexibility.
Standard tariffs and performance requirements are preferable to opaque, individually negotiated arrangements.
6. Provide meaningful transparency. The Commission should receive complete project-level information. The
public should receive aggregated information about interconnection queues, commercial readiness, forecast
demand, planned infrastructure, and cost allocation, with confidentiality limited to genuinely sensitive
commercial information.

Large-load contributions to weatherization, bill assistance, or demand-response programs may be appropriate,
particularly where those investments measurably offset new peak demand. However, such contributions should
supplement—not replace—full recovery of the core costs and risks created by the large load.

Washington can welcome valuable economic development without asking captive utility customers to finance
private expansion or absorb the consequences of projects that fail to materialize. I encourage the Commission to
establish clear, enforceable expectations before these risks become embedded in utility planning and customer
rates.

Thank you for considering my comments. Please include them in the record for Docket UE-260162.

Sincerely,

Cruz Molina

PSE customer

I am wondering why there is any discussion of adding Data Centers to the Utility grid in Washington. Why are
they not building their own power source? In other states they are using gas turbine engines or nuclear pods.
When they do this the excess is added to our grid benefitting the local people by lowering rates. This is
absolutely necessary.

We want Data Centers because they add to the economy and we have to stay ahead of China in this respect.
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However, the State must work to make it easy for them to build a power source.

Cynthia Stang
Hoodsport, WA

Please do not approve data centers or large load customers to use power provided by the public utility.
Thank you
Julia Stanley

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone

***SEE ATTATCHMENT
Hello,

I hope this message finds you well. I'm writing to submit comments on behalf of Front and Centered for Docket
UE-260162 under the recent opportunity to comment issued on July 10, 2026.

Please find our comments attached, and please let us know if you have any questions.
Thank you.

Best,
Agsa Mengal | Climate & Clean Energy Policy Lead
(she/her/hers)

To whom it may concern,

I am writing to urge you to implement regulations that protect residential and small business customers from
bearing the financial burden of rapidly increasing electricity demand from large industrial users, including data
centers and other high-load facilities.

I respectfully ask that you support the following measures:

1. Require large electricity users to pay the full cost of the infrastructure and services needed to support their
operations, rather than shifting those costs onto existing ratepayers.

2. Require large power users to fund renewable energy resources sufficient to match 100% of their electricity
consumption, helping ensure that increased demand does not undermine clean energy goals or strain the existing
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power supply.

3. Require utilities to prioritize maintaining reliable electric service for homes, hospitals, schools, and essential
public services by curtailing power to large data centers or other interruptible industrial loads during
emergencies when necessary to help prevent widespread blackouts.

4. Require utilities to provide greater transparency throughout the planning process, including clear public
disclosure of projected costs, infrastructure upgrades, impacts on ratepayers, and the effects of adding large-load
customers.

5. Reject requests for electric rate increases when the need for those increases is primarily driven by the addition
of large-load customers, unless those customers are fully responsible for the associated costs.

Electricity is an essential service. Families and small businesses should not be expected to subsidize the
expansion of energy-intensive industries or pay higher bills because of decisions that primarily benefit large

commercial customers.

Thank you for your consideration and for your commitment to protecting ratepayers while ensuring a reliable,
transparent, and sustainable electric grid.

Sincerely,

A Hawkins
Spokane resident

Hello!

I have a few comments regarding docket #: UE-260162 as a citizen in Spokane, WA.

I would like to strongly request protections for our electrical infrastructure in the event of large-scale client
additions such as data centers. With the devastating fires in and around our community here in eastern WA, it’s
more important than ever to consider the environmental impacts and community impacts of these changes. I
would like to request additional regulations, such as requiring large-energy users to fund renewable energy that
matches 100% of their consumption, as well as protections in place for starters customers that will help regulate
our rates when the large-scale customers are putting more strain on the grids.

Thank you,

Conor Franz | A Concerned Citizen
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To whom it may concern,

As a citizen here in Eastern Washington, I would like to make a comment regarding docket #: UE-260162.

In the event of the addition of large scale energy clients, I believe that it is imperative to protect the citizens of
the state, rather than private data centers and corporate interests.

If large scale energy users are allowed to build here in Washington, particularly eastern Washington, then
citizens must come first. That means power to data centers must be cut off prior to citizens in the event that it is
deemed necessary for the prevention of blackouts; there must be complete transparency during the planning
process leading up and after the construction of these centers; and rate increase requests due to the large scale
power users must be rejected in order to protect the every day citizen.

Renewable energy should also take a large focus during the planning process, as Eastern Washington is hurting
right now. There is national coverage of these fires and we are in a federally recognized state of emergency. |
believe that our elected officials have a duty to protect us. I make medicine for a living at one of the largest
pharmaceutical manufacturers in the U.S. One day, if not now, you or someone you love may need medicine that
I make. I hope that I can trust you to do your job and protect us in the same way that you, in that circumstance,
will have to trust that I did mine.

Thank you very much,

Liam Rowland-Naresh

Hello,

I am writing to express my concern about proposed data centers threatening the spokane area, and regulations
must be put in place that protect our electricity infrastructure and residential electricity rates.

I am requesting that the UTC requires large electric users to pay for their own costs, that utilities cut power off to

data centers to prevent blackouts, and that large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100%
of their electricity use.
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Thank you.

Amber WeatherSmith

Good afternoon,

I am submitting a public comment for docket #: UE-260162. I urge you to:

1. Require all large electric power users to pay for any and all costs they incur (no public funding) 2. Require all
large power users to fund renewable energy sources that will cover at least 100% of the electricity they use 3.
Require that utilities shut off power to data centers and large power users to prevent blackouts 4. Require utilities
to provide 100% transparency during the entire planning phase 5. Reject all electric rate increase requests for the
public if the utility is adding large load customers such as data centers

It is critical that the public is prioritized when major energy resources are considered for profit driven purposes.
Thank You,

David Sweet

am both a business owner and land/property owner here in Spokane County and I request that the WUTC:
1. Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs.

2. Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use.
3. Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts.

4. Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes.

5. Reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently in the process of increasing rates,
and reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is adding large load customers.

6. Reject shell LLCs from securing sites to build a large scale data center or putting in large load requests,
especially from states such as Wyoming, New Mexico, Delaware and Nevada.

7. Any LLC wishing to build must have a prior track record of successfully building a data center or have
previously placed large load requests.

8. These LLCs must share their data on the full costs vs estimated costs during the building phase and what
current community concerns are about their usage and facility.

9. Full transparency must be a requirement in your communication to/from any LLCs.

10. NO NDA's with these facilities or LLCs are allowed.

Sonya DeWitt, M.A., LM.H.C.
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Hello,

I am highly concerned as a Spokane resident about how data centers/large load customers will impact our
community as a whole. Therefore I’d like you to seriously consider my concerns during your planning meetings.

With current power restrictions for fire risk etc it is important that large load customers would have to shut down
first rather than residents. We shouldn’t have rolling blackouts without data centers and large load customers
being shut down first.

Also with the possible addition of these large load customers, we customers should not be responsible for any of
their costs nor should we face raising rates. In Ohio, residents have reported that their utility bills have doubled
in the last 6 months after a data center was installed. This is sickening and unfair and it must be prevented.

Not to mention- the devastating affects these data centers have on the wildlife and precious resources we need to
thrive like clean water.

Also large power users should be required to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity
use!!!

We need better transparency every step of the way as paying customers.

Respectfully,

Nicki Schepis

I request that the WUTC: 1. Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs 2. Require the
large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use 3. Require that
utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts 4. Require utilities to provide increased
transparency during the planning processes 5. Reject utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is
currently in the process of increasing rates, and reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is added
large load customers 6. Reject shell LLCs from securing sites to build a large scale data center or putting in large
load requests, especially from states such as Wyoming, New Mexico, Delaware and Nevada. 7. Any LLC
wishing to build must have a prior track record of successfully building a data center or have previously placed
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large load requests. 8. These LLCs must share their data on the full costs vs estimated costs during the building
phase and what current community concerns are about their usage and facility. 9. Full transparency must be a
requirement in your communication to/from any LLCs. 10. NO NDA's with these facilities or LLCs are allowed.

Thank you for your time today,
Simon DeVille

***SEE ATTATCHMENT

**#*SEE ATTATCHMENT

To the Commission:

Attached please find the comments of the Northwest Public Power Association in Docket UE-260162, submitted
in response to the questions posed in the Commission's July 10, 2026 Notice of Hybrid Workshop and
Opportunity to File Written Comments.

NWPPA serves more than 150 community-owned electric utilities across ten Western states, including public
utility districts, municipal utilities, and rural electric cooperatives in Washington. Our members are not within
the Commission's rate jurisdiction. We offer these comments because our members have roughly two decades of
operating experience serving large loads in this state, and because the framework developed in this docket will
inform a broader policy debate.

The comments respond to Questions 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7. We do not address Questions 2 or 8, which concern
matters outside our members' direct experience.

NWPPA would welcome the opportunity to make member rate design and large-load contracting staff available
to Commission staff for technical discussion.

Please contact me with any questions.
Thank you,

Kurt
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WUTC should require new large load interconnects only if the load can provide on demand curtailable load of
30% for at least 100 hrs/yr moving to 300 hrs by 2032.
This is happening in Quebec and Texas. Quebec requires provincial approval of any load over SMW.

RE: Docket #: UE-260162

Data centers are structured to enrich the wealthy at the expense of the rate payer and community at large. |
support large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs. Additionally, I support that the large power
users must fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use. Furthermore, I think that
utilities must shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts and that utilities must provide full
transparency during the planning processes, especially when water is involved. Increasing electric rate increases
should not be felt at all by rate payers if the utility is adding large load customers, this is the epitome of
economic free-riding on the backs of rate payers.

I am concerned about ue-260162 .I want information on it is not going to effect us the people.In Washington we
have so many cost. You talk about transparency. I hope so. We as the ones this could possibly change our
expenses. I don't want any surprises. We also what a say in all what you are talking about.Help us not get hurt
in this.Carla

Safeguard our electricity infrastructure.

I'm writing to urge the commission to address data centers, and specifically to single them out. Today's
hyperscale data centers draw an enormous amount of power, far more than any other normal industrial facility.

Across the country, hyperscale data center construction is bringing higher prices to utility customers, and the
extreme draw from these facilities must be addressed proactively in rulemaking.

Here in Seattle, they're proposing 5 new hyperscalers, which would draw as much energy as 1/3 of the city
combined. The idea that this vast an increase in load won't affect ratepayers is beyond credibility. In smaller
rural communities, we're seeing everything from massive rate increases to the use of eminent domain to snatch
the land needed for transmission and generation projects.

This situation is untenable, and I urge you to act to protect ratepayers and our state.

This comment responds to docket UE-260162, specifically the question of whether the UTC should treat data
centers as a distinct customer class or address large loads in aggregate.

The record clearly supports treating data centers as a separate and exceptional category. Lumping them into a
generalized “large load” framework would obscure material differences in scale, load profile, and system risk. At
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minimum, three factors justify distinct treatment:

**1. Order-of-magnitude scale.** Proposed data center loads are not incremental—they are system-shaping.
Individual facilities and clustered developments routinely reach hundreds of megawatts, with interconnection
requests that rival or exceed existing regional load segments.

**2. Disproportionate contribution to load growth.** Data centers are driving a dominant share of near-term
demand growth, materially outpacing all other end-use categories. Treating them as one of many “large
customers” masks their outsized impact on capacity planning, procurement, and rate design.

**3_ Structural growth trajectory.** Demand is not static. Hyperscale operators are pursuing rapid expansion tied
to compute-intensive applications, with strong clustering effects that compound transmission and distribution
constraints over time. This creates forward-looking system risks that differ qualitatively from traditional large
loads.

Data center load also presents distinct operational characteristics—high load factor, limited demand elasticity,
and a need for continuous, high-reliability service—that constrain traditional demand-side management and shift
cost burdens onto system buildout. Absent targeted regulatory signals, there is insufficient incentive for
efficiency gains, load flexibility, or cost internalization.

I am writing from Seattle, where current proposals for five new data centers would increase total electricity
demand by roughly one-third. While Seattle City Light is outside UTC jurisdiction, this is representative of
broader regional and national trends. In smaller or rural service territories, the mismatch between existing load
and proposed hyperscale development is often far more extreme, amplifying risks of cost shifts, stranded assets,
and reliability constraints.

A generic “large load” framework is not equipped to manage these risks. To meet statutory obligations for safe,
adequate, reliable, and reasonably priced service, the UTC should require IOUs to:

* Establish a distinct classification and planning framework for hyperscale data centers

* Implement cost-causation-aligned rate design, including upfront and ongoing contributions to generation,
transmission, and distribution infrastructure

* Incorporate binding commitments around load growth, interconnection timelines, and curtailment or flexibility
where feasible

* Evaluate cumulative and clustered impacts on system capacity, not just project-level effects

Failure to differentiate data centers from other large loads will result in material cross-subsidization, increased
system costs for existing ratepayers, and heightened reliability risk.
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The Commission should provide explicit guidance requiring utilities to recognize and plan for the unique scale,
growth dynamics, and system impacts of data centers.

Thank you.

This comment is in response to docket UE-260162. 1'd specifically like to address the question of whether the
UTC should "single out" data centers, or should instead address large loads more broadly.

I urge you to specifically address data centers, which are unique in their load requirements for three reasons--
because of the extraordinary size of the current proposed loads, because of the somewhat different matter of the
percentage of load growth that they represent (in other words, the smallness of all other loads by comparison),
and because of the growth that they will likely cause in the *future* as well.

Data centers are metastasizing, and as the competition gets more intense, they will only continue to grow in their
resource requirements; there is currently no path to greater efficiency in their resource use, because they are not
seeking such a path, and they have little incentive to do so. This is one of the things that we have to change.

I'm writing from Seattle, where we're seeing a request for 5 new data centers that would equal a third of ALL of
the other electricity use in the city. While Seattle City Light is a COU and thus not in your purview, this is a
typical scenario--even a mild one, compared to situations where a smaller rural community is looking at
proposals for hyperscale data centers. Given the enormous disparity between residential ratepayers and
hyperscale data centers, and the likelihood of the latter demanding ever-higher amounts of resources, ensuring
"safe, equitable, available, reliable, and fairly priced" service means that hyperscalers have to be assessed
carefully, and in a way that acknowledges their specificity. Please make sure that this is built into the guidance
that you provide to IOU's. Thank you.

There is no proposal to comment upon; this submission is in regards to the UTC workshop on 8/12 regarding
LLC impacts, specifically around data center construction. Having read the proposed question on the docket, |
believe the UTC should take a step back and ask more fundamental questions around the responsibility of data
center owners in relation to the rights of the general residential population. Within WA state, residential power
rates have risen substantially since the state government mandated clean energy targets. Power companies have
been given the wherewithal to raise capital in anticipation of future costs as opposed to mandating that rate
increases are tied to specific annual investment needs. The pace of rate increases in the last 5 years is placing
significant burdens on the residential customer population. At the same time, the explosion of data center
growth is created a tiered rights system where mega users are able to lock in preferential power rates to the
detriment of residential users. The majority of data center growth is tied to Al investments by major technology
providers, and the benefits to the workforce at large of this technology is unclear. Asking residential consumers
to subsidize Al data center investments is not in the public interest when the actual financial benefit of this
technology accrues to a relatively small segment of the population. Power generation is a public good
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(regardless of whether the utility is government or privately owned), and cost structures for customers need to be
calculated based on a principle that customers should pay their fair share based on usage. LLCs should not be
given preferential treatment in terms of advantageous rates that shift the burden to residential users, both in terms
of on-going usage rates as well as infrastructure investment needs to support the needs of LLCs. While I applaud
the UTC for initiating this conversation with the community, I ask that they approach the discussion first and
foremost with a perspective that residential customers are a class that must be protected and prioritized.

I am very concerned about the impact that large load customers including large data centers will have on our
infrastructure and electric rates in the future. I am requesting the UTC consider implementing the following:
1. Require large electric power users to pay for all of their own costs

2. Require the large power users to fund renewable energy sources that match 100% of their electricity use

3. Require that utilities shut off power to data centers in order to prevent blackouts

4. Require utilities to provide increased transparency during the planning processes

5. Reject any utility contracts with large load customers if the utility is currently increasing residential rates, and
reject requests for electric rate increases if the utility is currently adding large load customers

6. Require large load customers to pay into a reclamation bond before starting the project to cover the utility's
costs of adding infrastructure in the case the project is abandoned, and to pay for the cover to return the land
back to it's original condition when the large load customer decommissions the site

Data centers (DCs) should be considered a separate class of power consumer. While past DCs' consumption may
have been comparable to other industries, recent facility proposals aim for tremendous growth of energy
consumption, with terrific effects on ratepayers and the environment. Waiting until that proves true would be an
grievous error.

We need regulations to protect our electricity infrastructure and electric rates. Inviting large-load electric users
without consideration of impacts on our hydroelectric system and electrical infrastructure in general, not to
mention impacts on the environment, economy, and community, is reckless.
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