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Alice Web  Hello Commission,
Lockhart
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.

[ urge 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.
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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'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 is in response to docket UE-260162. I'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.
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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.

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.
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