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

Public Comments by Case

Total Comments: 27
In Favor: 0
Opposed: 18
Undecided: 9

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

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

5. Ensure Meaningful Public Participation
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Kyle M

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

E-mail

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 attributable to the
project should be borne by the project developer and beneficiaries.

2. Maintain Grid Reliability
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Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

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 I am submitting this comment as a resident and
stakeholder in Spokane County.

Sincerely,

Kyle M

507 e glass ave
Spokane WA 99207
6/6/2026
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Sara Forgue E-mail

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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
impacts on:

* Electric rates

* Grid reliability
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Scottee
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Kaia
Batterson
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Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

E-mail

E-mail

* 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.

[ 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 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
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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 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
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Linda E-mail
VanHoozer
Johnnie E-mail

Nora Smith Mail

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

energy affnrrlahility for existing customers. { A I so~)i.;.-kld-1 >, [ ~r ....Il wh'uH ,)

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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7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

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 ieopardizlng 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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Brittany
Anderson

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

Mail
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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
r.onr.Arm, FJrA f111lv FlrlrlrA~~Arl

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 [ 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
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
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Kaia
Batterson

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

Mail

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 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
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Ami
Palmanteer

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

E-mail

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, [ 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,

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

Subject: Docket # UE-260162
External Email
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.
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Title: Large Load Interconnections and Tariffs PI Coordinator: ~ Andrew Roberts Staff Lead: Charlie Inman

Roo Qallaq E-mail Subject: UE-260162

Ramos

Stephanie
De Luca

E-mail

Jennifer Ash Web

Alice
Lockhart

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

Web

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

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

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.

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.
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Kyle
Kimball

Josephine
West

7/29/2026 11:20 AM

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

Web

Web

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.

I 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.

Alice Lockhart
206-427-7884

PSE is already killing us. As a private company with a fiduciary duty to shareholders, they are by law compelled to
take actions which harm the public. The UTC is the lone regulatory body which has the chance to put an end to
this datacenter nightmare and protect us, the public, from the inevitable consumer harm PSE will cause. Here in
Thurston County people are already being forced to choose between power usage and food. Do you really want to
empower PSE to drive us further into poverty?

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
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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.

Undecided .

Terry E-mail I am a Friday Harbor, WA resident of nearly 30 years.

Forsyth
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.

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

Cruz Molina E-mail 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
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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 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
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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.
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

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.

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
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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
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.

2

**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
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* 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.

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.

[ 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.

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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