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Key Advocacy Positions & Formulated Questions
1. Large Load Contribution to Local BESS & Grid Resilience

Industry Position: Large Load Customers (LLCs) such as data centers draw massive,
continuous power that strains local infrastructure. Rather than relying solely on legacy grid
expansion or traditional utility investments, LLCs should be required or incentivized to fund
co-located or community-sited Battery Energy Storage Systems (BESS). This mitigates
local reliability risks, supports peak shaving, and enhances community resilience in areas
impacted by high energy demand.

Questions for UTC (Addresses UTC Question #2 & #4):

o Does it make sense the Commission establish a dedicated framework within LLC
tariffs that requires or incentivizes new large loads to co-fund community-sited
Battery Energy Storage Systems (BESS) and microgrids in impacted service territories
to offset localized grid strain and boost resilience?

o IfLLCs are assessed indirect cost contributions or program funding requirements, can
these funds be explicitly prioritized for grid-enhancing technologies—specifically
pairing distributed solar with battery storage—rather than broad administrative funds?

2. Tariff Mechanics & Flexible Interconnection Standards

Industry Position: If LLCs receive flexible/curtailable interconnection rates, those flexibility
mechanisms must be coordinated transparently with behind-the-meter (BTM) and
front-of-the-meter (FTM) solar+storage assets. Solar and storage providers can offer
fast-responding capacity and load-following capabilities that enable LLC flexibility without
forcing utilities to rely on fossil-fuel backup generation, which likely hurts our state’s clean
energy and carbon reduction goals.

Questions for UTC (Addresses UTC Question #1 & #5):

o When defining flexible or conditional firm interconnection tariffs for LLCs, will the
Commission explicitly incorporate clean energy options—such as mandatory pairing
with solar-plus-storage or virtual power plant (VPP) integration—before allowing LLCs
to rely on fossil-fuel backup generation?

o How will the UTC ensure that tariff mechanics for LLCs do not disproportionately tie
up distribution and transmission queue capacity at the expense of distributed solar
and storage interconnections?

3. Interconnection Transparency & Resource Forecasting

Industry Position: LLC interconnections can block or delay distribution grid capacity for
distributed solar installations if queue management isn't transparent. Solar developers
need clear visibility into available hosting capacity, energization timelines, and queue
positions so that large load additions do not create unexpected system upgrade costs for
smaller distributed generation projects.

Questions for UTC (Addresses UTC Question #6 & #7):
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To protect non-LLC interconnections, will the Commission require IOUs to publish
aggregated, regularly updated hosting capacity and queue data showing where large
loads are applying for service, so distributed solar and storage developers can plan
accurately?

What mechanisms will be put in place to ensure that system upgrade costs triggered
by an LLC'’s energization schedule are fully borne by the LLC, preventing cost-shifting
onto future distributed energy and solar interconnections?

4. Cost Allocation & Ratepayer Protections

Industry Position: Solar adoption thrives in a fair regulatory environment. If utilities use
standard embedded cost methods for LLCs, regular ratepayers and clean energy adopters
risk subsidizing the massive infrastructure upgrades required for data centers. LLCs
should pay incremental/marginal costs along with upfront Contributions in Aid of
Construction (CIAC) to shield existing ratepayers.

Questions for UTC (Addresses UTC Question #3 & #4):

o

Given the unprecedented scale of infrastructure required for emerging large loads,
shouldn't the Commission mandate incremental/marginal cost-of-service modeling
under WAC 480-85-060(2) to ensure LLCs fully pay for their cost causation rather
than blending those costs into general rate bases?

How wiill the UTC evaluate exit fees and minimum contract lengths to ensure that if an
LLC downsizes or departs, stranded infrastructure costs do not create upward rate
pressure that harms the broader solar and clean energy market?



