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BEFORE THE CORPORATION COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF 
OKLAHOMA 

 
 
APPLICATION OF PUBLIC SERVICE )   
COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA, AN  ) 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION, FOR )          
AN ADJUSTMENT IN ITS RATES AND )  
CHARGES AND THE ELECTRIC  ) CASE NO. PUD 2025-000075 
SERVICE RULES, REGULATIONS AND ) 
CONDITIONS OF SERVICE FOR  ) 
ELECTRIC SERVICE IN THE STATE ) 
OF OKLAHOMA AND TO APPROVE ) 
VARIOUS COST RECOVERY  ) 
MECHANISMS AND TARIFFS  ) 

        
 

Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement 
 

COME NOW the undersigned parties to the above-entitled Cause and present the 
following Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement (the Joint Stipulation) for the 
Oklahoma Corporation Commission’s (Commission or OCC) review and approval as their 
compromise and settlement of the large-load tariff and self-supply issues described herein. 
The Stipulating Parties represent to the Commission that this Joint Stipulation is fair, just 
and reasonable, is in the public interest, and should be approved. 

The Stipulating Parties further state that Public Service Company of Oklahoma 
(PSO) filed this Cause to review PSO’s rates, charges, regulations and conditions of service 
and to obtain approval of various cost recovery mechanisms and tariffs, including large-
load tariff terms. PSO’s Application states that PSO is an Oklahoma corporation engaged 
in generating, purchasing, transmitting, distributing and selling electric energy in 
Oklahoma, and that its Oklahoma operations are subject to the Commission’s jurisdiction. 

Terms of the Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement 
 
Effective with the final order of the Commission approving all elements of this Joint 
Stipulation: 

1. Approval of Separate Large Load Tariff Framework 
 
1.1. The Stipulating Parties agree that PSO shall establish a new, separate large-load tariff 
(Large Load Service or LLS Tariff) applicable to eligible customers with contract demand 
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exceeding 75 MW at a single delivery point. The tariff shall be separate from, and shall not 
be treated as a carve-out from, PSO’s existing large-customer tariff. 
 
1.2. The Stipulating Parties agree that the large-load tariff should include three service 
options: (a) an Option 1 self-supply or bring-your-own-generation (BYOG) option under 
which the customer takes no generation service from PSO; (b) an Option 2 mixed-service 
option under which a portion of the customer’s load is served under Option 1 and a portion 
under Option 3; and (c) an Option 3 full-utility-generation-service option under which the 
customer takes generation service from PSO. 
 
1.3. The Stipulating Parties acknowledge that the settlement proposal provides terms and 
conditions for three service options within a new large-load tariff applicable to eligible 
customers with contract demand exceeding 75 MW. 
 
2. HB 2992 Compliance and Cost-Causation Protections 
 
2.1. The Stipulating Parties acknowledge that Oklahoma HB 2992, the Data Center 
Customer Protection Act of 2026,1 was approved by the Governor on May 11, 2026, and 
becomes effective July 1, 2026. The Stipulating Parties intend that the tariff approved under 
this Joint Stipulation comply with HB 2992 and any Commission rule, order, or directive 
implementing HB 2992. 
 
2.2. The Stipulating Parties agree that the large-load tariff shall be interpreted, administered 
and, if necessary, modified to ensure that residential, commercial, industrial and other non-
large-load customers are protected from unjust rates resulting directly from electric service 
to large-load customers, and that costs and revenues are assigned and allocated in 
accordance with cost-causation principles. 
 
2.3. The Stipulating Parties agree that each service option shall include a true-up 
mechanism. Under that mechanism, PSO shall periodically review, in a general rate case, 
regular review process, or other Commission-approved proceeding, whether any costs 
incurred to serve a large-load customer have been under-collected, over-collected, 
misallocated, or shifted to residential, commercial, industrial, or any other rate class. If 
such review identifies a cost shift, under-recovery, or over-recovery, then the applicable 
rates, charges, credits, collateral requirements, exit fees, minimum charges, or other tariff 
terms shall be adjusted prospectively and, to the extent permitted by law and approved by 
the Commission, trued up to assign and allocate costs and revenues consistent with HB 
2992’s cost-causation requirements. 
 

 
1 Codified as Okla. Stat. tit. 17 §§ 900-905 effective July 1, 2026 
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2.4. The true-up mechanism shall be designed to ensure that large-load customers 
reimburse PSO for all costs fairly allocated to them. To the extent the true-up mechanism 
determines overcollection from a large-load customer or customers, the affected customer 
or customers shall receive an appropriate credit approved by the Commission. 
 
2.5. The Stipulating Parties agree that the large-load tariff shall include credit requirements 
and other measures necessary to ensure that large-load customers reimburse PSO for all 
costs fairly allocated to them, including costs incurred to directly serve the customer that 
may remain unrecovered if the customer departs the system or materially reduces load. 
 
2.6. The Stipulating Parties agree that each service option shall be implemented 
consistently with any minimum service-term requirement established by HB 2992, 
including a minimum ten-year term where applicable, unless the customer or service 
arrangement is not subject to that requirement under HB 2992 or a Commission order. 

3. Applicability 
 
3.1. The large-load tariff shall apply to customers with contract demand exceeding 75 MW, 
regardless of the customer’s BYOG or self-supply generation level. 
 
3.2. The Stipulating Parties agree that the 75 MW threshold resolves, as between the 
Stipulating Parties, the contested large-load applicability-threshold issues raised in this 
Cause by PSO, Google, the Petroleum Alliance, DOD/FEA, AARP, and other parties. The 
Combined Issues Lists reflect disputes over whether the large-load threshold should be 10 
MW or 75 MW and whether special large-load provisions should apply only to true large-
load customers. 
 
4. Transmission and Interconnection Upgrades 
 
4.1. For Option 1, Option 2, and Option 3, the large-load customer shall fully fund up-
front, through Contribution in Aid of Construction (CIAC) or other Commission-approved 
mechanism, direct-connect transmission and interconnection facilities needed to serve that 
customer. 
 
4.2. For Option 1, Option 2, and Option 3, the large-load customer shall fully fund up-front 
a portion of required network upgrades necessary to prevent impacts to PSO’s transmission 
rates for existing customers. 
 
5. Option 1 — Full Self-Supply / BYOG Service 
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5.1. Under Option 1, a qualifying large-load customer shall take no generation service from 
PSO for the self-supplied portion of its load and may self-supply up to 100% of its capacity 
and energy requirements through a qualified wholesale market counterparty or through 
behind-the-meter generation, subject to Rider SSS or successor tariff provisions approved 
by the Commission. 
 
5.2. Option 1 customers shall fund the directly attributable direct-connect facilities and 
network-upgrade obligations under Section 4. 
 
5.3. Option 1 contract term shall be the minimum required by applicable law, including the 
ten-year minimum service term described in HB 2992 where applicable. 
 
5.4. Option 1 billing demand shall be a minimum of 80% of contract demand, with either: 
(a) automatic increase of contract demand with higher peaks; or (b) physical limitation of 
load so that load does not exceed contract demand. 
 
5.5. Option 1 minimum charges shall equal the sum of minimum demand charges for 
transmission only, customer charges, and all applicable non-generation riders billed at 
actual usage. 
 
5.6. No collateral shall be required for Option 1, except to the extent otherwise required by 
law, Commission order, generally applicable tariff provisions, or customer-specific 
facilities agreements. 
 
5.7. An Option 1 customer may exit at any time, subject to satisfying outstanding 
obligations for direct-connect facilities, network upgrades, CIAC, and any Commission-
approved charges necessary to prevent cost shifts to other customers. 
 
5.8. Generation capacity charges, energy charges, fuel adjustment charges, and generation-
related riders shall not apply to the self-supplied portion of load. Delivery, transmission, 
and applicable regulatory rider charges shall continue to apply based on total metered 
demand, subject to Commission-approved tariff terms. The settlement proposal describes 
Rider SSS as allowing customers with verified coincidental or non-coincident peak demand 
of at least 75 MW at a single delivery point to self-supply up to 100% of capacity and 
energy requirements, with generation capacity and energy charges set to $0.00 for the self-
supplied portion  
 
5.9. The System Contribution Charge shall not apply to Option 1 except as expressly 
approved by the Commission in the large-load tariff or in a customer-specific special 
contract. 
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6. Option 2 — Mixed Self-Supply and PSO Generation Service 
 
6.1. Under Option 2, a qualifying large-load customer may elect service under Option 1 for 
a portion of its load and Option 3 for the remaining portion of its load. 
 
6.2. Option 1 terms shall apply to the Option 1 portion of load, and Option 3 terms shall 
apply to the Option 3 portion of load. 
 
6.3. PSO shall maintain metering, billing, scheduling, imbalance, standby, settlement, and 
verification provisions sufficient to ensure that the Option 1 and Option 3 portions of load 
are separately identified and billed consistent with cost causation and Commission-
approved tariff terms. 
 
6.4. The System Contribution Charge shall not apply to Option 2 except as expressly 
approved by the Commission in the large-load tariff or in a customer-specific special 
contract. 
 
7. Option 3 — Full PSO Generation Service 
 
7.1. Under Option 3, a qualifying large-load customer shall take generation service from 
PSO and shall not self-supply the customer’s generation requirements under Rider SSS for 
the Option 3 portion of load. 
 
7.2. Option 3 customers shall fund the applicable direct-connect facilities and network-
upgrade obligations under Section 4. 
 
7.3. Option 3 shall include a 15-year initial term, with a customer-elected load ramp of up 
to five years, subject to Commission approval and consistency with HB 2992. 
 
7.4. Option 3 billing demand shall be a minimum of 80% of contract demand, with either: 
(a) automatic increase of contract demand with higher peaks; or (b) physical limitation of 
load so that load does not exceed contract demand. 
 
7.5. Option 3 minimum charges shall equal the sum of minimum demand charges for 
transmission and generation costs, customer charges, and all applicable riders billed at 
actual usage. 
 
7.6. Option 3 collateral shall equal 48 months of non-fuel minimum bills, subject to the 
following terms: (a) collateral may be provided through a qualifying guarantee, letter of 
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credit, or cash; (b) collateral shall be based on 48 times the maximum historical monthly 
non-fuel charges; and (c) collateral shall be recomputed annually. 
 
7.7. An Option 3 customer may provide notice of exit after 60 months of initial service. 
The exit fee shall be based on the present value of any remaining reasonably allocable costs 
incurred to serve or for the benefit of the customer. Financial obligations PSO can terminate 
shall not be included in the exit fee, and portions of plant balance or CPA/PPA obligations 
that can be used for net new load shall not be included in the exit fee. 
 
7.8. The System Contribution Charge shall not apply to Option 3 except as expressly 
approved by the Commission in the large-load tariff or in a customer-specific special 
contract. 
 
8. Commission Authority to Approve Self-Supply Rider 
 
8.1. The Stipulating Parties agree and stipulate that the Commission has jurisdiction and 
authority to approve a self-supply rider, including Rider SSS or a successor self-
supply/BYOG rider, as part of PSO’s retail electric tariff in this Cause. 
 
8.2. PSO’s Application invokes Okla. Const. art. IX, § 18; 17 O.S. §§ 152, 153, 250 et seq., 
and 281 et seq.; and OAC 165:70-1-1 et seq. as legal authority for Commission review of 
PSO’s rates, charges, regulations and conditions of service and approval of cost recovery 
mechanisms and tariffs. 
 
8.3. Okla. Const. art. IX, § 18 vests the Commission with authority over public utilities, 
and Okla. Const. art. IX, § 20 provides for direct Supreme Court review of Commission 
actions prescribing rates, charges, services, practices, rules, or regulations of a public 
utility. In City of Oklahoma City v. Oklahoma Corporation Commission, the Oklahoma 
Supreme Court reaffirmed that Commission actions prescribing rates, charges, services, 
practices, rules or regulations of public utilities are appealable under Okla. Const. art. IX, 
§ 20, and that utility tariffs are created through the Commission’s legislative ratemaking 
authority. City of Okla. City v. Okla. Corp. Comm’n, 558 P.3d 1231 (Okla. 2024). 
 
8.4. Title 17 O.S. § 152(A) provides that the Commission has general supervision over 
public utilities, including power to fix and establish rates and to prescribe and promulgate 
rules, requirements, and regulations affecting their services, operation, and business 
management. In City of Oklahoma City, the Oklahoma Supreme Court quoted § 152(A) as 
granting the Commission “general supervision over all public utilities” and authority to 
“fix and establish rates” and prescribe rules, requirements, and regulations affecting public-
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utility services, operations, and business conduct. City of Okla. City v. Okla. Corp. 
Comm’n, 558 P.3d 1231 (Okla. 2024). 
 
8.5. Oklahoma Supreme Court precedent recognizes that the Commission approves utility 
tariffs and rates, and that a utility may not unilaterally increase rates. In In re Oklahoma 
Development Finance Authority for Approval of Not to Exceed $800,000,000 Ratepayer-
Backed Bonds, the Court stated that an investor-owned electric public utility operating in 
Oklahoma is subject to Commission oversight concerning retail rates and charges and 
“cannot increase utility rates on its own”; instead, the Commission must approve rates and 
fuel-cost adjustments. In re Okla. Dev. Fin. Auth. for Approval of Not to Exceed 
$800,000,000 Ratepayer-Backed Bonds, 510 P.3d 165 (Okla. 2022). 
 
8.6. Oklahoma Supreme Court precedent further recognizes that utility tariffs are the 
Commission-approved instruments setting forth utility services and rates. In City of 
Oklahoma City, the Court described a public utility tariff as a published document setting 
forth services provided by the utility, a schedule of rates for those services, and policies 
relating to the rates, approved by the Commission. City of Okla. City v. Okla. Corp. 
Comm’n, 558 P.3d 1231 (Okla. 2024). 
 
8.7. HB 2992 independently supports Commission approval of separate large-load tariff 
provisions, including a self-supply rider, because the Act requires separate terms, 
conditions, and tariffs for large-load customers; requires protection of non-large-load 
customers from unjust rates resulting directly from service to large-load customers; 
requires cost-causation allocation; and authorizes the Corporation Commission to 
promulgate rules and exercise enforcement authority within its jurisdiction. The official 
Oklahoma Legislature bill information page reflects that HB 2992 was approved by the 
Governor on May 11, 2026, and the enrolled bill is the operative legislative text. HB 2992 
Bill Information, 60th Legislature, 2nd Session (Okla. 2026). 
 

8.8. HB 2992 requires the Corporation Commission to approve separate terms, 
conditions, and tariffs for large-load customers; requires protection of non-large-load 
customers from unjust rates resulting directly from service to large-load customers; 
requires cost-causation allocation; and authorizes the Corporation Commission to 
promulgate rules and exercise enforcement authority within its jurisdiction.  

 
 
8.9. The self-supply rider falls within the Commission’s authority because it is a tariffed 
retail-service option that determines the rates, charges, services, practices, rules, and 
regulations applicable to a defined large-load customer class; preserves Commission 
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jurisdiction over delivery, transmission, riders, metering, billing, and true-up terms; and 
assigns generation responsibility and generation-related costs to the customer electing to 
self-supply, thereby advancing HB 2992 cost-causation and ratepayer-protection 
requirements. 
 
8.10. The Stipulating Parties agree that approval of Rider SSS or a successor self-supply 
rider does not deregulate PSO retail service, does not remove the customer from 
Commission-approved tariff service, and does not limit the Commission’s authority to 
modify, condition, suspend, or enforce tariff provisions in future proceedings consistent 
with law. 
 
9. Settled Issues 
 
9.1. As between and among the Stipulating Parties, this Joint Stipulation resolves the 
following issues in this Cause: 
 
(a) whether PSO should offer a separate large-load tariff or separate large-load tariff 
provisions for customers above 75 MW; 
 
(b) whether the large-load applicability threshold should be 75 MW rather than 10 MW; 
 
(c) whether large-load customers should be allowed to self-supply or bring their own 
generation through a Commission-approved self-supply rider; 
 
(d) whether self-supplied load should avoid generation capacity charges, energy charges, 
fuel adjustment charges, and generation-related riders for the self-supplied portion of load; 
 
(e) whether delivery, transmission, and applicable regulatory riders should continue to 
apply to self-supplied customers based on total metered demand; 
 
(f) whether large-load customers should up-front fund direct-connect transmission and 
interconnection facilities through CIAC; 
 
(g) whether large-load customers should up-front fund required network upgrades 
necessary to prevent transmission-rate impacts to existing customers; 
 
(h) whether large-load terms should include a cost-causation true-up mechanism; 
 
(i) whether large-load terms should include credit support, minimum charges, collateral, 
and exit-fee mechanisms sufficient to prevent cost shifts to other customers; 

CASE PUD PUD2025-000075 ENTRY NO. 777 FILED IN OCC COURT CLERK'S OFFICE ON 06/26/2026 - PAGE 8 OF 15



 9 

 
(j) whether the Commission has authority to approve a self-supply rider as part of PSO’s 
tariff in this Cause; and 
 
(k) whether the large-load tariff should be conformed to HB 2992 and future Commission 
rules, orders, or directives implementing HB 2992. 
 
9.2. The Stipulating Parties agree that the settlement of the foregoing issues is consistent 
with issues raised by Google, DOD/FEA, AARP, the Petroleum Alliance, the Data Center 
Coalition, and other parties concerning BYOG/self-supply, cost-shift protections, 
applicability threshold, contract term, collateral, exit fees, and large-load tariff structure. 
The Combined Issues Lists identify those disputed issues, including DOD/FEA’s position 
that the Commission should consider an SGR or BYOG framework allowing large-load 
customers to arrange dedicated supply through third-party PPAs, behind-the-meter 
generation, self-supply, or a combination of resources. 
 
10. Issues Not Resolved by this Joint Stipulation 
 
10.1. Except as expressly resolved in Section 9, this Joint Stipulation does not resolve 
PSO’s requested revenue requirement, overall rate increase, class revenue allocation, rate 
design, rate base, cost of capital, depreciation, storm-cost recovery, rider proposals other 
than the large-load/self-supply provisions addressed herein, or any other issue not 
specifically identified as settled. 
 
10.2.- The Stipulating Parties acknowledge that the issues remaining for Commission 
decision or further settlement include, without limitation, the following: 
 
(a) Revenue requirement and accounting adjustments. PSO’s accounting adjustments, six-
month post-test-year adjustments, plant additions, capital-project prudence and necessity, 
ad valorem tax treatment, depreciation expense, rate-case expenses, payroll increases, 
incentives, SERP, dues and donations, investor-relations expense, directors’ and officers’ 
insurance, SPP pro forma adjustments, NOLC treatment, ARO/CCR costs, deferred 
pension-settlement costs, and other revenue-requirement adjustments remain outstanding 
unless resolved by separate stipulation. PSO’s issues list identifies accounting adjustments, 
generation and renewable investments, storm costs, O&M, depreciation, NOLC, NE3, 
CCR/ARO, and pension settlement cost issues. 
 
(b) Cost of capital. The appropriate return on equity, capital structure, and overall rate of 
return remain outstanding. PSO identified return on equity and actual capital structure as 
issues, and other parties proposed different ROE and capital-structure positions. 
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(c) Storm-cost recovery. The level of storm expense in base rates, amortization of deferred 
storm costs, and whether recovery of storm costs should be denied or reduced remain 
outstanding. 
 
(d) Vegetation Management Rider, SPPTC Rider, GEAR Rider, RRR Rider, and other rider 
issues. PSO’s proposed Vegetation Management Rider, continued capitalization of 
vegetation-management costs, SPPTC amendments, GEAR Rider extension and cap 
increase, RRR expiration-date issue, and whether PSO’s rider requests satisfy Commission 
standards remain outstanding except to the extent a provision expressly relates to the large-
load/self-supply tariff approved herein. 
 
(e) Cost-of-service and allocation issues. Production cost allocation, wind and solar 
allocation, transmission cost allocation, special-contract revenue allocation, class revenue 
requirement, and revenue allocation remain outstanding. Walmart, DOD/FEA, AARP, and 
others identified disputes over renewable generation capacity allocators, transmission cost 
allocators, cost-of-service study methodology, and class revenue requirement. 
 
(f) Future test year and historical test year. AARP’s issue concerning whether PSO’s 
request to use a future test year should be rejected in favor of a historical test year remains 
outstanding. 
 
(g) Renewable generation O&M and RRR expiration. The Petroleum Alliance’s renewable 
generation O&M disallowance issue and RRR tariff expiration-date issue remain 
outstanding except to the extent otherwise resolved by separate stipulation. 
 
(h) Rate design. Rate-design issues not expressly tied to the large-load/self-supply tariff 
terms settled herein remain outstanding, including Walmart’s reduced-revenue-
requirement rate-design proposal and mitigation of increases to C&I service levels. 
 
(i) Special contracts and customer-specific arrangements. The preservation or approval of 
Commission-approved special contracts for atypical, capital-intensive large-load projects 
remains outstanding except to the extent this Joint Stipulation recognizes that uniform tariff 
terms may serve as a floor rather than a ceiling if the Commission approves a special 
contract. 
 
10.3. No Stipulating Party waives its right to litigate or settle any outstanding issue not 
expressly settled herein. 
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11. Discovery and Motions 
 
11.1. As between and among the Stipulating Parties, all pending requests for discovery and 
all motions pending before either the Commission or the Administrative Law Judge 
relating solely to the settled large-load/self-supply issues addressed in this Joint Stipulation 
are hereby withdrawn upon Commission approval of this Joint Stipulation. 
 
11.2. Discovery requests and motions relating to issues not resolved by this Joint 
Stipulation are not withdrawn unless otherwise agreed in writing by the affected parties or 
ordered by the Commission. 
 
12. General Reservations 
 
12.1. The Stipulating Parties represent and agree that, except as specifically otherwise 
provided herein, this Joint Stipulation represents a negotiated settlement for the purpose of 
compromising and settling the issues identified as settled herein. 
 
12.2. Each of the undersigned counsel of record affirmatively represents that he or she has 
full authority to execute this Joint Stipulation on behalf of the client or clients represented. 
 
12.3. None of the signatories shall be prejudiced or bound by the terms of this Joint 
Stipulation if the Commission does not approve this Joint Stipulation, or if any appeal of a 
Commission order adopting this Joint Stipulation is filed with the Oklahoma Supreme 
Court. 
 
12.4. The Stipulating Parties agree that the provisions of this Joint Stipulation are the result 
of extensive negotiations and that the terms and conditions of this Joint Stipulation are 
interdependent. The Stipulating Parties agree that settling the issues identified herein is in 
the public interest and that they have entered into this Joint Stipulation to settle those issues 
among themselves. 
 
12.5. This Joint Stipulation shall not constitute, be cited as, or be deemed an admission or 
precedent by any Stipulating Party in any other proceeding, except as necessary to enforce 
its terms before the Commission or any court of competent jurisdiction. The Commission’s 
decision, if it enters an order consistent with this Joint Stipulation, shall be binding as to 
the settled matters decided in this Cause, but shall not be binding with respect to similar 
issues that may arise in other proceedings. 
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12.6. A Stipulating Party’s support of this Joint Stipulation may differ from its position or 
testimony in other causes. To the extent there is a difference, the Stipulating Parties do not 
waive their positions in other causes. Because this is a stipulated agreement, the Stipulating 
Parties are under no obligation to take the same position as set out in this Joint Stipulation 
in other dockets. 
 
13. Non-Severability 
 
13.1. The Stipulating Parties stipulate and agree that the agreements contained in this Joint 
Stipulation have resulted from negotiations among the Stipulating Parties and are 
interrelated and interdependent. 
 
13.2. The Stipulating Parties specifically state and recognize that this Joint Stipulation 
represents a balancing of positions of each Stipulating Party in consideration for the 
agreements and commitments made by the other Stipulating Parties in connection herewith. 
 
13.3. Therefore, if the Commission does not approve and adopt the terms of this Joint 
Stipulation in total and without modification or condition, unless the affected party or 
parties consent to such modification or condition, this Joint Stipulation shall be void and 
of no force and effect, and no Stipulating Party shall be bound by the agreements or 
provisions contained herein. 
 
13.4. The Stipulating Parties agree that neither this Joint Stipulation nor any provision 
hereof shall become effective unless and until the Commission has entered an order 
approving all terms and provisions as agreed by the Stipulating Parties and such order 
becomes final and non-appealable. 
 
14. Requested Commission Findings 
 
14.1. The Stipulating Parties respectfully request that the Commission find: 
 
(a) the Commission has jurisdiction over PSO and over the subject matter of this Cause; 
 
(b) approval of the large-load tariff framework and Rider SSS or successor self-supply rider 
is within the Commission’s constitutional and statutory authority; 
 
(c) the large-load tariff framework described herein is fair, just, reasonable, and in the 
public interest; 
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(d) the large-load tariff framework is consistent with HB 2992’s cost-causation and 
customer-protection requirements; 
 
(e) the true-up, CIAC, minimum-charge, collateral, and exit-fee provisions are designed to 
prevent cost shifts to residential, commercial, industrial, and any other rate class; 
 
(f) the 75 MW applicability threshold is reasonable for the large-load tariff framework 
adopted herein; 
 
(g) Option 1, Option 2, and Option 3 provide lawful, cost-based tariffed service options for 
eligible large-load customers; and 
 
(h) this Joint Stipulation should be approved in its entirety. 
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WHEREFORE, the Stipulating Parties hereby submit this Joint Stipulation and 
Settlement Agreement to the Commission as their negotiated settlement of the issues 
identified herein and respectfully request the Commission to issue an order approving this 
Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. 

Signature Blocks 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

OFFICE OF THE OKLAHOMA ATTORNEY GENERAL 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: __Thomas L. Grossnickalus_______ 
Title/Counsel: _Deputy Attorney General__ 
Date: __06/26/2026____________________ 

GOOGLE, LLC 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

PUBLIC UTILITY DIVISION, OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

OKLAHOMA INDUSTRIAL ENERGY CONSUMERS 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

WALMART INC. 

Fairo Mitchell
PUD Director

06/26/2026

Jim Roth

Attorney
06/26/26
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By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND ALL OTHER FEDERAL 
EXECUTIVE AGENCIES 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

DATA CENTER COALITION 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

AARP 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 

THE PETROLEUM ALLIANCE OF OKLAHOMA 

By: ________________________________ 
Name: ______________________________ 
Title/Counsel: ______________________ 
Date: ______________________________ 
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