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February 5, 2026 


 


Electric Reliability Council of Texas 
8000 Metropolicy Drive (Building E) 
Austin Texas 78744 
 
Re: Proposed Batch Study Interconnection Process  


 


The Data Center Coalition (DCC) is the national membership association1 for the data 
center industry, representing leading data center owners and operators who maintain data center 
infrastructure across the country and globe, as well as companies that lease large amounts of data 
center capacity. DCC empowers and champions the data center community through public policy 
advocacy, thought leadership, stakeholder outreach, and community engagement. As the voice of 
the data center industry, DCC also advocates for a highly skilled and diverse technology 
workforce, greater access to clean energy, and a competitive business environment to support the 
growth and success of this essential business sector. Given this mission, we believe it is essential 
we share initial feedback on ERCOT”s proposed batch study process.  
 


I.​ Treatment of Projects Targeting Second Half 2027 Energization 
 


ERCOT’s requirements to be included in the Batch Zero A and Zero B studies are 
focused on energization date cutoffs. Unfortunately, the cutoff dates interfere with the 
commercial realities of building and operationalizing data centers. Data centers can take several 
years for a company to complete. As structured, the proposed batch study framework does not 
provide the timing certainty necessary for businesses to plan for the future. Data center projects 
are multi-billion dollar investments in the Texas economy that may be put on hold at no fault of 
the company.  


Specifically, the proposed framework limits Batch Zero A to projects with energization 
dates on or before June 30, 2027. Projects with later 2027 targets would move through Batch 
Zero B, with results expected January 15, 2027. Therefore, energization for some projects could 
be delayed for years, potentially negatively impacting projects and their sizable investments. 
Rather than relying solely on a project’s energization date, which frequently shifts due to a 
variety of factors, ERCOT should adopt a more comprehensive set of eligibility criteria for Batch 
Zero A and B. These criteria should include factors such as the date a large load customer 


1 The Data Center Coalition is a membership organization of leading data center owners and operators. Public 
testimony and written comments submitted by DCC do not necessarily reflect the views of each individual DCC 
member. A list of current DCC Members is accessible at https://www.datacentercoalition.org/members.  
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submitted its interconnection request to the TSP, key operational readiness milestones (e.g., site 
control), and evidence of executed financial commitments or demonstrated financial capability to 
meet those commitments. Ultimately, ERCOT should prioritize studies for the most mature 
projects (under construction, for example) that have a well-defined and credible path to 
achieving delivery within the proposed load ramp timelines. 


Further, the batch process should account for the transmission capacity available to serve 
a project. To appropriately support projects with near‑term energization dates, ERCOT should 
establish a mechanism that incentivizes or facilitates timely transmission development, or at 
minimum, require an evaluation of whether sufficient transmission capacity will be in place to 
serve the load by the project’s energization date if it is included in an early batch. 


Overall, DCC would like to better understand how this timeline accounts for construction 
realities. Our members' experience indicates that data center development cannot meaningfully 
advance until a firm MW allocation is in hand. The confirmed MW dictates facility sizing, 
long-lead electrical equipment orders (which carry 12-18 month lead times), substation 
engineering, and IT infrastructure planning.  


II.​ Interconnection Criteria for Batch Zero A and Batch Zero B 
 


Batch Zero A and Batch Zero B should include only projects that demonstrate a credible 
and viable path to energization. In order to ensure only projects that demonstrate commercial 
readiness are included in these batches, ERCOT should consider the inclusion of criteria, such as 
meeting financial requirements for participation in these batches. The criteria could also include 
evidence of site control, execution of an interconnection agreement, provision of required 
financial security (or demonstration of the capability to meet those financial commitments when 
the opportunity is provided), as well as indicators of operational readiness, such as procurement 
of long‑lead equipment or other significant project milestones. Similar to the requirements 
already established for Batch Zero B, eligibility criteria for Batch Zero A should likewise reflect 
the Public Utility Commission’s Project 58481 interconnection agreement standards. 


 
Further, as it pertains to data centers, ERCOT should take into consideration whether a 


company is currently constructing a data center, has a record of operating data centers, or has 
constructed a data center or data center expansion in the past. These factors could be an indicator 
of whether the large load customer will feasibly meet its energization date and bring a data center 
online, which will also maintain the accuracy of ERCOT studies, enabling the institution to 
allocate capacity based on actual load that will be utilized.  
 
 
 
 







III.​ Restudy Process 
 
DCC requests clarity on what projects will require restudies during the interim for the 


existing Large Load Interconnection process. There are several large load customers who have 
dedicated financial commitment, completed the steady state study, and stability study who began 
the interconnection process several months, often years ago. Per ERCOT’s presentation on Slide 
15 and discussions at the February 3 Workshop, it appears that several projects will need to be 
restudied due to a reevaluation of capacity capability. The need for a restudy is at no fault of the 
company. DCC recommends that ERCOT only restudy projects that are in areas where previous 
studies are no longer accurate and risk reliability due to an unclear picture of capacity. In any 
case, DCC suggests that ERCOT limit the impact of restudies by prioritizing the completion of 
studies for interconnection requests where customers have previously completed studies in the 
past. In these cases, DCC respectfully requests ERCOT notify companies as soon as possible so 
they can plan their projects accordingly.  


 
DCC also requests additional details on how capacity will be treated as firm when 


requested by the customer for study and specifically how capacity may be reallocated should 
ERCOT interconnection restudies identify lower capacity availability than a customer initially 
requested. Further, DCC requests that ERCOT provide more concrete detail on when the firm 
load will be delivered. Our members work with their TSPs (transmission service provider) to 
outline comprehensive load interconnection requests with steady and predictable ramp periods. 
This practice allows utilities to better assess a comprehensive outlook on planned projects and 
the schedule for infrastructure deployment to ensure transmission and distribution infrastructure 
could be built to meet this growth.  
 
IV.​ Timeline for Completing Agreement Requirements 


 
Under the current framework, projects must have both Section 9.4 (planning studies) and 


Section 9.5 (executed agreements) completed by January 28, 2026 to qualify in Batch Zero. As 
structured, this deadline will impact several pending projects. If a large load customer has not 
met this backdated deadline, it will delay their projects for at least a year due to the time it takes 
for a data center to be built and a load to be energized. At a minimum, ERCOT should extend 
this deadline a few months so large load customers can plan accordingly and work with TSPs to 
meet these requirements as soon as possible. 
  
​ DCC recognizes the need for clear milestone deadlines. However, we note that TSP 
agreement execution historically takes 180 days at a minimum. As it stands, it appears that the 
January 28, 2026 deadline for these studies compresses this process into roughly 30 days. As a 
result, projects that have completed their technical work but remain in the agreement executive 
queue may find themselves excluded from Batch Zero A due to administrative timing rather than 







project readiness. As such, ERCOT should consider extending the deadline to a future firm 
cutoff date in a couple of months so companies can plan accordingly.  
 


V.​ Co-Location Arrangements  
 
DCC requests additional clarity on how co-location arrangements will be treated in the 


study process. In particular, it would be helpful to offer additional guidance on the study 
requirements for a co-located load with an existing generation resource. Overall, the batch study 
process should be consistent with statutory requirements for the delivery of studies for co-located 
arrangements with existing generation in SB 6.  
 
VI.​ Conclusion 


The Data Center Coalition views the batch study framework as an important step forward 
for large load interconnection in ERCOT. We raise these points not to slow progress but to 
ensure the framework works as intended — delivering capacity to the grid efficiently while 
treating developers fairly. 


​ DCC members recognize the importance of time. Still, we understand the importance of 
accuracy and getting the process right. As noted, we appreciate ERCOT’s efforts to enhance the 
process. However, DCC members believe the process should be further refined before its 
implementation as the proposed study process will impact large load project development for the 
foreseeable future.  
 


DCC is grateful for ERCOT’s consideration of these comments. Our organization is 
committed to being a collaborative partner and our industry is eager to contribute to solutions 
that ensure reliable, affordable and adequate power for all consumers. We look forward to 
continued engagement with the ERCOT to further refine the interconnection process in Texas.  


 
Respectfully submitted, 


 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ Cameron Poursoltan 


Senior Energy Policy Manager  
Data Center Coalition  
1250 H Street, NW, Suite 880  
Washington, DC 20005 
cameron@datacentercoalition.org 
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