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Hi LLWG feedback and Matt,

Can LCRA’s comments sent on 2/5 to a smaller ERCOT group be added to the meeting
materials for the batch workshop?

Thanks,

Blake

From: Trevor Safko <Trevor.Safko@LCRA.ORG>

Sent: Thursday, February 5, 2026 10:00 AM

To: evan.rowe@ercot.com; Springer, Agee <agee.springer@ercot.com>; Billo, Jeffrey
<jeff.billo@ercot.com>

Cc: Blake Holt <Blake.Holt@LCRA.ORG>; Emily Jolly <Emily.Jolly@LCRA.ORG>; Cris Urena
<Cris.Urena@LCRA.ORG>; Ryan White <Ryan.White@LCRA.ORG>; Shalesh Ganjoo
<Shalesh.Ganjoo@LCRA.ORG>; Sandeep Borkar <Sandeep.Borkar@LCRA.ORG>; Kristian Koellner
<Kristian.Koellner@LCRA.ORG>

Subject: LCRA TSC Questions from Batch Study Workshop

Good morning ERCOT Team,

Please see the attached comments and questions from LCRA TSC following this week’s
Batch Study Workshop. We would welcome discussion of these items during this
afternoon’s meeting or during subsequent workshops.

Best,

Trevor Safko, PhD

Lower Colorado River Authority | Lead Regulatory Analyst
Trevor.Safko@lcra.org
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LCRA TSC Comments for ERCOT


Expand Batch Zero A for RTP and RPG-studied Large Loads exempt from Large Load interconnection (LLI) process


Projects exempt from the LLI and that have been studied through the RTP and/or RPG study process, for in-progress RPG studies projected to be completed by Q1 of 2026, and have posted significant financial security should be included in Batch Zero A.





Revise the in-service date (ISD) cut-off for inclusion in Batch Zero A to 1/31/2028: 


ERCOT should consider revising its inclusion criteria for Batch Zero A to maximize inclusion of advanced-stage projects, particularly for loads exempted from the interim LLI process but evaluated through an RPG and/or RTP study, and that have posted significant financial security towards developing those projects. An in-service date filter of October 1, 2027 will needlessly delay the QSA studies for these projects. ERCOT should extend this date to 2/1/2028 or beyond to maximize inclusion of serious projects and to avoid punishing Large Loads that have submitted accurate ISDs.





Extend the commitment timeline to a minimum of 60 days.


Securitizing and executing potentially dozens of interconnection agreements within four weeks is not feasible. TSPs will require a minimum of 60 days to complete the Allocate and Commit stage of the batch study process.





Longer studies will lead to more well-rationalized RPG projects.


ERCOT correctly identified certain planning trade-offs associated with a 6-month vs. 12-month batch study process. LCRA TSC supports a longer batch study process to the extent that it would produce more robust transmission upgrade solutions guided by TSP input and parallel studies. This may lead to faster and cheaper interconnections whereas a too-abbreviated batch study may increase the complexity and cost of subsequent RPG studies.





LCRA TSC prefers that ERCOT centralize registration for the batch process (information flow 2)


The batch study process is intended to improve the efficiency of Large Load interconnection studies, but also the transparency of this process. As such, ERCOT should develop a centralized point of entry for potential Large Load customers to enter their projects into the next batch study process. This will allow ERCOT to assign the appropriate lead-TSP, verify initial SB6-requirements are met, and assign an LLI number. This could support direct customer registration with ERCOT and be refined to provide the customer with updates on the process. LCRA TSC offers a few minor revisions to the information flow presented during the workshop to recognize that the POI will be assigned in parallel with the development of the intermediate agreement. Additionally, once the batch study has been completed and capacity allocated, it would be more appropriate for the TSP to communicate load allocations to the ILLEs. 
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ERCOTs load allocation methodology is well reasoned and aligned with principles of nodal design.





Customers have not provided, and may have difficulty producing, a minimum load allocation, particularly for multi-year load ramps.












LCRA Questions for ERCOT


Clarify exemption to interim criteria:


1. How is the requested interconnection request date determined or validated if many of these loads were not submitted to ERCOT during the interim period?





Clarifications on batch study details:


1. Is the “2026 Forecast” in be the same forecast used for 2026 RTP?  Will this case be developed from the October 2026 SSWG cases? 


2. Will ERCOT be seeking idevs and contingency files for loads to be considered in the Batch process? Can ERCOT clarify which start cases these idevs should be based on?


3. Can ERCOT clarify planning criteria applicable to this study. Does ERCOT anticipate curtailing “firm load” in Batch zero A if the results indicate criteria violations? 


4. What load scaling assumptions will be applied to create a summer net-peak load?


5. Will summer net peak produce a binding limit (or is it just a sensitivity)?


6. Will the MDC criteria be enforced as well?


7. Will this be a system wide study or a study by weather zone?


8. Can ERCOT share full batch study results with all TSPs - but coordinate solutions with impacted TSPs as necessary?





Clarifications on stability and short circuit study scopes:


1. Will ERCOT be reviewing and approving stability and short circuit studies for projects being evaluated via Batches Zero A and B, and Batch 1 and beyond. If yes, what is the expected study scope, topology and load levels being considered in scope? 








RPG project studies


1. Can ERCOT add clarity on greenfield vs. upgrade RPG pathways following the Batch Study? 6 months is unlikely to be enough for the proposed study scope.
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I Information Flow (Option 2: ILLE has direct relationship with ERCOT)
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