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	Comments


Rose City Partners, LLC submits these comments to Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) 145 in support of the revisions proposed by Schaper Energy Consulting in their March 5, 2026 comments.
This comment is intended to specifically address Section 9.2.1.4 Evaluation of Existing Studies for Large Loads.
Imagine you are looking to build a home in your town.
You go to the planning and zoning office and ask, “what will it take to get a permit to build this project?”
The city planner responds “well, first you need to get your construction drawings approved. 
Then, you will need to purchase the lot; you can’t get a permit before purchasing it. 
Next, you will pay all permit fees and impact fees.
After that, you’ll need to go ahead and order all of your HVAC Units, your kitchen appliances, and the windows and roof material for good measure.
Finally, you will need to break ground and start construction before we can fully approve your project.”
Confused, you ask, “you want me to start construction and spend thousands of dollars on this before you guarantee my ability to build this project? But at least once I do all of this, I will 100% be sure that I am approved, correct?”
The city planner replies, “well, one more thing.
After you’ve gotten your plans approved,
and purchased the lot,
and bought all the equipment,
and started construction,
and we confirm that your permit is approved,
we still reserve the right to pull back your permit at any point and can cancel your project no matter how much money you’ve spent on the site already.”
If this were you, would you want to continue pursuing a home development in this area?
If this were you, would you spend hundreds of thousands of dollars to fully construct the home when you’ll never be 100% sure whether you’ll be allowed to live in it?
This is exactly how a developer will feel operating in ERCOT’s LLI process with 9.2.1.4 as currently written.
ERCOT’s suggestion, even in draft form, that a developer could satisfy 9.4 and 9.5 of the planning guidelines, the current law of the land, and somehow still not have firm, locked in power is causing extreme disruption in today’s market. 
This is a binary equation for developers. If there is certainty that the power is firm, a developer can confidently satisfy all the site control, development activity, and financial security requirements. Without that certainty, the entire space comes to a halt. Developers, lenders, investors, and tenants cannot make decisions based on “probably”. They require certainty to begin pouring millions of dollars into their project. Just as anyone building a home would require certainty they could live in that home before closing on the site, ordering materials, and starting construction.
Simply put, ERCOT can’t require developers to provide unequivocal commitment to their projects, as they are requiring in 9.2.1.1 of their revision, when ERCOT won’t provide unequivocal commitment of their own, as they are declining to do in 9.2.1.4.
Importantly - this is counterproductive to ERCOT’s objective of implementing the Batch Process. If the rules of today can’t be trusted, then the rules of tomorrow also can’t be trusted. The best way to build confidence in the Batch Process is by not punishing those who followed the rules in the current process.
We suggest accomplishing this with new language for 9.2.1.4 proposed under “Revised Proposed Guide Language.” This new language is intended to:
1) Confirm with absolute certainty to the market that those who have satisfied 9.4 and 9.5 of the planning guide under today’s rules will be “firm” or “base load” in any scenario, whether a Batch Process is implemented or not.
2) Build trust in ERCOT’s future planning guide rules by not punishing those TSPs and market participants that explicitly followed ERCOT’s current planning guideline rules.
The market needs to be able to trust that ERCOT’s rules actually matter. 
The only way to do that is to make sure that ERCOT’s current rules actually matter.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None
	Revised Proposed Guide Language


None
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