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	Comments


I would like to bring to your attention some significant technical concerns regarding the proposed "Batch Zero" interconnection framework. As a retired utility planner and former CEO of 3-Waters Technical Services, I have planned infrastructure projects across this state for decades, and I believe the current direction of the study process contains a critical blind spot that could endanger the stability of the ERCOT system.
My primary concern is that we are currently planning for the future while looking in the rear-view mirror. The 15-year historical weather baseline (2008–2023) used in these studies is simply insufficient for the increasing climatic variability we are experiencing today. I believe this approach catastrophically underestimates the load for the 2026–2030 planning horizon. Furthermore, I contend that a four-year planning window is insufficient to account for the decade-long transmission upgrades required to support concentrated gigawatt-scale loads. By using "legally correct" but physically obsolete data, I believe ERCOT is underestimating peak cooling demand for high-density AI clusters by approximately 18–22% (Source: AIRSYS/Uptime Institute 2026 AI Infrastructure Analysis).
While I support the $50,000/MW financial security fee as a tool to deter speculators, I must emphasize that financial bonding cannot mitigate a potential grid collapse. We saw a clear warning sign of this in February 2025, when 40 data centers in the PJM Interconnection simultaneously switched to backup power during a minor fault, nearly destabilizing their regional grid (Source: WSJ, March 2026). In a 7.7 GW cluster, a high-frequency voltage sag can trigger a "Sympathetic Tripping" event that poses a kinetic risk to our physical turbine infrastructure—a risk that no bond can cover.
I urge the Commission to mandate the use of Forward-Looking Synthetic Climate Models (such as the CMIP6 or RCM models favored by the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory (PNNL), a U.S. Department of Energy facility specializing in grid resilience). We cannot afford to grant permits based on averages that the current climate has already surpassed. The Large Load Working Group (LLWG) must serve as the technical firewall that ensures our grid is built for the reality of the next decade, not the statistics of the last one.
Thank you for your time and your attention to these important issues.
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