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[bookmark: _Hlk224633631]
Skybox Datacenters LLC (Skybox) respectfully submits these comments in response to ERCOT’s April 17, 2026 comments. ERCOT’s continued refinements of the proposed framework for Batch Zero represents a meaningful step toward transitioning ERCOT’s Large Load interconnection process to a more coordinated, system-wide planning construct. However, clarification is necessary to ensure that eligibility determinations for “base load” are based on objective indicators of study completion and planning integration, rather than administrative timing distinctions that are not reflective of project maturity.
Treatment of RPG Loads Under Proposed Planning Guide § 9.2.1.4
As proposed, § 9.2.1.4(3)(a) provides that a large load will be deemed to have “complete and valid” studies without further review if: 
1. The large load was included in a transmission project study that was submitted to the Regional Planning Group (RPG) prior to December 15, 2025; 
2. The large load contributed to transmission project’s reliability need; and 
3. The transmission project received RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement on or before March 4, 2026.
The use of RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement as a date-based threshold is not an appropriate basis for base load treatment. Under Protocol § 3.11.4.9, these are procedural outputs following completion of technical analysis and stakeholder review; they do not evaluate or confirm system reliability risk or the validity or completeness of the underlying studies. The timing of acceptance or endorsement is driven by ERCOT’s internal review sequencing and the scheduling of meetings for ERCOT stakeholder committees and the ERCOT Board of Directors—not by study completion, compliance with applicable interconnection requirements, or project maturity.
As a result, similarly situated projects with comparable study records and demonstrated reliability need may receive endorsement on different dates based solely on administrative timing. Projects that have completed studies, established reliability need through the RPG process, and advanced through ERCOT and stakeholder review as applicable, may nevertheless be excluded from base load treatment solely because RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement occurs after March 4, 2026, while less advanced projects that received RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement earlier would qualify. This creates disparate treatment that is not tied to substantive readiness.
The issue is compounded by the fact that different interconnection frameworks applied at different times (i.e., the “interim” large load interconnection process,[footnoteRef:1] current Planning Guide § 9, and the future Batch Zero framework). A single, uniform cutoff date that disregards these distinctions reclassifies projects despite completed studies and demonstrated commitment, undermines reliance on ERCOT’s processes, and introduces implementation uncertainty that may delay project deployment and needed transmission infrastructure. [1:  See ERCOT Market Notice: W-A032522-01 Interim Large Load Interconnection Process (Mar. 25, 2022) (establishing an interim large load interconnection process, which was in effect until the full implementation of Planning Guide § 9 (via PGRR 115) on Dec. 15, 2026) at 
https://www.ercot.com/services/comm/mkt_notices/detail?id=fc84b65f-72fe-4704-9974-b52974cdb81e.] 

This approach is inconsistent with the structure of Planning Guide § 9, which evaluates readiness based on objective, milestone-based criteria, and with PURA § 37.0561, which contemplates interconnection standards that support business development while maintaining reliability. It is also misaligned with the purpose of Batch Zero, which is to distinguish advanced, substantiated load from less-developed requests based on study maturity and demonstrated commitment—not the timing of administrative approvals.
Accordingly, a date-based threshold tied to RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement does not provide a dependable or consistent basis for assessing study completeness, reliability need, or project maturity and should not be used to determine base load eligibility. Instead, eligibility should be based on objective, study-based criteria—such as completion of applicable Planning Guide § 9 requirements (or requirements under the “interim” interconnection process, as applicable), incorporation into ERCOT planning models, and execution of interconnection agreements and financial commitments.
Proposed Refinement
Proposed Planning Guide § 9.2.1.4 should recognize RPG-associated loads as having complete and valid studies where: (i) the RPG project was submitted prior to December 15, 2025; and (ii) RPG acceptance or ERCOT endorsement occurs within a defined, reasonable period following completion of ERCOT and stakeholder review under the RPG process, thereby avoiding distinctions driven solely by administrative timing and reducing reliance on the discretionary framework of § 9.2.1.4(4). 
At a minimum, if March 4, 2026 threshold is maintained, ERCOT should adopt Oncor’s proposal to use the RPG submission date as the basis for ranking under § 9.2.1.4(4)(b), ensuring prioritization based on an objective, TSP-controlled milestone.
Conclusion
The March 4, 2026 cutoff date creates a distinction not grounded in study completeness, reliability need, or project readiness. Absent refinement, the provision risks excluding otherwise mature and substantiated projects based solely on administrative timing rather than any substantive deficiency . Refining § 9.2.1.4 to recognize RPG projects submitted prior to December 15, 2025 and approved within a reasonable timeframe as base load would better align the Batch Zero framework with Planning Guide § 9 and ERCOT’s broader planning construct.
Skybox respectfully recommends that base load eligibility be defined using objective, study-based criteria, rather than a fixed endorsement-date cutoff.
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