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	Comments


Summary of Comments: Eligibility for inclusion in Batch Zero should be modified so as to include Large Loads that are willing and can demonstrate the ability to take on the transmission delivery risk for their projects.  This eligibility should not be dependent upon the completion or validity of interconnection studies so long as the projects have requested interconnection, have been waiting on the interconnecting TSPs to conduct such studies and have posted financial security for any potential system upgrades that such studies may show to be necessary to ultimately serve the project load.  Allowing such projects to be studied and allocated in Batch Zero is consistent with all of the goals of Senate Bill 6: it will support business development while maintaining system reliability and minimizing costs for stranded infrastructure.  
Vesper Energy Development LLC (“Vesper Energy”) very much appreciates the opportunity to comment on ERCOT’s most recent April 23, 2026 comments, and supports revisions to the current draft to establish the ability for Large Loads willing to take on curtailment risk (as Provisional Controllable Load Resources or PCLRs) and/or bring their own generation (BYOG) as a way to bridge the gap between interconnection of the loads and buildout of required system upgrades to reliably serve the loads, to be included as studied loads in Batch Zero.  These loads would then ultimately transition from controllable and curtailable to firm service at the point in time the transmission can reliably serve their peak demand.  Vesper Energy fully supports the proposals included in the April 21, 2026 comments filed by Agentic Infrastructure, Enchanted Rock, LLC, Reliant Energy Retail Services, LLC, Cholla Inc. and Eolic Development Partners (collectively, “Joint Commenters”) as well as the comments filed by Texas Competitive Power Advocates on April 21, 2026, the comments filed by Wise Energy Resources on April 22, 2026, the comments filed by Luminary Strategies, LLC, on April 23, 2026.  Vesper also supports the imposition of timing requirements on PCLRs for inclusion in Batch Zero as loads to be studied and allocated, as set forth in Section 9.4.1, and would expect and suggest that similar commitments be applied to BYOG loads.
Vesper supports the broader outcomes that the Joint Commenters advocated for in their April 21 comments, including:
1.  Creating a pathway for “stalled” large loads to qualify for study in Batch Zero.  Through the Batch Study process, ERCOT should recognize the value to the overall system of Large Loads that will voluntarily take on transmission delivery risk, and therefore include a route to Batch Zero inclusion for projects electing to participate as PCLRs or in BYOG configurations. Allowing for this optionality will provide more certainty for large load developers and their investors and will help relieve the long-term interconnection backlog without negatively impacting service reliability or adding stranded cost risk.
2.  Specifically, expanding eligibility criteria under Section 9.2.1.2 for Large Loads willing and able to take on the risk of transmission delivery of the power needed for their projects by including those projects as loads to be studied and allocated in Batch Zero at their full requested demand.  Inclusion of PCLRs and BYOG loads in Batch Zero will determine the system upgrades necessary to serve the peak demands of those loads with firm service while allowing time for transition to such service.  In the interim, prior to completion of those system upgrades, if any, those projects will be required to operate flexibly with respect to the portion of their load that Batch Zero study indicates cannot be reliably served.  
3.  Aligning treatment of PCLRs and future BYOG loads.  Given their similar operational characteristics, PCLRs and BYOG loads should be treated the same with respect to qualification as studied load in Batch Zero.  Upon ERCOT’s designation of qualifying BYOG configurations, projects that can demonstrate the ability to meet those requirements should be studied in Batch Zero at full requested demand just as PCLRs.  As with PCLRs, the BYOG loads can then operate during the time that identified system upgrades are being completed, with such operations requiring the use of the on-site generation to address any reliability issues related to serving the peak demand until the transition to firm load.  Without consideration of BYOG loads for inclusion in Batch Zero, the study will exclude viable projects that will offer substantial reliability benefits to the system by adding new generation capacity to serve incremental load.  
4.  Preserve full-system planning benefits of Batch Zero. Batch Zero should reflect a broad and representative set of projects, not just those able to navigate legacy study processes.  There has been inconsistency with respect to the legacy firm-service study process such that some large loads that have requested interconnection studies over a year ago have not yet been studied by the interconnecting utility.  Under the current version of the eligibility requirements for Batch Zero, this structural inefficiency inherent in the legacy interconnection process has gone uncorrected; none of these loads will make the cut based on circumstances that were generally out of their control and subject to the discretion of the interconnecting utility.  As noted by Luminary Strategies in its April 23 comments, the presence or absence of a utility study should not be a Batch Zero gating factor for PCLRs and BYOG loads.  The proposed revisions to Section 9.2.1.2 proposed by Joint Commenters to allow for Batch Zero study participation for loads that have not yet been studied but are nevertheless willing to take on transmission delivery risk will remedy this situation and provide project developers options to accelerate interconnection of loads subject to curtailment requirements and use of on-site generation.  This approach supports expansion of business development without sacrificing system reliability of the system and avoids stranded cost risk to the broader ratepayer base by implementing curtailment requirements and requiring use of on-site dedicated generation in times of grid stress. 
5. Support efficient siting and reduced consumer risk: PCLRs and BYOG are tools that require developers, not the general ratepayer population, to bear interim delivery risk while ERCOT plans efficiently for long term infrastructure—resulting in overall better project siting outcomes, broader system benefits, and lower risk to consumers. This approach aligns with the core principles behind Senate Bill 6 (support for business development, maintenance of system reliability and minimizing potential for stranded infrastructure costs) and encourages much needed investment in additional power generation.  Disqualifying PCLRs and BYOG loads willing to take on interim transmission delivery risk from being studied and allocated in Batch Zero because they have been unable to obtain completed and validated interconnection studies from the interconnecting utility will disincentivize these types of flexible load arrangements which are commercially viable and would provide both additional generation and additional system reliability to the ERCOT system with fewer and less expensive system upgrades and little to no risk of stranded infrastructure costs.  Allowing PCLRs and BYOG loads that will privately take on interim transmission risk to be studied in Batch Zero while ERCOT and the TSPs appropriately and deliberately study, plan and condition transmission service will help motivate business development in line with the intent of Senate Bill 6.  This approach will result in a Batch Zero study with more commercially actionable projects as opposed to those that have been fortunate enough to clear the legacy study logjam. 
6.  Providing clear consequences for failure to meet commitments: For reasons of process efficiency and certainty for all grid stakeholders, hold large load customers accountable.  If a project qualifies for Batch Zero by electing status as a PCLR or a BYOG load and cannot then make a required demonstration that it is capable of satisfying those obligations at the time of execution of an interconnection agreement following the conclusion of the Batch Zero study, that load should be moved to the next batch study.  This approach will safeguard integrity in the process while still allowing for the Batch Zero study to include commercially viable and operationally flexible projects.
Seven members of the Texas House State Affairs Committee signed a letter indicating that if a large load customer can demonstrate that it can bring its own generation and not take power from the ERCOT grid until it is ready to do so, PUCT and ERCOT should not delay such an interconnection.[footnoteRef:1]  This approach seeks to promote the addition of new generation to the ERCOT system, which BYOG loads will help to do.  The representatives’  letter is also supportive of the proposition that large loads should be added to Batch Zero if they’ve requested interconnection as far back as 2024 and have paid financial security or deposits to the TSP.[footnoteRef:2]  Again, the policymakers of our state are advocating for loads that can bring flexible solutions and additional generation to ERCOT to be considered for interconnection as early as possible, without regard to whether studies have been completed as part of the legacy process.  PCLRs and BYOG loads align with the competitive market, can reduce transmission build requirements, can provide flexibility in the system and can enable loads to interconnect faster and reliably without shifting costs to other customers. Vesper Energy believes that the revisions proposed by Joint Commenters in their April 21 comments will accomplish this goal and strongly urges ERCOT to adopt them. [1:   Docket 58481, Interchange Item #170, April 17, 2026, at 1.]  [2:  Id.] 
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