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	Comments


Satoshi Energy appreciates ERCOT staff's substantial effort in developing the Batch Zero framework and recognizes the meaningful progress reflected in ERCOT's recent comments. To help align the entry requirements further with on-the-ground development timelines, Satoshi Energy recommends the following targeted revisions:

The eligibility criteria for studied load under 9.2.1.2 should allow ILLEs to post known costs for system upgrades, as determined through the LLIS process or a prior RPG, instead of a financial security requirement of $50,000 per MW of its peak Demand.
While Satoshi Energy is supportive of a $/MW requirement where system upgrades costs are unknown, it is unclear why the same flat fee is required for projects with known costs. For many projects, T/DSPs and ERCOT already have gone through LLIS results or RPG processes that determine the load’s contribution to upgrades, if any. There is no clear basis under which T/DSPs would need to securitize a higher amount for system upgrades than what has been explicitly defined for the load project. The impact is even more disproportionate for net-metered (colocated) projects that often have no system upgrade and CIAC costs, and which have been designed intentionally to efficiently leverage existing infrastructure.  These load projects are subject to securitizing against a risk they are not contributing to.  We believe that language around “known cost” from the draft from May 2, 2026 should be restored to Section 9.2.1.2(1)(c). This approach aligns the Studied pathway with the framework ERCOT has already endorsed for Base Load projects.
Section 9.2.1.1(1)(f) base load eligibility should not require attestation of (i) all site approvals, (ii) an executed binding contract with a general contractor, or (iii) an executed binding contract with a substation contractor, as these requirements are misaligned with development timelines. Section 9.7 disclosures already capture many construction-readiness milestones, and these new requirements are late-stage and can more reasonably be met after ERCOT confirms the batch that a project has qualified for. 
Satoshi Energy recommends that ERCOT remove subparagraphs (iii), (vii), and (viii) of Section 9.2.1.1(1)(f), which would require an Interconnecting Large Load Entity (ILLE), on or before July 24, 2026, to attest that it has obtained all final, non-appealable site approvals and executed binding contracts with both a general contractor and a substation contractor.
The July 24, 2026 deadline is fundamentally misaligned with the sequence in which a Large Load development project is typically permitted and contracted. Due to the lack of certainty around the treatment of transitional batches, it is unrealistic to expect projects to commit to binding EPC contracts until MW allocations are firm. Industry standard EPC contracts include provisions for liquidated damages, which could result in millions of dollars in developer or contractor costs in the event a project is delayed. A developer would therefore be negligent to commit to an energization timeline without a firm MW commitment from ERCOT.
[bookmark: _heading=h.wmd5x1bkfgfr]Furthermore, in the rate situation a developer has executed a binding EPC contract, it is impractical to expect all site approvals have been secured. EPC contracts are typically executed based on early stage designs, normally 30%. Most permits will not be identified until closer to 60%, or even 90% design milestones. For example, a floodplain permit may be identified at 30% roadway design, which is contingent on 60% data center design to determine the ultimate alignment of the access road. It is therefore unrealistic to expect all site approvals to be obtained at EPC execution, as most permits can’t be practically identified at this milestone.
[bookmark: _heading=h.2y7zln65zd3w]We agree that progress on EPC contracts and EPC contracts and permits can be used as a benchmark for project maturity, but believe that this is already adequately addressed by ERCOT through Section 9.7 disclosures. Section 9.7(2) requires the ILLE to submit, under a notarized attestation, plans, expected timing, and progress for site-related studies and engineering services. Section 9.7(3) requires the same disclosure for non-ministerial discretionary approvals from state and local regulatory authorities. Section 9.7 further requires ongoing progress reports when requested.

Section 9.2.1 should clarify that a Batch Zero or successor LLIS request for additional load or generation behind an existing POI is a new, standalone request and does not re-open the existing interconnection's study results, MW allocation, or commercial milestones.
Satoshi Energy recommends that Planning Guide Section 9.2.1 clarify explicitly that a Batch Zero or successive study request for either additional generation or load behind the same Point of Interconnection (POI) as a previously studied project will be evaluated as a new, standalone interconnection request. Furthermore, the existing interconnection's completed study results should not be subject to re-study or modification as a result of the new request. Sections 6.6.2(1), 6.6.2.1(2), and 6.6.3(1) already treat the addition of a new Large Load behind an existing POI as a material modification subject to Section 9.2.1, but the Planning Guide is silent on the consequence of that new request for the existing interconnection. That gap should be closed expressly. Satoshi recommends this clarification apply both within the Batch Zero Process and within any successor LLIS framework following Batch Zero.
It is increasingly common for developers to plan Large Load and co-located generation projects in phases behind a common POI. If the addition of a new phase were to require the entire facility to be re-evaluated as a single new interconnection request, an otherwise viable existing project could see its queue position adversely affected. That outcome would create a strong disincentive to phased development, push developers toward over-sizing initial requests to preserve future optionality, and ultimately work against the efficient use of the transmission capacity Batch Zero is designed to allocate.

The companion NPRR addressing dispatch of WLPUN generation should limit ERCOT’s authority to dispatch generation otherwise needed to serve peak demand.
ERCOT's May 2, 2026 comments to NPRR 1325 expressly previewed a future NPRR that will require each PUN Generation Resource's Current Operating Plan (COP) and real-time telemetry to reflect not only the net MW available to the grid, but also the gross generation and load MW values, a change ERCOT noted is intended to ensure it has the tools to commit off-Line PUN Generation Resources for reliability.
Satoshi Energy supports the development of the WLPUN framework as a pathway to faster energization of new load co-located with on-site generation. As ERCOT advances the companion NPRR addressing dispatch of WLPUN-paired generation, Satoshi recommends that the framework draw a clear operational distinction between (i) generation output required to operate a load to its allocated peak Demand, and (ii) generation output in excess of allocated peak Demand. Specifically, ERCOT should not have the authority to dispatch generation that is needed to serve the allocated peak Demand behind the POI. Dispatch should be limited to excess generation. If ERCOT can regulate generation dispatch up to a facility’s allocated peak Demand, the load loses the operational basis for its allocation. That outcome would undermine the central premise of WLPUN.

 WLPUN modeling under Section 9.3.2.2(1)(a) should credit committed on-site generation in the Batch Zero Interconnection Study, with residual stability concerns addressed through targeted operational performance requirements on WLPUN generation rather than through RPG transmission scoping.
Satoshi Energy recommends that ERCOT revise the Withdrawal-Limited Private Use Network (WLPUN) study methodology in Section 9.3.2.2(1)(a) so that the full set of Transmission Facility improvements that would otherwise be required to serve a WLPUN-paired Large Load on a stand-alone basis are not scoped into the Regional Planning Group (RPG) review process. The Batch Zero Interconnection Study should credit generation rather than treat the Large Load as if the co-located generation did not exist. Any residual stability concerns identified through stability analysis should be established through a dedicated WLPUN-focused NPRR or NOGRR and anchored in the operational framework under Nodal Protocol Section 3.10.7.3.1.
[bookmark: _heading=h.m24cnvoqwkr3]Section 9.3.2.2(1)(a) as currently drafted systematically overstates the transmission required to serve WLPUN Large Load by declining to credit on-site generation in the planning analysis, even though that same generation is operationally required for the WLPUN configuration to function under Nodal Protocol Section 3.10.7.3.1 and Planning Guide Section 9.6.2. The result is an internally inconsistent planning treatment. WLPUN Large Loads are dimensioned in operations on the assumption that co-located generation is available to make up the difference between allocated peak Demand and the established MW Withdrawal limit, but sized in planning under Section 9.3.2.2(1)(a) on the assumption that it is not. Scoping a full transmission build-out into the RPG based on the latter assumption forces WLPUN projects to underwrite, directly or indirectly, upgrades that the operational construct itself does not require. This treatment defeats the foundational premise of the WLPUN framework as a speed-to-power pathway. If WLPUN projects must wait on full transmission scoping through the RPG before energization, the framework offers limited timing advantages over the conventional Large Load Interconnection Study (LLIS) path that PGRR 145 is intended to supplement.
	Revised Cover Page Language


None
	Revised Proposed Guide Language


[bookmark: _heading=h.i0zr3qd92x9s]2.1 	DEFINITIONS


2.2	ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

[bookmark: _heading=h.kis1h9tfod17]3.1.2	Regional Planning Group Project Submission
(1)	Transmission projects that are proposed for RPG Review, pursuant to Protocol Section 3.11.4.1, Project Submission, shall be submitted according to the provisions outlined in Section 3.1.2.1, All Projects.  
[bookmark: _heading=h.w1no5ws536qq]3.1.2.1	All Projects
(1)	The submittal of each transmission project (60 kV and above) for RPG Project Review should include the following elements:
(a)	The proposed project description including expected cost, feasible alternative(s) considered, transmission topology and Transmission Facility modeling parameter data, and all study cases used to generate results supporting the need for the project in electronic format (powerflow data should be in PTI Power System Simulator for Engineering (PSS/E) RAWD format).  Also, the submission should include accurate maps and one-line diagrams showing locations of the proposed project and feasible alternatives;
(b)	Identification of the SSWG, Dynamics Working Group (DWG), or Regional Transmission Plan powerflow cases used as a basis for the study and any associated changes that describe and allow accurate modeling of the proposed project;
(c)	Description and data for all changes made to the SSWG base cases or Regional Transmission Plan cases used to identify the need for the project, such as Resource unavailability and area peak load forecast;
(d)	A description of the reliability and/or economic problem that is being solved; 
(e)	Information that supports any load values that differ from the load forecast used in the base cases identified in item (b) above, including any relevant historical load information or evidence demonstrating that a submitted load value is Substantiated Load;
(f)	A description of the Subsynchronous Resonance (SSR) impact of the proposed project to the generation Facilities in the system pursuant to Protocol Section 3.22.1, Subsynchronous Resonance Vulnerability Assessment, and potential SSR Countermeasure plan for any identified SSR vulnerability, if applicable; 
(g)	Desired/needed in-service date for the project, and feasible in-service date, if different; 
(h)	The phone number and email address of the single point of contact who can respond to ERCOT and RPG participant questions or requests for additional information necessary for stakeholder review; and
(i)	Analysis of rejected alternatives, including cost estimates, and other factors considered in the comparison of alternatives with the proposed project.
(2)	Both transmission and distribution solutions to performance deficiencies may be considered where applicable.  
(3)	If there is any other information, not included above, that the submitting party believes is relevant to consideration of the need for any submitted project, the submitting party should include that information in the project submission.     
[bookmark: _heading=h.6wvrqnq91we3]3.1.3	Project Evaluation
(1)	ERCOT and the RPG shall evaluate proposed transmission projects using a variety of tools and techniques as needed to ensure that the system is able to meet applicable reliability criteria in a cost-effective manner.  For most proposed projects, several alternatives will be identified to meet the reliability criteria or other performance improvement objectives that the proposed project is designed to meet.  The project alternative with the expected lowest cost over the life of the project is generally recommended, subject to consideration of the expected long-term system needs in the area, including, as applicable, any evidence of Substantiated Load, and subject to consideration of the relative operational impacts of the alternatives.  
(2)	In some cases, one alternative may be to dispatch the system in such a way that all reliability requirements are met, even without the proposed transmission project or any transmission alternative, resulting in a less efficient dispatch than what would be required to meet the reliability requirements if the proposed project was in place.  Consideration of the merits of this alternative relative to the proposed transmission project is more complex.  To facilitate the discussion and consideration of these alternatives, ERCOT has adopted certain definitions and practices, described in paragraph (4) of Protocol Section 3.11.2, Planning Criteria, and Sections 3.1.3.1, Definitions of Reliability-Driven and Economic-Driven Projects, and 3.1.3.2, Reliability-Driven Project Evaluation below.
(3)	In conducting an independent review of any project, ERCOT may, in its discretion, make adjustments to the planning case to ensure that the case reaches a solution.  When conducting an independent review of any project classified as Tier 1 pursuant to Protocol Section 3.11.4, Regional Planning Group Project Review Process, ERCOT must provide reasonable advance notice to the RPG of any proposed adjustments and an opportunity for stakeholder comment on them.  
(4)	As part of its independent review of any project classified as Tier 1 pursuant to Protocol Section 3.11.4, ERCOT shall: 
(a)	Perform a generation sensitivity analysis.  The generation sensitivity analysis will evaluate the effect that proposed Generation Resources and/or ESRs in or near the study area will have on a recommended transmission project.  Generation Resources and ESRs that have signed Standard Generation Interconnection Agreements (SGIAs) but were not included in the study cases because they did not meet all of the requirements for inclusion in the cases pursuant to Section 6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models, will be included in the sensitivity analysis.  ERCOT shall not consider the results of the generation sensitivity analysis in determining project need during its independent review of the project; and  
(b)	Evaluate impacts related to the load scaling used in the study on any constraints resulting in project recommendations.  The results of this evaluation shall be included in the final recommendations in the independent review.
(5)	ERCOT’s independent review shall incorporate and consider historical load and any Substantiated Load.
[bookmark: _heading=h.6qmxpg8xboi4]3.1.3.1	Definitions of Reliability-Driven and Economic-Driven Projects
(1)	Proposed transmission projects are categorized for evaluation purposes into two types:
(a)	Reliability-driven projects; and 
(b)	Economic-driven projects.
(2)	The differentiation between these two types of projects is based on whether a simultaneously-feasible, security-constrained generating unit commitment and dispatch is expected to be available for all hours of the planning horizon that can resolve the system reliability issue that the proposed project is intended to resolve.  If it is not possible to simulate a dispatch of the Generation Resources and ESRs such that all reliability criteria are met without the project, and the addition of the project allows the reliability criteria to be met, then the project is classified as a reliability-driven project.  If it is possible to simulate a dispatch of the Generation Resources and ESRs in such a way that all reliability criteria are met without the project, but the project may allow the reliability criteria to be met at a lower total cost, then the project is classified as an economic-driven project.  When performing a simulation of the generating unit commitment and dispatch, only contingencies and limits that would be considered in the operations horizon shall be simulated.
[bookmark: _heading=h.ybt7o6gaiig1]5.3.5	ERCOT Quarterly Stability Assessment
(1)	ERCOT shall conduct a stability assessment every three months to assess the impact of planned large generators and Large Loads subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, Applicability of the  Process, connecting to the ERCOT System.
(a)	For large generators with planned Initial Synchronization in the period under study, the assessment shall derive the conditions to be studied with consideration given to the results of the FIS stability studies.
(b)	For new Large Loads and Load modifications subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, with planned Initial Energization in the period under study, the assessment shall derive the conditions to be studied from the most current Load Commissioning Plan and with consideration given to the results of the Large Load Interconnection Study (LLIS) stability studies.
(c)	ERCOT may study conditions other than those identified in the FIS LLIS stability studies.
(2)	Large generators that are not included in the assessment as described in this Section as result of the IE failing to meet the prerequisites by the deadlines as listed in the table below will not be eligible for Initial Synchronization during that three-month period.  Loads described in paragraph (1)(b) above that are not included in the assessment as a result of failing to meet the prerequisites by the deadlines as listed in the table below will not be eligible for Initial Energization during that three-month period.  The timeline for the quarterly stability assessment shall be in accordance with the following table:
	Generator Initial Synchronization or Large Load Initial Energization Date
	Last Day for an IE, Resource Entity, or TSP to meet prerequisites as listed in paragraphs (4) and (5) below
	Completion of Quarterly Stability Assessment

	Upcoming January, February, March
	Prior August 1
	End of October

	Upcoming April, May, June
	Prior November 1
	End of January

	Upcoming July, August, September
	Prior February 1
	End of April

	Upcoming October, November, December
	Prior May 1
	End of July


(3)	If the last day for an IE, Resource Entity, or TSP to meet prerequisites or if completion of the quarterly stability assessment as shown in the above table falls on a weekend or holiday, the deadline will extend to the next Business Day.
[bookmark: _heading=h.z43pmgmc80tc](4)	The following prerequisites shall be satisfied prior to a large generator being included in the quarterly stability assessment:
(a)	The generator has met the requirements of Section 6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models. 
(b)	The IE has provided all generator data in accordance with the Resource Registration Glossary, Planning Model column, including but not limited to steady state, system protection and stability models.
(i)	The IE shall submit the final dynamic data model at least 45 days prior to the quarterly stability assessment deadline described in paragraph (2) above.  If ERCOT is unable to complete its review prior to the quarterly stability assessment deadline, ERCOT shall not include the Generation Resource, ESR or Settlement Only Generator (SOG) in that quarterly stability assessment.
(ii)	Changes to the dynamic data model after the stability study is deemed complete may subject the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG to modification of one or more FIS study elements as defined in paragraph (9) of Section 5.3.2.5, FIS Report and Follow-up.  If ERCOT and the lead TSP(s) determine that modifications to one or more FIS study elements are required, then ERCOT shall not include the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG in a quarterly stability assessment until the revised FIS has been completed in accordance with paragraph (4)(c)(i) below.
(iii)	If an IE submitted a final dynamic data model at least 45 days prior to the quarterly stability assessment deadline but ERCOT determines that the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG is ineligible to be included in a quarterly stability assessment pursuant to paragraphs (4)(b)(i) or (4)(b)(ii) above, ERCOT will send a notification to the IE.
(c)	The following elements must be complete:
(i)	Final FIS studies, which the TSP must have submitted via the online RIOO system at least 45 days prior to the quarterly stability assessment deadline;
(ii)	Reactive Power Study; and
(iii)	System improvements or mitigation plans that were identified in these studies as required to meet the operational standards established in the Protocols, Planning Guide, Nodal Operating Guides, and Other Binding Documents prior to synchronizing the generator.
(d)	The data used in the studies identified in paragraph (4)(c) above is consistent with data submitted by the IE as required by Section 6.9. 
(5)	The following prerequisites must be satisfied prior to the inclusion of a new Large Load or Load modification subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1 in the quarterly stability assessment:
(a)	The Large Load has met the requirements



(b)	The Load Commissioning Plan has been updated to reflect the results of  as required by paragraph (1) of Section 9.2.4, Load Commissioning Plan;
(c)	nterconnecting TSP has provided to ERCOT the dynamic load model it received from the Interconnecting Large Load Entity (ILLE) per paragraph (1) of Section 9..4.3, Dynamic and Transient Stability Analysis, and written affirmation that no changes to the project information have been communicated by the ILLE, per Section 9.2.3, Modification of Large Load Information, that would invalidate the model;
(d)	The must be complete;


(e)	The data used in the studies identified in paragraph (c) above is consistent with data used in the final LLIS studies approved per Section 9..
(6)	At any time following the inclusion of a large generator or applicable Large Load in a stability assessment, but before the Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load, if ERCOT determines, in its sole discretion, that the generator or Large Load no longer meets the prerequisites described in paragraphs (4) or (5) above, or that an IE or ILLE has made a change to the design of the generator or Large Load that could have a material impact on ERCOT System stability, then ERCOT may refuse to allow Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load.  ERCOT shall include the generator or Large Load in the next quarterly stability assessment period that commences after identification of the material change or after the generator or Large Load meets the prerequisites specified in paragraphs (4) or (5) above, as applicable.  If ERCOT determines, in its sole discretion, that the change to the design of the generator or Large Load would not have a material impact on ERCOT System stability, then ERCOT may not refuse to allow Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load due to this change.
(7)	ERCOT shall post to the MIS Secure Area a report summarizing the results of the quarterly stability assessment within ten Business Days of completion.
[bookmark: _heading=h.mwt044d6mn7s]6.6.1	Modeling of Large Loads Not Co-Located with a Generation Resource, Energy Storage Resource (ESR), or Settlement Only Generator (SOG)
(1)	The nterconnecting Transmission Service Provider (TSP) shall not add a new Large Load or Load modification subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, , to the Network Operations Model until 


[bookmark: _heading=h.rlanv1ny10ub]6.6.2	Modeling of Large Loads Co-Located with an Existing Generation Resource, Energy Storage Resource (ESR), or Settlement Only Generator (SOG)
(1)	The addition of a new Large Load to an existing Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG, or the modification of an existing Load at the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG, subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, , is considered a material modification of the Resource Registration as described in paragraph (8) of Section 6.8.2, Resource Registration Process.  The Resource Entity shall update the Resource Registration data to reflect the new or increased Load. 
(2)	The Resource Entity shall not update the Resource Registration data to reflect the new or increased Load until 









6.6.3	Modeling of Large Loads Co-Located with a Proposed Generation Resource, Energy Storage Resource (ESR), or Settlement Only Generator (SOG)
(1)	A new Large Load co-located with a proposed Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG shall be included in the data provided by the Interconnecting Entity (IE) or Resource Entity during the Resource Registration process. 
(2)	The Large Load shall not be included in the Network Operations Model until the following requirements have been satisfied:
(a)	
; and 
()	All applicable requirements of Section 6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models, have been completed.
[bookmark: _heading=h.8g47mbc1ejm]9	LARGE LOAD 
[bookmark: _heading=h.aqwow79w9i59]9.1	Introduction
(1)	This Section defines the requirements and processes used to facilitate new or modified Large Load interconnections with the ERCOT System referred to as . The requirements are designed to:
(a)	Facilitate studies to identify potential system limitations and determine facilities needed to interconnect a new Large Load to or modify an existing Large Load on the ERCOT network;
(b)	Facilitate orderly and organized Large Load interconnections, while allowing ERCOT to determine whether the interconnection of the proposed Large Load would comply with North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) Reliability Standards, ERCOT Protocols, ERCOT Planning and Operating Guides, Transmission Service Provider (TSP) criteria, and any Applicable Legal Authority (ALA);
(c)	Specify the communications required between Interconnecting Large Load Entities (ILLEs), TSPs, Distribution Service Providers (DSPs), Resource Entities, Interconnecting Entities (IEs), and ERCOT;
(d)	Provide the best information on future Large Load additions for use in identifying, forecasting, and analyzing short- and long-range ERCOT capabilities, demands, and reserves; and
(e)	Provide ERCOT accurate data about Large Load subject to the provisions detailed in ection 9.2.1, Applicability of the  Process, to ensure that ERCOT and stakeholders have the information necessary for planning purposes.
(2)	Submission of all project data, and other communications described in this Section shall be in the manner and format prescribed by ERCOT. ERCOT shall publicly post the format of such submissions on the ERCOT website.

()	ERCOT shall manage a email listto facilitate communication of confidential Large Load-related information among and ERCOT.  Membership  this email list will be limited to ERCOT and appropriate  personnel.





[bookmark: _heading=h.wnzk0o5jjs1x]9.2.1	Applicability of the  Process
(1)	Any request to interconnect or modify a Load Facility that meets one or more of the following criteria shall be subject to  process:
(a)	A new Large Load;
(b)	A modification of any existing Load Facility that increases the aggregate peak Demand of the Facility by 75 MW or more; or
(c)	A modification of an existing Large Load that changes or adds a Point of Interconnection (POI) or Service Delivery Point to a different electrical bus on a different electrical circuit.















































































































































9.2.2	Submission of Large Load Information
(1)	For any Load request meeting one or more criteria defined in paragraph (1) of Section , the following actions shall be completed prior to the initiation of the  described in Section 9.3, .
(a)	Submission of all information, including but not limited to, data required by the  Transmission Service Provider (TSP) to perform steadystate, short circuit, stability analyses and any other studies the  TSP deems necessary to reliably interconnect the Load;
(b)	Submission of a preliminary Load Commissioning Plan (LCP) that fully reflects the proposed project schedule;
(c)	Written acknowledgement from the Interconnecting Large Load Entity (ILLE) of its obligations to notify the nterconnecting TSP of changes to the Large Load project information or to the load composition, technology, parameters, as described in Section 9.2.3, Modification of Large Load Information, during the interconnection process

	[PGRR115:  Insert paragraph () below upon system implementation of NPRR1234:]
()	Payment of the LLIS Application Fee to ERCOT as described in paragraph ().


(2)	Thenterconnecting TSP shall submit the information described in paragraphs (1)(a) through (1)() above on behalf of the ILLE.


	[PGRR115:  Insert paragraph (3) below upon system implementation of NPRR1234:]
()	The ILLE shall pay to ERCOT the LLIS Application Fee, as described in the ERCOT Fee Schedule prior to the commencement of the LLIS.  The interconnecting TSP, Resource Entity, or Interconnecting Entity (IE) may choose to submit this fee to ERCOT on the behalf of the ILLE.  Payment of the ERCOT LLIS Application Fee shall not affect the independent responsibility of the ILLE to pay for interconnection studies conducted by the interconnecting TSP or for any Distribution Service Provider (DSP) studies.












9.2.3	Modification of Large Load Information
(1)	Thenterconnecting TSP shall update any project information submitted per paragraph (1) of Section 9.2.2, , within ten Business Days of being notified by the ILLE of a material change.
(2)	The ILLE shall notify the TSP if a change to the load composition, technology, or parameters occurs after the ILLE has provided the TSP with its initial dynamic  per  

[bookmark: _heading=h.can1h875ahn3]9.2.4	Load Commissioning Plan
(1)	The LCP shall be maintained and updated by the nterconnecting TSP using information provided by the ILLE. The LCP must specify the load increments and timeline by which the ILLE intends to increase peak Demand. The  shall reflect the most currently available information and shall be updated upon receipt of updated project information from the ILLE and as otherwise described in this ection.
(2)	Upon the completion of the , as described in Section 9.4, ,  shall update the LCP to .  
(3)	Upon the execution greement prescribed , the nterconnecting TSP shall update the LCP to reflect the executed .

()	Thenterconnecting TSP shall continue to maintain the LCP after Initial Energization until the Large Load reaches its full requested peak Demand.
[bookmark: _heading=h.ouj9imr1tqij]9.2.5	Required Interconnection Equipment
(1)	Each Service Delivery Point for a Large Load not co-located with a Generation Resource, Energy Storage Resource (ESR), or Settlement Only Generator (SOG) interconnected at transmission voltage to the ERCOT System must have a permanent configuration consisting of one or more breakers capable of interrupting fault current to isolate the Large Load from the ERCOT System without interrupting flow on the associated transmission lines. The breakers shall be under the remote control of the applicable Transmission Operator (TO).
(2)	Each Large Load co-located with a Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG interconnected at transmission voltage to the ERCOT System must have a permanent configuration consisting of one or more breakers capable of interrupting fault current to isolate the Large Load from the ERCOT System without isolating any of the co-located generators. The breakers shall be remotely controllable at the direction of the applicable Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE).
(3)	 with an initial LLIS submission date on or after June 1, 2025 shall not have an interconnection configuration such that any category P1 or P7 event described in the North American Reliability Corporation (NERC) Reliability Standard addressing transmission planning performance requirements results in more than 1,000 MW of consequential Load loss. 
(a)	All Loads co-located with a Generation Resource as described in Protocol Section 10.3.2.3, Generation Netting for ERCOT-Polled Settlement Meters, shall be subject to the requirements of this paragraph. 

(4)	with an initial LLIS submission date before June 1, 2025 shall comply with the requirements of paragraph (3) of this Section if, on or after June 1, 2025 a modification to the Large Load subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, , is made.
[bookmark: _heading=h.v2w9oaa6gvpe]9.3	
(1)	This Section establishes the procedures for conducting a  for new or modified Large Loads, as defined by .
[bookmark: _heading=h.6cgjh9cb4bqm]9.3.1	














[bookmark: _heading=h.u211jq3d7o0u]9.3.2	





































































[bookmark: _heading=h.9qss9b9g1fr2]9.4	
















































9.5	

9.5.1	















9.5.2	



















9.6	Initial Energization and Continuing Operations for Large Loads
(1)	Each Large Load shall meet the conditions established by ERCOT before proceeding to Initial Energization. These conditions may include, but are not limited to:
(a)	Inclusion of the Load in the Network Operations Model in accordance with Section 6.6, Modeling of Large Loads;
(b)	Verification that all required telemetry is operational and accurate;
(c)	Completion of the requirements of Section 5.3.5, ERCOT Quarterly Stability Assessment;
(d)	Completion and approval of any required Subsynchronous Oscillation (SSO) studies, SSO Mitigation plan, SSO Countermeasures, and SSO monitoring, if required; and
(e)	Submission of a current Load Commissioning Plan (LCP) meeting the requirements of Section 9.2.4, Load Commissioning Plan.
(2)	During continuing operations:
(a)	The nterconnecting  or, if applicable, the Resource Entity shall notify ERCOT if it identifies that a Large Load has exceeded a limit on peak Demand established in the LCP. 

()	Pursuant to Section 9., , if a modifies its facilities such that a previously provided dynamic load model is invalid, the  shall notify and provide an updated model to the that provides service to the Large Load. The  shall subsequently provide this updated dynamic load model to ERCOT.

documented in the updated Load Commissioning Plan (LCP)
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