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FROM: Mesquite H2, LLC (“Mesquite H2”)

DATE: 10/19/2026

RE: PUC Docket No. Mesquite H2, LLC’s Complaint and Appeal of

Decisions of the Electric Reliability Council of Texas and Request for Good
Cause Fxception to Fxpedite Proceedings

In PUCT Docket No. | Mesquite H2 designates the following filing as partially
protected material: Mesquite H2, LLC’s Complaint and Appeal of Decisions of the Electric Reliability
Council of Texas and Request for Good Cause Exception to Expedite Proceedings and related
attachments. This document contains Mesquite H2’s confidential and protected information.

The following pages are redacted for the reasons stated below:

¢ Bates-stamped pages 000029 — 000036; 000055 — 000172

o Disclosure of the redacted information would reveal non-public confidential

Batch Zero Load information.

e Bates stamped pages 000037 — 000054

o Disclosure of the redacted information would reveal confidential settlement

negotiation information.

The information qualifies as protected material because it constitutes non-public confidential

information related to Mesquite H2’s Batch Zero Load information and settlement negotiations.

Select the applicable box below:

[X] Protected Material

HBE: 4926-1313-7112.1



[ ] Highly Sensitive Protected Material
[ ] Not Applicable (A protective order has not been issued in the proceeding)

Mesquite H2 acknowledges that the confidential filing status of this document may be

subject to challenge by another party in the proceeding or by the presiding officer.
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Katherine Lengicza Gross
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Husch Blackwell, LLP

111 Congress Ave., Suite 1400
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PUC DOCKET NO.

MESQUITE H2, LLC’S COMPLAINT § PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
AND APPEAL OF

§
§
§ OF TEXAS
§

MESQUITE H2, LL.C’S COMPLAINT AND APPEAL OF DECISIONS OF THE
ELECTRIC RELIABILITY COUNCIL OF TEXAS AND REQUEST FOR GOOD
CAUSE EXCEPTION TO EXPEDITE PROCEEDINGS

TO THE HONORABLE CHAIRMAN AND COMMISSIONERS OF THE PUBLIC
UTILITY COMMISSION OF TEXAS:

Pursuant to 16 Tex. Admin. Code (“TAC™) § 22.251, Mesquite H2, LLC (“Mesquite™) files
this complaint and appeal challenging the Electric Reliability Council of Texas, Inc.'s ("ERCOT”)
decision to classify Mesquite's Batch Zero load, BZ-17 (the “Mesquite Project™), as studied load
rather than base load. Mesquite is an Interconnecting Large Load Entity (“ILLE”) that 1s
developing the Mesquite Project, a data center load that has been assigned the Batch Zero
clagsification number BZ-17. South Texas Electric Cooperative, Inc. (“STEC”) is the
Interconnecting Transmission Service Provider (“TSP”) for the Mesquite Project. ERCOT issued
the classification notice on September 3, 2026, stating that Mesquite had not satisfied Planning
Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5, now renumbered as Sections 9.9 and 9.10, but did not identify the
specific alleged deficiency.!

Mesquite timely disputed the classification on September 9, 2026, under Planning Guide

Section 9.3.1(2)(a).? ERCOT met with Mesquite and STEC on September 14, 2026, and denied

U Attachment A,
2 Allachnment 3.
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the dispute, while waiving the Alternative Dispute Resolution (*ADR”) process described in
ERCOT Protocols Section 20.°

Mesquite requests that the Commission reverse ERCOT's decision and direct ERCOT to
classify the Mesquite Project as Batch Zero base load under Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1(1){e).
In the alternative, Mesquite requests a good cause exception excusing any delay by the TSP in
providing ERCOT with a separate Section 9.4 and 9.5 confirmation e-mail and the same
classification relief. Because continued treatment as studied load will cause material and
potentially irreversible harm, Mesquite also requests a good cause exception to the procedural
requirements of 16 TAC § 22.251 as necessary for expedited resolution of this appeal.

This complaint and appeal is timely because it is filed within thirty-five days of ERCOT's

September 14, 2026 denial.

L EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

By July 10, 2026, Mesquite satisfied all the requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.4
(now Section 9.9), as ERCOT had approved all the studies required under the legacy Large Load
Interconnection Study (“LLIS”) process by that date. By that same date, Mesquite also satistied
the requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.5 (now Section 9.10), including: executing a
facilities extension agreement with STEC, which satistied the requirement to execute an
interconnection agreement or equivalent service extension agreement; providing the required
written acknowledgment to notify STEC of certain changes in the Large Load project information;
providing notice to proceed; and posting the required financial security. Despite Mesquite's timely
satisfaction of the Planning Guide Section 9.4 and 9.5 criteria and STEC s timely submission of

Mesquite’s qualification materials, ERCOT’s September 3, 2026 classification notice stated that

* Allachment €.
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Mesquite had been classified as studied load because Mesquite had not met the Section 9.4 and
9.5 criteria, without specifying why * Mesquite subsequently learned that ERCOT is taking the
position that a Section 9.4 and 9.5 TSP confirmation must have been separately e-mailed to
LargeLoadlnterconnection@ercot.com by July 10, 2026, in order for an ILLE to be included in
Batch Zero as base load.”

To begin, ERCOT's denial of base load classification is not clearly supported by a reading
of the ERCOT Planning Guide, which depends on a series of cross-references within that Guide:
Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e)(1) requires ERCOT to determine that a Large Load had a “complete and
valid” set of interconnection studies by July 10, 2026; Section 9.2.1.4(4)(a)(i1)(B) explains when
legacy LLIS studies qualify as complete and valid; and ERCOT interprets that provision as
importing Section 9.5(1)(a)'s TSP-contirmation requirement and an unstated July 10 deadline for
that confirmation. But neither Section 9.5(1)(a) nor Section 9.2.1.1(1){(e)(1) expressly imposes such
a deadline. By contrast, where the Planning Guide requires notice to ERCOT by a specific date, it
says so expressly. STEC nevertheless provided written confirmation to ERCOT on July 24, 2026,
Reading an unstated confirmation deadline into these provisions is not a reasonable construction
of the Planning Guide and would penalize Mesquite based on a timing requirement the Guide never
clearly states.

Second, ERCOT’s denial relies on a deadline requirement not referenced in any of
ERCQOT’s Batch Zero readiness materials. Those materials identified July 10, 2026, as the
deadline for ERCOT study approvals and ILLE submissions to their Interconnecting TSP or DSP,

and July 24, 2026, as the deadline for TSPs and DSPs to submit complete Batch Zero eligibility

T Allachnient A
S Allachnent T
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packages to ERCOT. °© ERCOT's guidance further indicated that
LargeLoadlnterconnection(@ercot.com was reserved for legacy interconnection process questions,
such as ongoing study reviews and dynamic model submissions, while BatchZero@ercot.com was
the channel for Batch Zero eligibility submissions.”

Third, ERCOT’s denial is unjust as Mesquite met all the required substantive conditions
by July 10®, Thus, ERCOT's denial was not based on any failure to complete, submit, or obtain
approval of required studies, interconnection agreements, notice to proceed, or financial
qualifications, but solely on the timing of STEC's confirmation of requirements being met by
Mesquite. Denying base load treatment on that basis elevates form over substance and produces
an unjust result untethered to the purpose of the Planning Guide's eligibility requirements.

Mesquite respectfully submits that the Commission find that Mesquite satisfied the
Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1 criteria by the applicable deadlines and that ERCOT erred in
classifying Mesquite as studied load rather than base load. In the alternative, to the extent the
Commission concludes that a separate Section 94 and 9.5 confirmation e-mail to
LargeLoadInterconnection@ercot.com was required by July 10, 2026, Mesquite requests that the
Commisgsion grant a good cause exception excusing any delay in that notice. Mesquite additionally
requests that the Commission act expeditiously and grant a good cause exception to the procedural

timelines in 16 TAC § 22 251.

5 Attachment TO - See slides 3, 6, 7,10, 12, 13, 17, and 18. Some slides have been modified with red hoxing for the
reader. See also Allachment I al questions 20, 69, 72, and 95.
F See Atlachement T at slide 31 (ycllow highlighting added), Attachment T at questions 63 and 75.
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IL PARTIES

The names and addresses of Mesquite and its authorized representatives are as follows:

Chris Reeder

Katherine Lengieza Gross

Holly Heinrich

Markel Perkins

HUSCH BLACKWELL LLP

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 1400
Austin, TX 78701

Tel: (512) 370-3317

Email: Chris.Reederf@huschblackwell.com
Katherine. Gross@huschblackwell.com
Holly Heinrich{@huschblackwell.com

Markel Perkins(@huschblackwell.com

Mesquite agrees to accept electronic service. Mesquite requests that service of all

pleadings be made on each of the above listed individuals.
Mesquite seeks relief against ERCOT. ERCOT's contact information 1s set forth below:

Chad V. Seely

Senior Vice President - General Counsel
Electric Reliability Council of Texas (ERCOT)
8000 Metropolis Drive (Building E), Suite 100
Austin, TX 78744

Tel: (512) 225-7000

Email: Chad.Seely(@ercot.com

Other interested parties include STEC. STEC's autheorized representative is:

Diana M. Liebmann

Haynes and Boone, LLP

112 East Pecan Street, Ste. 2400

San Antonio, TX 78212

Tel: (210) 978-7418

E-mail: Diana Liebmann{@haynesboone.com

Briana Balusek

South Texas Electric Cooperative
PO Box 119

Nursery, TX 77976

Tel: (361) 485-6169

E-mail: Briana.Balusek(@stec.org
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[1l.  STATEMENTS REQUIRED BY 16 TAC SECTION 22.251(E)(2)(B)

Pursuant to 16 TAC § 22.251(e)(2)}B), a formal complaint regarding conduct of ERCOT
requires the complaint to include certain pieces of procedural and historical statements. Those
required materials are as follows:

A, Description of Underlying Proceedings or Related Proceedings.

As discussed previously, on September 9, 2026, Mesquite submitted its dispute over the
classification set forth in the September 3, 2026, classification notice of the Mesquite Project as
studied load pursuant to Planning Guide Section 9.3.1. On September 14, 2026, ERCOT, STEC,
and Mesquite met to discuss the dispute. ERCOT denied Mesquite’s Section 9.3.1 dispute on the
same day. Mesquite subsequently reached out to ERCOT for an informal discussion, and Mesquite,
STEC, and ERCOT met to discuss additional 1ssues relating to the denial on October 2, 2026. On
October 6, 2026, ERCOT notitied STEC and Mesquite that it had reviewed the Batch Zero dispute
and the additional information discussed at the meeting, and ERCOT affirmed its denial of the
dispute.

In its denial of the Section 9.3.1 dispute on September 14, 2026, ERCOT waived the ADR
process under the ERCOT Protocols. This appeal has been timely filed as required by 16 TAC §
22.251(e) within 35 days of the completion of ERCOT's dispute process.

B. Affected Entities

The affected entities include Mesquite, STEC, and ERCOT. It the Commission grants relief
to Mesquite, our understanding 1s that Mesquite’s inclusion as base load will not affect the status
of other Loads that have provisionally qualified because the Batch Zero Interconnection Study has

not commenced.

8
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C. Description of ERCOT Conduct for Which Relief Is Sought

Mesquite seeks relief from the Commission to direct ERCOT to designate the Mesquite
Project as base load that is not subject to additional study in the Batch Zere process consistent with
Planning Guide Sections 9.2.1.1(1){e). In the alternative, Mesquite asks that the Commission grant
a good-cause exception excusing any delay in STEC's notice to ERCOT confirming Mesquite's
satisfaction of the Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5 criteria and in conjunction with granting
this good-cause exception, Mesquite also asks that the Commission direct ERCOT to designate
the Mesquite Project as base load under Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e).

D. Statement of ERCOT Procedures, Protocols, Binding Documents, Bylaws, Articles of
Incorporation, or Laws Applicable

Planning Guide Section 9.3.1 allows loads to dispute ERCOT’s Batch Zero determinations.
Both 16 TAC § 22.251(d) and Section 20 of the ERCOT Protocols require parties complaining of
a decision, act, or omission by ERCOT to submit to ADR at ERCOT before initiating a complaint
proceeding at the Commission, unless ERCOT agrees to waive ADR. In the instant case, ERCOT
waived ADR.

Mesquite alleges that the following Protocols, riles, and statutes are at issue in this matter
and were violated by ERCOT or are relied upon in bringing forth this complaint:

PURA § 39.001(c) — Mandates that regulatory authorities and independent organizations
treat all market participants in a nondiscriminatory manner.

PURA § 39.151(a) — The independent organization must ensure access to the transmission
and distribution systems for all buyers and sellers of electricity on nondiscriminatory terms.

PURA §39.151(d)— An independent organization certified by the Commission is directly
responsible and accountable to the Commission, The Commission has complete authority
to oversee and investigate the organization's finances, budget, and operations as necessary
to ensure the organization's accountability and to ensure that the organization adequately
performs the organization's functions and duties.

PURA § 39.151(g-6) — Provides that ERCOT’S protocols and rules remain subject to the
Commission’s oversight and review.

9
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E.

16 TAC § 22.5(b) — Authorizes the Commission to grant exceptions to any requirements
of the chapter, including the procedural timelines of 16 TAC § 22.251.

16 TAC § 22 251 — Prescribes the procedure by which an entity, including the commission
staft and the Office of Public Utility Counsel, may appeal a decision made by ERCOT,

16 TAC § 25 3(b) — Authorizes the Commission to make exceptions to Chapter 25 for
good cause.

16 TAC §25.361(b)— ERCOT shall perform the functions of an independent organization
under the Public Utility Regulatory Act (“PURA”) § 39.151 to ensure access to the
transmission and distribution systems for all buyers and sellers of electricity on
nondiscriminatory terms and to ensure the reliability and adequacy of the regional electrical
network.

16 TAC § 25.361{b)(16) — Requires ERCOT to perform any additional duties required
under Chapter 25, Commission orders, and ERCOT rules,.

16 TAC § 25503(f2)C) — Provides that a market participant may be excused from
compliance with ERCOT instructions or Protocol requirements for other good cause, for
so long as the condition continues.

Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1 — Provides the criteria for inclusion in Batch Zero as base
load not subject to additional study, including the requirement that a Large Load have
complete and valid interconnection studies.

Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.4 — Establishes the process by which ERCOT evaluates

existing interconnection studies for Large Loads and determines, in consultation with the
Interconnecting DSP and/or TSP, whether those studies are complete and valid for
purposes of Batch Zero eligibility.

Planning Guide Section 9.3.1 — Provides the overview, procedures, and timelines

governing the Batch Zero interconnection study process, including ERCOT's evaluation
and study of qualifying Large Loads.

Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5 (now Sections 9.9 and 9.10) — Sets forth ERCQOT’s

legacy study and pre-energization requirements for Large Loads, including requirements
related to the execution of an interconnection or equivalent service extension agreement,
written acknowledgment of load modification obligations, notice to proceed, and financial
security, that an ILLE and Interconnecting TSP must satisty before ERCOT can approve
Initial Energization.

Statement of Whether Complainant Used the Applicable ERCOT Procedures for

Challenging or Modifying the Complained-of Conduct

Mesquite disputed ERCOT's determination pursuant to Planning Guide Section 9.3.1;

ERCOT denied the dispute. ERCOT subsequently waived ADR.

10
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F. Statement Related to Suspension

Mesquite is not requesting that the Commission suspend ERCOT's decision while this case
18 pending.
G. Statement on Jurisdiction

The Commission has jurisdiction over this matter under PURA § 39.151(d-4)(6), which
authorizes the Commission to resolve disputes between ERCOT and persons attected by ERCOT's
acts or omissions. PURA § 39.151 provides the Commission with complete oversight authority
over ERCOT and ERCOT's administration of the Protocols adopted in turtherance of PURA and
Commission Rules. The Commission also has jurisdiction under 16 TAC § 22.251, which specifies

the procedure by which an entity may appeal a decision by ERCOT.

IV. STATEMENT OF ISSUES

Under 16 TAC § 22.251(e)(2)(C), a complainant must provide “a detailed and specific
statement of all 1ssues or points presented for commission review.” Accordingly, Mesquite
presents the following issues to the Commission:

1) Did the Planning Guide require that a confirmation email by the TSP regarding

ILLE requirements of Sections 9.4 and 9.5 be separately submitted by July 10,
2026, in order for an ILLE to be classified as base load in Batch Zero?

2) Did ERCOT's own Batch Zero guidance require that a Planning Guide Section 9.4
or 9.5 confirmation be separately submitted to
LargeLoadInterconnection@ercot.com by July 10, 2026, in order for an ILLE to
be classified as base load 1in Batch Zero?

3) If the Commission determines that STEC was required to separately notify

ERCOT by July 10, 2026, of Mesquite's satisfaction of Sections 9.4 and 9.5, does

11
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4)

good cause exist under 16 TAC § 25.503(f)(2)(C) or otherwise to excuse that
notice being delayed until July 24, 2026 when all substantive requirements were
timely met?

Did ERCOT treat other large loads in a manner consistent with its treatment of the

Mesquite Project with respect to the Section 9.4 and 9.5 notification requirement?

V. STATEMENT OF FACTS

Under 16 TAC § 22.251(e)(2)(D) a complainant must provide a statement ot facts without

argument. Mesquite presents the following;

Mesquite 1s developing a data center load, the Mesquite Project, which has been

designated as BZ-17 in Batch Zero. STEC is the Interconnecting TSP for the Mesquite Project.

ERCOQOT approved the steady state study on May 20, 2026, the short circuit study on June

23, 2026, and the dynamic stability study on July 10, 2026. Thus, the Mesquite Project satisfied

the study requirements under Planning Guide Section 9.4 by July 10, 2026. By that same date,

Mesquite also satisfied the requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.5 (which was renumbered to

Section 9.10 on July 11, 20206), as tollows:

Interconnection Agreement or Equivalent Service Extension Agreement.
STEC and Mesquite executed a facilities extension agreement, consistent with the
requirement in Planning Guide Section 9.10.1(1){(a)(i) to execute all required
interconnection agreements or equivalent service extension agreements with the
Interconnecting TSP.®

Written Acknowledgment. Mesquite provided STEC with written

acknowledgment of its obligations to notify STEC of changes to the Large Load

# Allachnment G.
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project information or to the load composition, technology, or parameters as
described in Planning Guide Section 9.2.3, and to maintain load consumption at or
below the levels of peak demand established in its Load Commissioning Plan,
consistent with Planning Guide Section 9.5.1(1)a)(i1).”

° Notice to Proceed. Mesquite provided STEC with notice to proceed with the
construction of all required interconnection facilities, as required under Planning
Guide Section 9.5.1(1)(a)(iii)."”

. Financial Security. Mesquite provided STEC with the required financial security,
applicable payments, and agreements required to fund all required interconnection
facilities, consistent with Planning Guide Section 9.5.1(1)(a)(iv).""

On July 24, 2026, STEC submitted Mesquite's Batch Zero qualification materials via
upload to a shared link which ERCOT provided for that purpose, and STEC e-mailed
BatchZero@ercot.com confirming that “STEC has uploaded the Batch Zero Submission for BZ-
17 to the provided shared folder.”” '? The materials uploaded by STEC included the Load
Information Form (“LIF”) for the Mesquite load. In that form, STEC selected “LLIS Only” as the
study path used to establish the load levels and schedule in the Load Commissioning Plan,
indicating that Mesquite had fulfilled the legacy study requirements under Planning Guide
Sections 9.4 and 9.5."

STEC also confirmed that the Mesquite load had a “complete and valid interconnection

study determination,” that Mesquite had provided the required written acknowledgment, that

¢ Attachment 11

1" Attachment 1.

N Atachments I K and T,
2 Attachment M.

3 Attachment N
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Mesquite had 1ssued notice to proceed, and that Mesquite had provided the required financial
security. 1

On September 3, 2026, ERCOT notitied STEC, and STEC in turn notified Mesquite, that
Mesquite had been classified as studied load rather than base load because Mesquite had

purportedly not met the criteria in Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5."

V. ARGUMENT

A, Mesquite Timely Satisfied Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5, and STEC Timely
Submitted Mesquite's Batch Zero Qualification Materials to ERCOT

By July 10, 2026, Mesquite satisfied all the requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.4
(now Section 9.9): ERCOT approved the steady state study on May 20, 2026, the short circuit
study on June 23, 2026, and the dynamic stability study on July 10, 2026.° By that same date,
Mesquite also satistied the requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.5 (now Section 9.10),
including executing a facilities extension agreement with STECY, providing STEC with the

required written acknowledgment'®

, providing STEC with notice to proceed with construction of
all required interconnection facilities'”, and providing STEC with the required financial security
and related agreements?® On July 24, 2026, STEC submitted Mesquite's complete Batch Zero
qualification package to ERCOT by uploading it to a shared folder link that ERCOT had provided

tor that purpose, and STEC separately e-mailed BatchZero@ercot.com to confirm the

submission.*!

14 Attachments M and N.

15 Attachment A.

¢ Attachment €.

Altachment G.

1% Attachment H.

Altachment T.

2 Atachment J. Avachment K, and Atachment T,
21 Attachment M.
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Aslaid out below, there is nothing in the Planning Guide that required STEC to additionally
e-mail a Section 9.4 or Section 9.5 confirmation to LargeL.oadlnterconnection{@ercot.com by July
10, 2026, as a condition of Batch Zero base load classitication. Nor is there anything from
ERCOT's own guidance, including its July 9, 2026 Batch Zero readiness workshop and Batch Zero
FAQs that directed a July 10, 2026 deadline for this task. Finally, as there is no dispute that
Mesquite met the underlying requirements of Planning Guide Section 9.4 and 9.5, denial of base
load treatment based on the timing of a TSP confirmation would be unjust.

1.  Planning Guide Language Itself Not Clearly Establish a July 10 TSP
Confirmation Deadline for Batch Zero Eligibility

To begin, ERCOT's stated basis for denying base load classification rests on a specific
chain of cross-references in ERCOT’s Planning Guide:

(1) Section 9.2.1.1(1)e)(i) requires ERCOT to have determined that Mesquite has a

“complete and valid set of interconnection studies,” as of July 10, 2026, under Section 9.2.1.4;

(2) Section 9.2 1.4(4)a)}1)(B), part of 9.2.1.4, Evaluation of Fxisting Interconnection
Studlies for Large Loads, describes whether ERCOT will consider certain previous studies to be
“complete and valid” for Large Loads that have not yet energized and provides two paths within
0.2.1.4(4)a)(ii) under subsections (A) or (B) under which a Large Load can be deemed to have
complete and valid studies; (B) is the path under which a Large Load satisfied the study
requirements in the legacy LLIS process pursuant to “Section 9.9 and Section 9.10...on or before
July 10, 20267; and

(3) ERCOT reads that cross-reference of 9.2.1.4(4)(a)(i1)(B) as importing the legacy

Section 9.5(1)(a) requirement that the TSP must affirmatively confirm to ERCOT that the ILLE

has satisfied Section 9.5, not merely that the compliance occurred by July 10. Furthermore, no

such confirmation requirement appears in the legacy Planning Guide Section 9.4, so a TSP

15
HE: 4905-0005-6791 6
000015



confirmation should not be interpreted as a requirement to satisfy the legacy study requirements
in Section 9.4, Furthermore, ERCOT would not need an Interconnecting TSP or DSP to provide
notitication that an ILLE has met the study requirements in Section 9.4 because ERCOT itself is
responsible for approving the studies required under Section 9.4,

Neither Section 9.4 nor Section 9.5(1)(a) contains a July 10, 2026 deadline, or any deadline
for that matter, so the reader also has to carry the deadline to this section for the daisy chain to
work. That reading is not compelled by the text. Where the drafters intended to impose deadlines
by which notice must be provided to ERCOT, they said so expressly and repeatedly — subsections
(i1) through (viiil) of Section 9.2.1.1(1Xe) each independently state “[o]n or before July 24, 2026,
the Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP has informed ERCOT” of a specific attestation.
Subsection (i) contains ne comparable date or notice language at all— that effort was lett to
Section 9.2.1.4(4)(a)(11)(B), a provision written to describe how ERCOT validates historical study
completeness, not to create an independent notice deadline. STEC in fact transmitted written
confirmation of Mesquite's compliance to ERCOT on July 24, 2026.?? Reading an unstated, non-
parallel confirmation deadline into subsection Section 9.2.1.1(1){e)(i) — when the drafters
evidently knew how to include deadlines and chose not to tor that subsection — is not a reasonable
construction of the Planning Guide. Penalizing Mesquite on that basis would hold Mesquite to a
timing requirement that neither Section 9.2.1.1 nor Section 9.2.1.4 nor Section 9.5(1)(a) ever
straightforwardly stated.

Furthermore, while ERCOT's position to establish a July 10 deadline eventually flows

down to Section 9.5(1)(a), Section 9.5(1) specifically directs that ERCOT “shall not allow Initial

Energization” until it receives confirmation from the interconnecting TSP that certain

22 Attachment M.
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prerequisites have been satisfied. By its plain language, therefore, Section 9.5 1(1)(a) governs
ERCOT's authorization of Initial Energization, rof whether a Large Load has satisfied the
requirements for inclusion in Batch Zero. ERCOT's reading eftectively transtorms a provision
governing future Initial Energization into a retroactive prerequisite for Batch Zero eligibility.
Nothing in Section 9.5.1(1)(a) suggests that the timing of a TSP's confirmation determines whether
a project qualifies for Batch Zero treatment. (No provision in PGRR 145 compels this
interpretation either.) Rather, the provision simply prohibits ERCOT trom authorizing Initial
Energization until the specified confirmations have been received. Because Initial Energization
was not imminent, the absence of a confirmation letter by July 10 had no practical bearing on
ERCOT's ability to comply with Section 9.5.1(1)(a).

2. ERCOT’s Batch Zero Guidance Did Not Clearly Establish a July 10 TSP
Confirmation Deadline for Batch Zero Eligibility

Neither PGRR 145 nor ERCOT's Batch Zero guidance indicated that, by July 10, 2026, the
Interconnecting TSP or DSP  had to  separately notify  ERCOT  at
LargeLoadlInterconnection{@ercot.com that the ILLE had satisfied the Planning Guide Section 9.4
or Section 9.5 requirements. Under Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.4(4)(a), ERCOT includes a Large
Load for consideration in the ranking process for "complete and valid studies" if (1) the
Interconnecting TSP has, by July 24, 2026, determined the dynamic data submitted by the ILLE
18 not expected to adversely impact the results from the previous stability study, and (i1) the Large
Load met the requirements of Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5 on or betore July 10, 2026.
Mesquite's ILLE-side obligations under Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5 were satisfied by July
10, 2026, as set torth above, and STEC was required to submit Mesquite's complete Batch Zero

eligibility package to ERCOT by July 24, 2026, which it did.
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ERCOT's Batch Zero readiness materials confirm this timeline. ERCOT's final Batch Zero
readiness workshop, held on July 9, 2026, indicated that July 10 was both the last day for ERCOT
to review and approve studies under the legacy process and the deadline for the ILLE to submit
required Batch Zero eligibility materials to the Interconnecting TSP or DSP, while July 24 was the
deadline tor the TSP or DSP to submit complete Batch Zero eligibility packages and supporting
materials to ERCOT. ERCOT further stated that the inclusion and treatment of Large Loads in
Batch Zero would be determined by the status of qualitying studies as they stood at the end of the
day on July 10, 2026, not by whether the TSP or DSP had separately e-mailed confirmation to
ERCOT by that date. ?? ERCOT's Batch Zero FAQs and related guidance indicated that
LargeLoadlnterconnection(@ercot.com was the channel for existing LLIS process questions, such
as ongoing study reviews, dynamic model submissions, and existing interconnection study
coordination, while BatchZero{@ercot.com was the channel for submission of completed Batch
Zero eligibility packages.?* ERCOT conducted eight multi-hour Batch Zero readiness workshops
and released more than 100 formal FAQs, none of which indicated that an Interconnecting TSP or
DSP had to send a Section 9.5 confirmation e-mail to Largel.oadInterconnection{@ercot.com in
order for an ILLE to satisfy the Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e) requirements.

3.  Denial of Base Load Classification When all Underlying Planning Guide
Requirements Were Met is Removed from Purpose of Planning Guide Section 9

Finally, the unreasonableness of ERCOT's position 1s underscored by the nature of the
alleged deficiency. By July 10, 2026, ERCOT had already reviewed and approved Mesquite's

steady-state, short-circuit, and dynamic stability studies, satisfying the requirements of Planning

3 Altachment T See slides 3. 6, 7, 10,12, 13, 17, and 18. Somc slides have been modified with red hoxing [or the
reader. See also Allachment I al questions 20, 69, 72, and 95.
** See Atlachement T2 at slide 31 (ycllow highlighting added), and Attachment I at questions 63 and 73.
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Guide Section 9.4 (now Section 9.9).%° There is no dispute that ERCOT possessed and approved
those studies or was fully aware of their contents. (ERCOT thus did not require notification from
STEC that the Mesquite Project had satistied the Section 9.4 study requirements, because ERCOT
itself had approved the studies.) Further, all Planning Guide Section 9.5 (now Section 9.10)
requirements (interconnection agreements, acknowledgement by ILLE of obligations, financial
security, and notice to TSP to proceed with construction) had all been met. Thus, ERCOT did not
deny Mesquite base load treatment because the required substantive conditions had not been met.
Instead, ERCOT denied base load treatment based on the timing of a confirmation regarding
compliance with the requirements. Under these circumstances, denying Mesquite base load
classification imposes an untenable consequence that 1s removed from the underlying purpese of
the Planning Guide’s eligibility requirements and is an unjust result.

Because Mesquite met the substantive criteria and STEC complied with ERCOT's
published submission process and deadline, ERCOT erred in classitying the Mesquite Project as
studied load, and the Commission should direct ERCOT to classify the Mesquite Project as base
load not subject to additional study.

B. In the Alternative, Good Cause Exists to Excuse Any Delay in Submitting
Confirmation of Mesquite's Compliance with Planning Guide Sections 9.4 and 9.5

To the extent the Commission determines that ERCOT's guidance did in fact require a
separate Section 9.4 and/or Section 9.5 confirmation e-mail by July 10, 2026, Mesquite requests,
in the alternative, that the Commission grant a good cause exception excusing any delay in

providing that notice. *® The Commission “may make exceptions to this chapter for good cause.”

“ Attachment O,

2% Mesquile maintains thal no confimmation requirement exists in Planning Guide Scetion 9.4, and there 15 no textual
basis [or identifying one in that scetion. To the exlent a confimmation requirenient exists i Scetion 9.5, such
conlinmation 1s required only as a prerequisite [or approving Tnitial Tnergization.
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16 TAC §253(b). The Commission has complete authority over ERCOT’s operations, and
ERCOT’s rules remain subject to Commission oversight. PURA § 39.151(d), (g-6). Exercising
that authority, the Commission has granted exceptions to 16 TAC § 25.361(b)(16), which requires
ERCOT to perform the duties required by its rules, to permit ERCOT to deviate from deadlines in
the ERCOT Protocols.?” The Commission has done so for Batch Zero itself, granting ERCOT’s
request for good cause exceptions to near-term Planning Guide Section 9 deadlines, including
ERCOT’s own August 7, 2026 classification deadline.® Additionally, to the extent the notice
obligation ERCOT identifies belonged to STEC, 16 TAC § 25.503(f)(2)(C) provides that a market
participant may be excused from compliance with ERCOT instructions or Protocol requirements
for good cause, among other grounds, for so long as the underlying condition continues. Good
cause exists here because Mesquite, in fact, satistied the substantive Planning Guide Sections 9.4
and 9.5 criteria by July 10, 2026; STEC provided ERCOT with written confirmation of that
satisfaction by the July 24, 2026 Batch Zero submission deadline that ERCOT itself established;
and Mesquite and STEC relied in good faith on ERCOT's extensive Batch Zero guidance. The
Commission has already recognized that Batch Zero deadlines may be relaxed and ILLEs may be
afforded an opportunity to cure a deficiency, where doing so serves the integrity of the process
rather than undermining it.?*

Granting a good cause exception here 1s also consistent with ERCOT's own recognition,
reflected in its July 23, 2026 Market Notice regarding good cause exceptions, that strict application

of Batch Zero eligibility criteria may be excused in appropriate circumstances.” In that notice,

¥ Project No. 35999, Order Granting Good Cause Exception at 1 (May 2, 2024),

* Project No. 39142, Order Granting Good Cause Exceptions at 2 (Aug. 20, 2026).

% See Project No. 59142, Order Granting Cood Cause Exceptions at 2 (Aug. 20, 2026),

A Allachment P — July 23 Market Notice. Note that Mesquite 1s exploring submitling a good cause exception request
1o TRCOT through this same market notice as an allemative route ol obtaming reliel. Mesquite would reassess whether
Lo move [orward on this complamt il TRCOT were 1o grant a good cause exception pursuant to that Market Notice.
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ERCOT stated that 1t “recognizes that, given the short implementation period for [PGRR 145],
there are [ILLEs] that can demonstrate that they substantially meet an eligibility criterion but
cannot satisfy a specific element of it.” ERCOT further explained that “[u]nder existing
procedures, ERCOT may seek a good cause exception from the [PUCT] to waive application of
one or more eligibility requirements in Planning Guide Section 9,” citing 16 TAC §§ 25.3(b) and
25.361(b)(16), and that “[w]hile the exception is pending, ERCOT will provisionally consider the
specific criterion as met.”

The Market Notice demonstrates why denying relief to Mesquite would be fundamentally
inconsistent with the good-cause process ERCOT itself announced. ERCOT expressly
acknowledged that the compressed implementation schedule for PGRR 145 could leave an ILLE
that “substantially meet[s] an eligibility requirement” unable to satisty a particular criterion, and
ERCOT represented that it could seek a good cause exception and provisionally treat that criterion
as satistied while the request was pending. Mesquite falls squarely within the circumstances
ERCOT described. By July 10, 2026, ERCOT had approved the studies underlying Mesquite's
eligibility under Planning Guide Section 9.4 and Mesquite had satisfied every substantive
requirement of Planning Guide Section 9.5. The only alleged deficiency concerns the timing and
destination of STEC's confirmation that Mesquite had completed those substantive steps - a notice
concerning facts ERCOT already possessed and had approved. Mesquite had no reason to request
a good cause exception by July 24, 2026, because it had satistied every requirement it was told
applied.

The unfairness is compounded by ERCOT's failure to apply to Mesquite the good-cause
process described in the Market Notice. ERCOT now treats the alleged notice defect as sufficiently

consequential to deny base load classification to the Mesquite Project, yet ERCOT's Market Notice
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specifically contemplated provisional treatment and a Commission good-cause request when an
ILLE substantially complied but could not satisfy a discrete eligibility criterion. If ERCOT
believed that a separate confirmation to LargeLoadInterconnection(@ercot.com was required by
July 10, Mesquite was an obvious candidate for the good-cause exception process. Instead,
ERCOT neither identitied the alleged deficiency in time for Mesquite or STEC to address it, nor
sought an exception on Mesquite's behalf;, ERCOT first identified the purported deficiency in its
September 3, 2026 classification notice, after the relevant deadlines had passed.

Mesquite could not have reasonably requested relief by July 24, 2026, Mesquite had
satisfied every substantive requirement that it understood to apply, and STEC submitted written
confirmation through ERCOT's designated Batch Zero process by the July 24 deadline established
by Planning Guide Section 9.2.1.1 and ERCOT s July 23, 2026 Market Notice that ERCOT's
guidance appeared to establish for TSP and DSP submissions. A party cannot reasonably be
expected to seek an exception from a requirement that ERCOT had not clearly identitied, much
less from a deficiency that ERCOT did not disclose until weeks later.

Granting relief would therefore vindicate, not undermine, the integrity of the Batch Zero
process. It would not excuse the absence of a required study, agreement, financial commitment, or
other substantive qualification; it would excuse, at most, a procedural detect in communicating
information that ERCOT already possessed. Mesquite would receive only the treatment which
ERCOQOT publicly represented could be available to ILLEs that substantially satistied the eligibility
requirements. Denying relief here, where no other entity would be prejudiced by granting relief to
Mesquite, and where ERCOT’s own Planning Guide and Batch Zero guidance was at best, unclear,

would elevate form over substance and penalize Mesquite for conduct consistent with ERCOT's
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published instructions, and would produce the precise inequity ERCOT's announced good-cause
process was intended to prevent,

Mesquite requests that the Commission grant a good cause exception excusing any delay
in that notice, given that Mesquite satisfied the underlying substantive requirements on time,
ERCOT received written confirmation of that satistaction by the July 24, 2026 Batch Zero
submission deadline, and Mesquite made considerable efforts, including participation in ERCOT's
Batch Zero readiness workshops, to comply with ERCOT's published guidance. Because
classification as studied load rather than base load will have material and potentially irreversible
economic consequences for Mesquite, including jeopardizing Mesquite's project timeline, capacity
allocation, and customer commitments, Mesquite alsc requests that the Commission act

expeditiously and grant a good cause exception to the procedural timelines in 16 TAC § 22.251.

VII. STATEMENT OF QUESTIONS OF FACT

16 TAC § 22.251(e)(2)F) requires a complainant to provide "a statement of all questions
of fact, if any, that the complainant contends require an evidentiary hearing." For the reasons
addressed above, Mesquite believes that the dispute centers around questions of law, specifically
interpretation of ERCOT’s Planning Guide, general ERCOT guidance on Batch Zero, and whether
a good cause exception is appropriate. Mesquite further believes that facts are likely not in dispute

with ERCOT.

VIll. NOTICE

Mesquite will provide notice of this complaint to (1) ERCOT's General Counsel and the
Office of Public Utility Counsel pursuant to 16 TAC § 22.251(e)5)A) and (C) and (i1) STEC.

Mesquite requests that the Commission direct ERCOT to provide notice of this complaint to all
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qualified scheduling entities (“*QSEs”) and the relevant ERCOT committees and subcommittees

pursuant to 16 TAC § 22.251(D).

IX. PROPOSED PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE - GOOD CAUSE EXCEPTION
REQUEST

Pursuant to 16 TAC § 22.5, the Commission “may grant exceptions to any requirements in
this chapter.” Additionally, 16 TAC § 22.251(l) provides that the “presiding officer may grant a
request to extend or shorten the time periods established by the rule for good cause shown.” Good
cause is warranted here by the timing sensitivity in this case and the need to grant Mesquite's
requested relief before the Batch Zero study process begins. Therefore, Mesquite requests a good
cause exception to the timing requirements of 16 TAC § 22.251, including an expedited procedural
schedule. Mesquite has conferred with ERCOT and STEC, ERCOT opposing the proposed
procedural schedule, and STEC supporting the proposed procedural schedule.

Any delay in this proceeding will cause irreparable harm to Mesquite. Mesquite satistied
the Planning Guide Section 9.4 and 9.5 criteria by July 10, 2026, and STEC timely submitted
Mesquite's Batch Zero qualitication package by the July 24, 2026 deadline. ERCOT's denial of
Mesquite's dispute leaves only a narrow window to resolve this matter before the Batch Zero study
process begins. Continued delay will further jeopardize Mesquite's deployment schedule, its

contractual commitments to customers, and its finances.
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Mesquite’s proposed procedural schedule is as follows:

Event 16 TAC § 22.251 Requested Deadline
Deadline
Deadline tor ERCOT to 14 days of receipt of the November 2, 2026 (14

provide notice per 16 TAC §
22.251(e)

complaint (November 2,
2026)

days of receipt of the
complaint)

ERCOQT response to complaint

28 days of receipt of the

complaint (November 16,

2026)

November 9, 2026 (21
days of receipt of the
complaint)

Commission Staff comments,
Other parties' responses, and

45 days after the date the
complaint is filed

November 18, 2026 (30
days of receipt of the

Motion to intervene and (December 3, 2026) complaint)
intervenor response/comments
Complainant's reply to a party 55 days after the date the November 24, 2026 (36

response or Staff comments;
request for evidentiary hearing

complaint was filed
(December 13, 2026)

days after the complaint
is filed)

X. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Mesquite respectfully requests that the Commission (1) find that Mesquite satisfied the
Planning Guide Section 9.4 and 9.5 criteria and that STEC timely submitted confirmation of that
satisfaction to ERCOT;, (2) find that ERCOT violated the Planning Guide by classifying the
Mesquite Project as studied load; (3) require ERCOT to reclassify the Mesquite Project in Batch
Zero as base load not subject to additional study; (4) in the alternative, grant Mesquite a good
cause exception excusing any delay in providing ERCOT with a Section 9.4 and/or Section 9.5
contirmation e-mail and direct ERCOT to classify the Mesquite Project as base load not subject to
additional study; (5) grant Mesquite's request for a good cause exception to the procedural
timelines of 16 TAC § 22.251, including the expedited procedural schedule set forth above; and
(6) grant Mesquite any other relief to which 1t is justly entitled. Mesquite further requests that the

Commission enter its standard form protective order for use in this proceeding,
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Dated: October 19, 2026
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a true and correct copy of this pleading has been forwarded by electronic mail
to all parties of record on the 19th day of October, 2026.

Vi a

Katherine Lengieza Gross
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AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF ILLINOIS

COUNTY OF COOK

Before me, the undersigned notary public, this day personally appeared Scott Baron, to me known,

who being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says:

1) “My name is Scott Baron, [ am of legal age and a resident of the State of Illinois. I am competent
to make the following statements on behalf of Mesquite H2, LLC (“Mesquite™).

2) 1 am the President for Mesquite, the asset manager of Mesquite, and have been employed in this
capacity since January 17, 2023.

3} I have reviewed Mesquite’s Complaint and Appeal of Decisions of the Electric Reliability
Council of Texas filed by Mesquite, including the Attachments, (herein after, the “Complaint™).

The factual statements contained in the Complaint are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge.

4) The foregoing statements are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.”

=

Scott Baron

President

Mesquite H2, LLC

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED TO BEFORE ME on the 16th day of October 2026

b A Utl

tary Public of the Commonwealth of Illinois

y commission expires: Uo\g‘ l\-\_'\'\" 4030

Official Seal
JAMES R CAHILL
Notary Public, State of lllinols
Compmission No, 729830
My Commissicn Expires July 14, 2030

1B A927-2958-1272.)
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Classification: Internal Purpose

ERCOT Batch Zero Process: Section 9.3.1 Provisional Classification
Dispute Form

Purpose: ERCOT has provisionally classified the Large Load below under Planning Guide Section
9.2.1.2(1) rather than the base load path Section 9.2.1.1(1) under which it was submutted. Under
Section 9.3.1(2)(a)(i), the Interconnecting Large Load Entity (ILLE) may dispute the provisional
classification if it believes ERCOT based that classification on incomplete or inaccurate information.
The ILLE must use this form to establish the basis for that dispute.

Who completes this form: The ILLE completes Sections 1-3 and returns this form to its
Interconnecting Transmission Service Provider or Distribution Service Provider (Responsible
TSP/DSP). which may add supporting information in Section 4. The Responsible TSP/DSP must email
the form to ERCOT at BZReclassification@ercot.com no later than 5:00 p.m. CT on the due date
specified in Section 9.3.1(2)(a)(1)—(i11) of the Planning Guide.

Deadline: Please review the applicable deadlines in Planning Guide Section 9.3.1(2)(a)(i). The
chronologically dependent deadlines are illustrated below:

e ERCOT notifies the Responsible TSP/DSP of the provisional classification.

e The Responsible TSP/DSP shall notify the ILLE within two Business Days of receipt
of ERCOT’s notice.

e To initiate a dispute:

ILLE must complete and submit this form to the Responsible TSP/DSP no later
than three Business Days after receiving notice from the Responsible TSP/DSP;
and

The Responsible TSP/DSP must submit the completed form to ERCOT by the
deadline above (i.e., no later than three Business Days after the ILLE’s receipt
of notice).
e ERCOT, the ILLE. and the Responsible TSP/DSP shall attempt to resolve the dispute
within three Business Days after ERCOT receives notice of an initiated dispute.

1. Large Load Identification™

ILLE Name

Batch Zero
Number (BZ-

Large Load
Facility

Responsible
TSP/DSP
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Classification: Internal Purpose

2. Requested Base Load Pathway*

Check the single § 9.2.1.1(1) patinvay underwhich the Responsible TSP/DSP submitted the ILLE s

3. Grounds for the Dispute*

Explain why the ILLE believes ERCOT based its provisional classification on incomplete or inaccurvate
information and provide all supporting documentation.

11
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Classification: Internal Purpose

4. Responsible TSP/DSP Supporting Information

To be completed by the Responsible TSP/DSF if it has information relevant to the dispute.
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Classification: Internal Purpose

5. Submission and Routing*
Completed by (ILLE)

6. Contact Information for ERCOT Questions/Discussion

Provide contact information for the representatives who will be available to answer ERCOT’s questions
and fo discuss the disputed provisional classification.
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UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Classification: Internal Purpose

000036



ATTACHMENT C

000037



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFCRMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Good evening.

This email contirms that, in accordance with Planning Guide Sec. 9.3.1, ERCOT has reviewed the Batch Zero
dispute form and the additional information submitted atter the meeting this morning and denies the dispute.
Thus, BZ-17"s classification as studied load stands. As mentioned during the call, ERCOT waives the ADR
process required in the ERCOT Protocols.

Regards,
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFCRMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFCRMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

*xkrx EXTERNAL Email *****

Please be cautious and evaluate before you click on links, open attachments, or provide
credentials. As a reminder, please report phishing emails via the Report Phishing button. If the
button is not available, then please forward to 'ReportPhishing@ercot.com’
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFCRMATION
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The following files are not convertible:

Attachment E - PUBLIC 4905-7836-
8982.1.pptx

Attachment F - PUBLIC 4919-5416-
5230.1.xlsx

Please see the ZIP file for this Filing on the PUC Interchange in order to
access these files.

Contact centralrecords@puc.texas.gov 1f you have any guestions.
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FACILITIES AGREEMENT

000057




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION

000058




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000059




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000080




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION

000061




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000062




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

0000863




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000064



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000085




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION

000066



ATTACHMENT H

000067



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph (1)(r) of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
Protected Information.

ERCOT Batch Zero Process for Large Load Interconnection:
Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e) Attestation Form

Instructicns: This Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e) Attestaticn Form (“Form”) must be completed by the
designated Interconnecting Large Load Entity {Designated ILLE) nhamed below and sworn to by
the Designated ILLE’s representative, official, officer, or other authorized person with binding
authority over the Designated ILLE. The Designated ILLE acknowledges this Form, together
with all attachments hereto, constitutes a single instrument. The Designated ILLE is providing
this Form in accordance with Electric Reliability Council of Texas, Inc.’s Planning Guide Section
9.2.1.1(1)(e) as stated in Planning Guide Revision Request 145, which is subject to approval by
the Public Utility Commission of Texas. All fields must be completed unless otherwise noted.
This Form must be returned to the Interconnecting Transmission Service Provider (“TSP”) or
Interconnecting Distribution Service Provider (“DSP”) named below on or before July 10, 2026.
Questions regarding this Form may be sent to: llwg feedback@ercot.com.

Designated Large Load Information

Identification information provided in this section must be consistent with information provided in
the Load Information Form.

Page 1of 10
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph (1)(r) of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, Items Considered
Protected Information.

Eligibility Information

1. Required Disclosures under Section 9.7 - Section 9.2.1.1(1}{e)(ii}

A. Substantially Similar Request Disclosure, Section 9.7(1)

The Designated ILLE is:

B. Site Studies and Engineering Plans, Section 9.7(2)

The Designated ILLE has submitted in Attachment 2 its plans, expected timing, and current
progress for site-related studies and engineering services required for Large Load development
prior to energization. These include, as applicable, geotechnical studies and water, wastewater,
or gas-related work. The Designated ILLE will provide updates upon request, which shall occur
no more frequently than quarterly.

The Designated ILLE attests that the information contained in Attachment 2 is complete and
accurate as of the date of notarization.

C. Non-ministerial Discretionary Approvals, Section 9.7(3)

The Designated ILLE has submitted in Attachment 3 its plans, expected timing, and current
progress for obtaining non-ministerial discretionary approvals from state and local regulatory
authorities required for the development of the Designated Large Load prior to energization.
These include, as applicable, permits related to water, air, or backup generation facilities. The

Page 2 of 10
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph (1)(r} of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, Items Considered
Protected Information.

Designated ILLE will provide updates upon request, which shall occur no more frequently than
quarterly.

The Designated ILLE attests that the information contained in Attachment 3 is complete and
accurate as of the date of notarization.

D. Phased Energization Schedule, Section 9.7(4)

The Designated ILLE has provided its expected schedule, including the quarter and year, for
phased energization of the contracted peak Demand expressed in MW, power factor, and
megavolt-ampere reactive units as set forth in Attachment 4, the Phased Energization/Load
Commissioning Plan form, attached hereto and made a part hereof. The schedule must be
consistent with the Designated ILLE’s current Load Commissioning Plan (LCP) resulting from
approved interconnection studies, if applicable.

The Designated ILLE attests that any information included in Attachment 4 is complete and
accurate as of the date of notarization.

E. Backup Generation, Section 9.7(5)

F. Power Procurement Plan, Section 9.7(6)
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Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected | ] col Section 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
Protected Information.

2. Leng Lead Equipment — Section 9.2.1.1(1){e){iii)

The Designated ILLE has ordered all equipment with a lead time of at least 18 months and will
take delivery sufficiently in advance of the Designated ILLE’s requested Initial Energization date
so the equipment can be installed by the Designated ILLE’s requested Initial Energization date.

3. Notice to Proceed — Section 9.2.1.1(1)(e){iv)

The Designated ILLE has issued a notice to proceed with the construction of all required
interconnection Facilities.

4. End-Use Customer — Section 9.2.1.1(1){e){v)

5. Site Control Evidence — Section 9.2.1.1(1)}{e){viii)

The Designated ILLE holds one of the property interests below in or relating to one or more
parcel(s) of land sufficient to accommodate the Designated ILLE’s planned Load Facilities at the
Designated Large Load location. The supporting documentary evidence is included in
Attachment 5.

The Designated ILLE attests that the information contained in Attachment 5 is complete and
accurate as of the date of notarization.

6. Designated ILLE Acknowledgment — Section 9.2.2(1)}(c)

The Designated ILLE acknowledges its obligations to notify and update the Interconnecting DSP
and Interconnecting TSP of changes to the Large Load project information or to the load
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Customer specific information submitted 10 ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph {1}r) of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, tems Considered
Protected Infermation.
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph {1}{r) of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
FProtected Information.

ATTACHMENT 1

[The Designated ILLE to use if it has more than one substantially similar interconnection
request. Repeat {a)-{e) below as necessary to disclose multiple substantially similar
interconnection requests.]

a) ERCOT-assigned serial number: LLI- (if available); Batch Zero Serial
Number: BZ- (if applicable);

b) Location (by planning bus or description of planning bus), including the power
region and, if in the ERCOT region, the load zone:

c) Non-coincident peak Demand (MW value):

d) Anticipated timing of Initial Energization (Month and Year): ; and

e) Interconnecting DSP and/or Interconnecting TSP (as applicable):

Page 6 of 10
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
documentis considered Protected Information under paragraph (1){r) of Protocol S8ection 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
FProtected Information.

ATTACHMENT 2

[The Designated ILLE must provide its plans, expected timing, and current progress for
site-related studies and engineering services required before energization of the
Designated Large Load (e.g., geotechnical surveys, water infrastructure studies,

wastewater assessments, or gas-related work), either directly in this attachment or as a

separate attachment to this Form.]
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph (1){r} of Protocol S8ection 1.3.1.1, tems Considered
FProtected Information.

ATTACHMENT 3

[The Designated ILLE must provide plans, expected timing, and current progress for
obtaining non-ministerial discretionary approvals from state and local regulatory
authorities required for development before energization (e.g., permits for water, air, or
backup generation), either directly in this attachment or as a separate attachment to this
Form.]
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
documentis considered Protected Information under paragraph {1}{r) of Protocol Section 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
Protected Information.

ATTACHMENT 4
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CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Customer specific information submitted to ERCOT by an Interconnecting DSP or Interconnecting TSP in this
document is considered Protected Information under paragraph (1){r) of Protocol S8ection 1.3.1.1, ltems Considered
FProtected Information.

Attachment 5

[The Designated ILLE must provide documentary evidence that it holds the property
interest designated in ltem 5 above. The evidence must demonstrate that the interest
relates to one or more parcels of land sufficient to accommodate the Designated ILLE’s
planned Load Facilities at the Designated Large Load location. Such evidence may be
provided directly in this attachment or as a separate attachment to this Form.]

Page 10 of 10
000080



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000081




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000082




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000083




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000084




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000085




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000086




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000087




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000088




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000089




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000080




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000091




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000092




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000093




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000094




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000085




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000096




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000097




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000098




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000099




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000100




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000101




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000102




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000103




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000104




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000105




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000106




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000107




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000108




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000109




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000110




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000111




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000112




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000113




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000114




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000115



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000116




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000117



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000118




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000119




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000120



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000121



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000122




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000123




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000124




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000125




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000126



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000127



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000128




CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000129



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000130



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

000131




ATTACHMENT 1

000132



CONFIDENTIAL AND PROTECTED INFORMATION
UNDER THE ERCOT PROTOCOLS

Mesquite (BZ-17) Notice to Proceed

Fi7/A10/2026 10:41 P
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110126, 4.05 PW UPS CampusShip | UPS - Canada
UPS CampusShip: View/Print Label

1. Ensure there ate no other shipping or tracking labels attached to your package. Select the Print bution on the print dialogue
hox that appears. Note: If your browser does not support this function, select Print from the File menu to print the label,

2. Fold the printed label at the solid line below. Place the label in a UPS Shipping Pouch. If you do not have a pouch, affix the
folded label using clear plastic shipping tape over the antira label.

3. GETTING YOUR SHIPMENT TO UFS
Customers without a Daily Pickup
Ground, 3 Day Select, and Standard to Canada shipments must be dropped off at an authorized UPS location, or handed 10 a3
UPS driver. Pickup service is not available for these services. To find the nearest UPS location, select the Drop-off icon from the
URS ool ba.
To schedule 2 pickup, or to find a UPS location, ¢lick on Shipping from the main tooibar and select the Schedule a Pickup or
Find Drop-off Locations.

Customers with a Daily Pickup:
Your driver will pickup your shipment(s) as usual.

FOLD HERE

hiltps: fvwwv campusship.oeps com/cshipforeate?ActionQnginPair=default__ PrintWindowFPagedkey=labeWindowltype=htmi&loc=en_CA&insu=Afdoc. . 141
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FIH2G, 2:14 PM URS CampusShip | UPS - Canada

UPS CampusShip: View/Print Label

1. Ensure there are an other shipping or tracking labels attached to your package, Sefect the Print button on the print dialogue
box that appears. Note: If your browser does nat support this function, select Prind from the Fite menu 1o print the (abel.

2. Fold the printed label at the sclid line helow. Place the label in a UPS Shipping Pouch. If you do not heve a pouch, affix the
folded lalyel using clear plastic shipping tape over the entire label.

3. GETTING YOUR SHIPMENT TO UPS
Customers without a Daily Pickup

Ground, 3 Day Select, and Standard tc Canada shipmants must be dropped off at an authorized UPS location, or handed to a

UPS driver. Pickup service is not available for ikese services. To find the nearest UPS lacation, zefect the Crop-off icon from the
UPS 100l bar.

To schedule & pickup, or to find a UPS jocation, click on Shipping from the main toolbar and select the Schedule a Pickup o
Find Drop-off Locations.

Customers with a Daily Pickup:
¥our driver will pickup your shipment{s) as usual.

FOLD HERE

hilps:fwwrecampusship.ups.comicshipioreale?ActianOriginPair=default _ PriniWindowPageskey=iabeiWindowdlypeshimi&loczen_CA&instraAddoc... 1/

$702010¥dd LO2¥3 JH1 ¥3dNN
NOILYWHOLNI d3L0310¥d ANV TVILNIAIINOD
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From: E—

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2026 2:34 PM
To:

[~

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

STEC has uploaded the Batch Zero Submission for BZ-17 to the provided shared folder.

CAUTION: THIS MESSAGE ORIGINATED FROM OUTSIDE OF STEC.

Do not open attachments or click links from an unknown or suspicious origin.

Please follow these to setup your access to ERCOT External Share for
the first time.
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ercot%

This email is generated through ERCOT's use of Microsoft 365 and may
contain content that is controlled by ERCOT.

Confidentiality Notice: This email message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the
intended recipient{s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review,
copy, use, disclosure, or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact
the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.
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Batch Zero Load Information Form

This fam 2 & draf fempiate provided for SIaKChokier Rk 800 PRXCESS AEVEDPTEO! PUPOSES SR SN (EMANIE SULRCT 10 CRERGE, FEVIEINR, oF WIAdRM.E! pendivg lumther ERCOT reviey and stakenaider feedbark, Finel
VErEENRS OF i farm will 0of Be fasued or IRpkemeatad drfesk nd Lt PGRITILS i approved ay Stk the EXCOT Soard of DYeckars ahd the Foalic DRy Commisior of Texas ("PUCT )

Purpose of this Waorkbook
Thiz workbook SUpports the eoordination, colection. valkiation, and fracking af subm esion meteralz required for the ERCOT Batch Zero Process for Large Load Intercannectians
The workhaak ks Inlended to funcilan as the prim ary coordiration and readiness iracking 1ol used by ILLES. Infercornecting TSP2DEFE, and ERCOT thraughou the Batch Zera submisshon and review pracess
The workhaak ks used 1a:
|deri|fythe q)phcable Eldtl:h Zem ehglbiiy pdthway'

asgign revtes and valkdslan nespongblmes
track and Rems:
document supparting materak and valkiation stefus: and
confm readiness for ERCOT subm kslan.
This workbook does not reolace official ERCOT forms. attestalions. technical submissions. or formal ERCOT slaibifty determinaliors

How ta Use This Workbook

Complete Section 1 — Large Load Demagraphies

Enfer the Large Load project newuding the Large Load Enllty (ILLE). TP, [N prajeet |ocallan, Ntercannection Infomh efhn. and load
ien shaukd ba F with all ing Batch Zero materiak and ERCOT submissions.

IdentTy Sub miszien Rezpanzibiity In Section 10
Ideniify the party resporaible far caardinating eollecilon. valdetion. ard subih kslan readiness prior o ERCOT submiszion. The TSP and DEF shauld eoordnate resporaiblly for eslection, valdation, and
submiszion acti-ties prior fo ERCOT submizsien.

Select the Applicable EgIENLy Path and Enlry Fath in Section T
Eelectihe Baleh Zera elkibiby peih applieable 1o the Large Load request. The selected elabilty pelh determ nes which elqbitty and arg |
Far projecis quakfying through LLIS. RPG, PERP. or combinatinns thereof. also selac ihe applicabla Entry Path
The Entry Path dedarmines ihe mathadalogy used 1o construct the Lead Commissiening Plan (LCF) and he razuting medaled kad schedua.
Depending on the selected Ertry Paih. ihe Intercornecting TSP/DSF may be required 1o camplele he LCP section using LUS, RPG. PERP, traram lkelon upgrade, TPIT. and Irler
The Eligibiiy Path and Eniry Path serse differert purpozes and may ned be idenlical. The Eligibiity Palh determines algibilty requirem ez, whia the Entry Path ines Inad modeling

Review Section 3 — ElgItity Requirements
Faview all Bsted requlrem eris and identiy which submis=ion fems are applicable for the selaclad sligibity paih. Some dem: may ba Required, Condiional, or Mol Required dapanding on the selected patheary.

Far iszian tems. the workbook also identiies the comespanding atlesiation femplate and page reference in the ILLE attestaiion location™ column.

Aszign rar and
Far each epplicable submisslon requiremert. the TEP and DSP shall and azsign far review end valklation acthiies prior to ERCOT subrlsslan. The reviewdng eniily identied In the
warkbook i For reviewing materak. valdeiing and statug arel up requests (it

Track Comphetion Staluz
The Completlon Efatus eld 12 used to track wheiher applieable subm kslan tems heve been recehsed and redewed far cam pkeleness by the respanshble revewing entiy.
A status af “Coemplete” ndicetes thel ihe applieatile revewing entily hes Lz review of the. Rer for and purposes. Final eligiltty determ natians remain subjec 1o
ERCCT review and appraval.

Enter Assaclated Flle Names

Far sach appli Fsian item. enter tha i file name ar identifiar pending 1o ihe suppeding malarial received from the ILLE or other respansible party.

\dantify i P
Far ILLE ion-based fsian item s, the “ILLE aHeslation localion” column ideniifies the comesponding draft ateslation famplate and page reference whera the submsion requirsmert iz
addressed.

Thege references are Intended to suppart coordination between ihe ILLE. TERDEP. and ERCOT durng preparaion and review of subrlzsion matenats.
Corfirm Package Readiness Prior to Submission
©nee al appleable required docum ents heve been recefved, reviewed, and valdated by the respansibke TER andiar D3P, Cel 11 shal dipley.
“LOAD APPLICATION READY T BE SUEMITTED"
This indicates fhat:
all applicable required submizsion tems have baen received;
requined reviews and vaidaliors have bean compleled:
iha submssion package has been caordinaled between the appicable TSPOSP: and
1he package is considered ready for ERCOT submissien.
This readiness confimmaiion does nef consliute ERCOT sliqibity approval.

Eligikility Requirements Field Definitions {Section 3 in "Batch Zero LIF' sheet)
Requirement / Submizzion iem — derifles each documert. farm, atlestation, eddence flem. of technieal subm slon required far the sekected Batch Zero elgiblty patiwey
AppEcablity — Indicates wheiher the lem & Required, Condtional, ar Mat Fequired fof the selecied eligibity paiiway.
Submiszsion Format - |dentiies the required mxinn farm at for the appl iszian tem (8.5.. Evidenca. AHaslation. Form. Technical decumeniation. TSP confim ation. or ERCOT determinalion).
Submitting Party - |dertifies ihe party responsible for preparing andior providing the submission item inte the Batch Zere process, as appicablke. This may nclda the ILLE, IMercemading TSP/DSP. or ERCOT

on the
ILLE Attestation Lecatien — [derifes the appleablk ERCOT draft atlestation femplete. This fledd Iz Intended to suppart navgation, preparation, and redew of ILLE eftesteton meterats.

Reviewing Entity - identfes the TSR ar DSP rezpanshile for reviewing and valikdeling the applicable subm eslon herm
Complation Status — Indicales the review stalus of the submizsion tem intha LIF

Supperting File Name{s) — Records tha nameisi of tha filesi. atachmani{s), ord nt iderti i withiha FE5ian item
ERCOT Walldatken — Used to record ERCCTs valldation autcar e for the ubmiEsion Hem. neluding eorfimation, flkes-up requests, defclency identfcallan. or Anal valkdation stelus. a2 appleshle
Notes ! Conments — Cplional lekd For comm enls. clarcetons, defclency nates, Molkww-up Hems, . or ather retaied 1o the ftem.

Submission Coordination
The TEF and DEF are far between prior to ERCOT submizsian.
Far pelimwaye requinng an LTF. 1he TSPOSF & far gelecting the applicable Eniry Falh and ¢ om pkeding the LCF Leing the netrucllions ezsoeclaled wih e Endry Fein.
The submiting enilty kderifled n Section 10 & respongible for trarsm Hing the final Batch Zero submisskon package 1o ERCOT. ERCOT generally expects the Intercannecting TSP 1a tranzm i e final subm kelon package
1o ERCOT and capy the Imercomeciing DSP, ¥ applicable.
The final submEzsion package may include:
the completed LIF:
SUPPEMNG dacur eratian and evidence;
required ERCOT form = and atleslatiors; and
amy required TSP/DEP cofirmalions or nelifcalions under fhe Planning Guide.

The workhaaok may alga reference ERCOT draft and and review oUmoses.
Cryrarn e Ioed modets and supporing dyram ke model docum entatian may require direct subm ISSIDI'\ WII’E ILLE tor ERCCIT n accordance wih ERCOT ard Balch Zero
gregte  LLUSTRATNE HEHLYPRELBONAT [ R—

Pastaunzd hy TERDSR

Batch Zero eligibility submission and validation process  m pasmeiereor
ILLE uses the bord Indnrmiion Fomn (LR 1o EdenSy the applicable Satch fero efghiln pathvay and the asaodaied
uses the Load rformst .

Ll dut i Subarics S ILI E exterybes 1he: racpieed vl o amzan, favives, el sugnarting cvidence
1 o : ttiga ot Submisgion Materials applicaibi: do i sedpcied chigibdty paﬂmay
e Submi o Wil ILLE subarits the apobe=dle matedzis and supnarting evidence to he Intercontedtng TSPTET end, wheds raguied,
ission of Meatcaks dreclhy o ERGOT je.g. dymemic hiad madet and supgorting documentstiont

N M- Lz iy TRPERRR. g sl cooucEihe nmpoiedlibly o ipviieiug salniissc b gk wmd b
4 Beview Coorfination viay esponaRitty and compltion slatus wibir the LIF

- - . Ir TIHPOSF, 2= applkcabbs, review cuLbimitie? materials, validabs completaness 3gaist the appbcabis
B Malidation znd Cer Heviow elighlliny 4 T the EIF

jl:lli?f:* & I :ckée-ﬂe?m:. o o Tl I HAE provides revisarl or suppmnerial malerials Lo addiess nissng o incormplesn ile s idenlified duing Iha review
- L) -l'- omm Process

Irereonnecting TEPDEE. as applicabds, fnalze the caosdnated efghiity package 2nud confirn af applicabla lems

7 Finid “‘““;“‘“‘ by are comptste Wik the LiF
B Sutmlzataf to ERCOT vzt TSP suwibs i fiud Conrcintens efgdaity packaae: b FROOT wfa emal wlh 1he Inlgrcarcieing

DSF and ILLE ropied, whare apphratia

ENCOT gerformrs velkdaton of the Batch Zero slighellty package, inctidng ateatatlons, TEMOST confimazors, and
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% Outlook

RE: Nearby Loads for LLI-Z?ZO_

Do not open attachments or click links from an unknown or suspicious origin.

Subject: Fw. Nearby Loads for LLI-2720
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3% Outlook

RE: Mesquite LLI-2720 Short Circuit Study Result

Do not open attachments or click links from an unknown or suspicious origin

Subject: Mesquite LLI-2720 Short Circuit Study Rasult
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@; Qutlook

Confidentiality Notice: The infarmation contained in this email massage and any aftached documenis may be privileged and
confidential and is intended for the addrassee only If you received this message in erior, please nolify the sender immediately

Subject: Re: and Mesguite [LUI-2720) Stabhility Study Results

v EXTERNAL Emnail *<+

Please he cauticus and evaluate before you click on links, open attachments, or provide
credentials. As a reminder, please report phishing emails via the Report Phishing
butten. If the button is net available, then please fornward to
'‘ReportPhishing@ercot.com’
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Subject: RE: and Mesquite (LLI-2720) Stability Study Results

Do not open attachments or click links from an unknown or suspicious origin.

Confidentiality Notice: The mformation contained n this email message and any altached documents may be prnvilaged and

confidantial and Is ntendead Tor the addrasses only [T you recaeivedd this message in armor, pleasa notity the sander immediately

Subject: Re: and Mesquite (LLI-2720) Stability Study Results
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10/14/26, 11:13 AM M-B062326-06 Batch Zero Eligibility Submissions and Good Cause Exception Process for PGRR145

To:
Notice Operations@lists.ercot.com NOTICE_GENERAL@LISTS.ERCOT.COM, TACANDOTHERS@lists.ercot.com,ROS@lists.ercot.com

Sent: 7/23/26, 5:32 PM
Subject: M-B062326-06 Batch Zero Eligibility Submissions and Good Cause Exception Process for PGRR145

NOTICE DATE: July 23, 2026
NOTICE TYPE: M-B062326-06 General
SHORT DESCRIPTION: Batch Zero Eligibility Submissions and Good Cause Exception Process for PGRR145

INTENDED AUDIENCE: Interconnscting Large Load Customers, Transmission/Distribution Service Providers, and other interested
staksholders

DAYS AFFECTED: July 24, 2026

LONG DESCRIPTION: Under Planning Guide Section 9.2.2, Interconnecting Distribution Service Providers (DSPs) and Transmission
Service Providers (TSPs) must submit to ERCOT all information required for a Large Load to be included in Batch Zero as base load
under Section 9.2.1.1 or Section 9.2.1.2 no later than the end of day July 24, 2026. ERCOT has provided standard submission
materials on the ERCOT Large Load Integration webpage. Other than an opportunity to reconcile financial security and resolve
deficiencies in dynamic modsls, thers are no exceptions to the requirements.

ERCOT recognizes that, given the short implementation period for Planning Guide Revision Request 145 {(PGRR 145}, there are
Interconnecting Large Load Entities {ILLEs} that can demonstrate that they substantially meet an eligibility criterion but cannot satisfy a
specific element of it. An ILLE in this position may submit with its eligibility materials a letter requesting a good cause exception to
ERCOT's application of a PGRR 145 sligibility requirement, along with any supporting docurnsntation. The ILLE must sxplain in detail
the basis for an exception, which must include information demonstrating that the exception will not compromise PGRR 145 cbjectives.
For purposes of this Market Notice, sligibility criteria that may be excepted do not include the requirement in Section 9.2.1.1{1){e)(i} and
(f)(i} that the Large Load have a complete and valid set of interconnection studies as described in Section 9.2.1.4 or that the Large Load
satisfy one of the requirements in Section 9.2.1.2(1}a)Xi)-iii).

Under existing procedures, ERCOT may seek a good cause exception from the Public Utility Commission of Texas (PUCT) to waive
application of one or more eligibility requirernents in Planning Guide Section 9. ERCOT will review requests for an exception and, in its
sole discrstion, decide whether to request that the PUCT authorize ERCOT to waive an eligibility requirerment applicable to the ILLE
under 16 Tex. Admin. Code 25.3(b) and 25.361(b}{16).

While the exception is pending, ERCOT will provisionally consider the specific criterion as met. ERCOT will continue to process and
classify the Large Load according to the timelines in Planning Guide Section 9.3.1. If ERCOT declines to seek the exception, or the
PUCT deniss it, ERCOT will treat the criterion as unmet and reclassify the Large Load accordingly.

An ILLE seeking to qualify a Large Load as studied load must submit its eligibility materials to its Interconnecting DSP or TSP by the July
24, 2026 deadline. In addition, ILLEs that did not submit a Large Load as base load by the July 10 deadline because they could not
satisfy one or more criteria may submit eligibility materials to the Interconnecting DSP or TSP by July 24, 2026, and the Interconnecting
DSP or TSP must submit the materials to ERCOT by end of day July 24, 2026. The Interconnecting DSP or TSP should (1) select
"Incormplete” in the dropdown menu in Colurmn J of Section 3 of the Bateh Zero Load Information Form and (2} list the supporting lstter in
Column K and include it with the package.

ACTION REQUIRED: An Interconnecting Large Load Entity that can demonstrate that they substantially meet an eligibility criterion but
cannot satisfy a specific element of it may submit io the Interconnecting Distribution Service Provider or Transmission Service Provider
with its eligibility materials a letter requesting a good cause exception to ERCOT's application of a PGRR 145 eligibility requirement,
along with any supporting documsntation.

CONTACT: If you have any questions, please email the LLWG_Feesdback{@ercot.com. You may also call the general ERCOT Clisnt
Services phone number at (512) 248-3900 or contact ERCOT Clisnt Services via email at ClientServices@srcot.com.

If you are recalving small from a publlc ERCOT distribution llst that you ne lenger wish to recslve, please follow this link In order to unsubscribe from
this list: hitp:/flists.ercot.com.

dg
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