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	Comments


The undersigned companies (collectively, the Commenters Alliance) respectfully request that the Reliability and Operations Subcommittee (ROS) table Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) 132 at the Thursday, November 6, 2025 ROS meeting, with action scheduled for the December ROS meeting.
The 11/3/25 ERCOT comments to PGRR132, in response to feedback from our companies and others, were filed on Monday night after the close of business, with discussion and action expected at ROS this coming Thursday.  The Commenters Alliance has also collaborated with ERCOT Staff and considered language changes to further clarify and modify ERCOT’s proposal.  However, given the importance of this issue and the numerous interconnected Protocol and Nodal Operating Guide sections, the Commenters Alliance believes that additional time is warranted to ensure that this important issue can be fully considered by interested stakeholders.  
If ROS declines to table this item and feels that it must take action, the Commenters Alliance recommends that PGRR132 applies to only new Resources, and not Resource modifications.  However, even the term “new Resource” is undefined and deserves consideration, given the multiple different ways that generation comes online in ERCOT.
There are several important areas that need to be addressed in ERCOT’s comments, and the Commenters Alliance expects to file comments with feedback on such areas in advance of the December ROS meeting.

This list is a preliminary subset of those items, and the Commenters Alliance may identify additional items during a thorough review:
1) The phrase “technical requirements” needs to be replaced with specific sections to which the PGRR132 framework applies or be more clearly defined.

2) The portion of the Resource this would apply to on a modification or addition - the Commenters Alliance believes additional language is needed to clarify that the new or modified portion of a Resource should be subject to revised reliability requirements, rather than the entire Resource (which could include unmodified portions) or all the Resources within a generation facility.  
3) Clarifications to ensure that this approach does not create conflicts with other Sections, such as the Nodal Operating Guide Revision Request (NOGRR) 245, Inverter-Based Resource (IBR) Ride-Through Requirements, exemption/extension process that was carefully negotiated.
4) The applicability of this section to different kinds of generation.

Due to the scope of this matter, as well as the other PGRRs expected to be discussed at this month’s Planning Working Group (PLWG) meeting, the Commenters Alliance recommends that PLWG set a special meeting date to consider PGRR132.
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