TAC Report

	PGRR Number
	127
	PGRR Title
	Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models

	Date of Decision
	January 21, 2026

	Action
	Recommended Approval

	Timeline
	Normal

	Estimated Impacts
	Cost/Budgetary:  Between $20k and $40k
Project Duration:  3 to 4 months

	Proposed Effective Date
	Upon system implementation

	Priority and Rank Assigned
	Priority – 2026; Rank – 430

	Planning Guide Sections Requiring Revision 
	3.1.3, Project Evaluation
3.1.4.1.1, Regional Transmission Plan Cases
5.2.1, Applicability
5.3.2, Full Interconnection Study
6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models

	Related Documents Requiring Revision/Related Revision Requests
	None

	Revision Description
	This Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) outlines the additional generators that may be included in the planning models to address the generation shortfall introduced by the implementation of the new requirement from House Bill (HB) 5066 (88th Legislature) and unprecedented load growth in Texas.
This PGRR also adds a supplemental generation sensitivity analysis for Tier 1 Regional Planning Group (RPG) project evaluation to minimize the impacts of the additional generation on transmission project evaluation.
Minor revisions are also made in Sections 5.2.1 and 5.3.2 to address a typographical error and clarify that certain modeling data is required prior to the stability study rather than to initiate the Full Interconnection Study (FIS). 

	Reason for Revision
	  Strategic Plan Objective 1 – Be an industry leader for grid reliability and resilience
  Strategic Plan Objective 2 - Enhance the ERCOT region’s economic competitiveness with respect to trends in wholesale power rates and retail electricity prices to consumers
  Strategic Plan Objective 3 - Advance ERCOT, Inc. as an independent leading industry expert and an employer of choice by fostering innovation, investing in our people, and emphasizing the importance of our mission
  General system and/or process improvement(s)
  Regulatory requirements
  ERCOT Board/PUCT Directive

(please select ONLY ONE – if more than one apply, please select the ONE that is most relevant)

	Justification of Reason for Revision and Market Impacts
	HB 5066 (88th Leg.) introduced a new requirement in Public Utility Regulatory Act (PURA) Title II, Texas Utility Code § 37.056(c-1) to consider loads that have not yet signed an interconnection agreement but which the electric utility responsible for serving the load has determined are currently seeking interconnection.  This new requirement, alongside the unprecedented economic growth in Texas, resulted in more than 50 gigawatts (GW) of additional forecasted load (including Large Loads) incorporated in the 2024 Regional Transmission Plan and the forecasted summer peak demand for 2030 exceeded 150 GW.  The significant increase in forecasted load resulted in a generation shortage in the 2024 Regional Transmission Plan planning models which required adding generation beyond that included under the normal Planning Guide assumptions.  In order to plan the ERCOT Transmission Grid to interconnect the forecasted load, the planning models need to have sufficient generation for the cases to solve.

	ROS Decision
	On 7/10/25, ROS voted unanimously to table PGRR127 and refer the issue to the Planning Working Group (PLWG) and the Steady State Working Group (SSWG).  All Market Segments participated in the vote.
On 12/4/25, ROS voted unanimously to recommend approval of PGRR127 as amended by the 10/29/25 LCRA comments.  All Market Segments participated in the vote.
On 1/8/26, ROS voted unanimously to endorse and forward to TAC the 12/4/25 ROS Report and 12/16/25 Revised Impact Analysis for PGRR127, with a recommended priority of 2026 and rank of 430.  All Market Segments participated in the vote. 

	Summary of ROS Discussion
	On 7/10/25, ROS reviewed PGRR127.  Participants remarked that PLWG has already begun PGRR127 discussions.
On 12/4/25, participants reviewed the 10/29/25 LCRA comments. 
On 1/8/26, ROS reviewed the 12/16/25 Revised Impact Analysis.

	TAC Decision
	On 1/21/26, TAC voted unanimously to recommend approval of PGRR127 as recommended by ROS in the 1/8/26 ROS Report.  All Market Segments participated in the vote.

	Summary of TAC Discussion
	On 1/21/26, there was no additional discussion beyond TAC review of the items below.

	TAC Review/Justification of Recommendation
	[image: ]  Revision Request ties to Reason for Revision as explained in Justification 
[image: ]  Impact Analysis reviewed and impacts are justified as explained in Justification
[image: ]  Opinions were reviewed and discussed
[image: ]  Comments were reviewed and discussed (if applicable)
[image: ]  Other: (explain)



	Opinions

	Credit Review
	Not applicable

	Independent Market Monitor Opinion
	IMM has no opinion on PGRR127.

	ERCOT Opinion
	ERCOT supports approval of PGRR127.

	ERCOT Market Impact Statement
	ERCOT Staff has reviewed PGRR127 and believes that it provides a positive market impact by leading the industry in grid reliability by outlining the additional generators that may be included in the planning models to address the generation shortfall introduced by the implementation of the new requirement from HB 5066 (88th Leg.) and unprecedented load growth in Texas.



	Sponsor

	Name
	Ping Yan

	E-mail Address
	Ping.Yan@ercot.com

	Company
	ERCOT

	Phone Number
	512-248-4153

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	Not Applicable



	Market Rules Staff Contact

	Name
	Jordan Troublefield

	E-Mail Address
	Jordan.Troublefield@ercot.com 

	Phone Number
	512-248-6521



	Comments Received

	Comment Author
	Comment Summary

	LCRA 082225
	Proposed additional edits requiring all large generators in a single group, as defined by paragraphs (5)(a) through (5)(d) of Section 6.9, be included in the base case if at least one large generator from that group is included; offered clarifying edits providing additional transparency that defines acceptable timing for notice and the metrics that will be considered for impact evaluation

	ERCOT 082525
	Clarified that, on the subject of transparency and stakeholder collaboration, PGRR127 is written to provide sufficient but not overly prescriptive rules to add generation to the planning models when there is a generation deficit in the models, to account for future changes in the rapidly evolving ERCOT System

	Oncor 101525
	Proposed clarifying edits to ensure that generators with the highest confidence criteria are considered first; recommended that preference be given to projects that have submitted dynamic models over those that have not; requested ERCOT consider a future enhancement to the Resource Integration and Ongoing Operations (RIOO) system allowing users to, both, easily identify projects with submitted dynamic models and filter for the presence of completed model quality tests; and emphasized the importance of clearly documenting extraordinary dispatch measures utilized in a study 

	ERCOT 102125
	Proposed addition of three sub-categories to paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.9 to provide additional guardrails for when generators that have not completed the FIS are added to the planning models   

	TCPA 102825
	Expressed general support for the 10/15/25 Oncor comments

	LCRA 102925
	Provided additional edits in response to recent comments and stakeholder discussion at the October 28, 2025 PLWG meeting 

	PRS 012026
	Endorsed the ROS-recommended priority of 2026 and rank of 430 for PGRR127



	Market Rules Notes


Please note the baseline Planning Guide language in the following section(s) has been updated to reflect the incorporation of the following PGRR(s) into the Planning Guide:
· PGRR118, Related to NPRR1246, Energy Storage Resource Terminology Alignment for the Single-Model Era (incorporated 12/5/25)
· Section 3.1.3
· Section 3.1.4.1.1
· Section 5.2.1
· Section 5.3.2
· PGRR119, Stability Constraint Modeling Assumptions in the Regional Transmission Plan (incorporated 6/1/25)
· Section 3.1.4.1.1
Please note that the following PGRR(s) also propose revisions to the following section(s):
· PGRR140, Related to NPRR1317, Creation of Non-Settled Generator (NSG) and Clarification of the Types, Usage, and Registration of Distributed Generation
· Section 5.2.1
· Section 5.3.2
	Proposed Guide Language Revision


[bookmark: _Toc214856962][bookmark: _Toc500423568][bookmark: _Toc149300240][bookmark: _Hlk189041004][bookmark: _Toc149300245][bookmark: _Toc90301230]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.Evaluate impacts related to large generators in or near the study area that are included in the study cases but are not in the interconnection queue by removing those generators from the analysis.  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.
3.1.4.1.1	Regional Transmission Plan Cases
(1)	The starting base cases for the Regional Transmission Plan development are created by removing all Tier 1, 2, and 3 projects that have not received RPG acceptance or, if applicable, ERCOT endorsement from the most recent SSWG base cases.

(2)	ERCOT shall set all non-seasonal Mothballed Generation Resources and Mothballed ESRs to out of service in the Regional Transmission Plan reliability base cases.  ERCOT shall add proposed Generation Resources and ESRs that have met the criteria for inclusion in Section 6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models, to the Regional Transmission Plan base cases.

(3)	ERCOT shall update the Regional Transmission Plan reliability and economic base cases to reflect any updates to the amount of Switchable Generation Resource (SWGR) capacity available to the ERCOT Region. 
(4)	ERCOT may, in its discretion, set a Generation Resource or ESR to out of service in the Regional Transmission Plan base cases prior to receiving a Notification of Suspension of Operations (NSO) if the Resource Entity notifies ERCOT of its intent to retire/mothball the Resource and/or makes a public statement of its intent to retire/mothball the Resource.  ERCOT must provide reasonable advance notice to the RPG of any proposed Resource retirements/mothballs and allow an opportunity for stakeholder comments.
(a)	ERCOT will post and maintain the current list of Generation Resources and ESRs that will be set to out of service pursuant to paragraph (4) above on the ERCOT website.
(5)	In its Regional Transmission Plan studies, ERCOT shall first consider transmission needs without Remedial Action Scheme (RAS) actions.  After evaluating these needs, ERCOT may model a RAS in the Regional Transmission Plan cases only if ERCOT’s initial studies did not identify a transmission project to exit the RAS or if a transmission project to exit the RAS is not expected to be in service by the season and year the case represents.
	[PGRR113:  Replace paragraph (5) above with the following upon system implementation of NPRR1198:]
(5)	In its Regional Transmission Plan studies, ERCOT shall first consider transmission needs without Remedial Action Scheme (RAS) or Constraint Management Plan (CMP) actions.  After evaluating these needs, ERCOT may model a RAS or CMP in the Regional Transmission Plan cases only if ERCOT’s initial studies did not identify a transmission project to exit the RAS or CMP, or if a transmission project to exit the RAS or CMP is not expected to be in service by the season and year the case represents.


(6)	ERCOT may, in its discretion, make other adjustments to any Regional Transmission Plan base case to ensure that the case reaches a solution.  ERCOT must provide reasonable advance notice to the RPG of any proposed adjustments and an opportunity for stakeholder comment on them.   
[bookmark: _Toc194047566][bookmark: _Toc164932176][bookmark: _Toc164932191][bookmark: _Toc181432019][bookmark: _Toc221086128][bookmark: _Toc257809869][bookmark: _Toc307384176][bookmark: _Toc532803572][bookmark: _Toc178160745](7)	ERCOT shall apply a reliability margin on applicable Interconnection Reliability Operating Limits (IROLs) and/or stability-related system operating limits, consistent with the ERCOT operating procedures when such limits are modeled in the Regional Transmission Plan reliability and economic cases.  ERCOT shall use the current operating limit with reliability margin applied or best available information in determining the appropriate modeled limit for the future year being evaluated. 
(8)	ERCOT must provide reasonable advance notice to the RPG of additional generation proposed to be added to the base cases in accordance with paragraph (5) of Section 6.9 and an opportunity for stakeholder comment.
5.2.1	Applicability	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note PGRR140 also proposes revisions to this section.
(1)	The requirements in Section 5, Generator Interconnection or Modification, apply to the following:
(a)	Any Entity proposing to interconnect any generator with an aggregate nameplate capacity of one MW or greater, including but not limited to any Generation Resource or Energy Storage Resource (ESR), to the ERCOT System;
(b)	Any Entity proposing to interconnect a Settlement Only Generator (SOG) to the ERCOT System; or
(c)	Any Resource Entity seeking to modify a Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG that is connected to the ERCOT System by:
(i)	Increasing the real power rating from that shown in the latest Resource Registration data by one MW or greater within a single year; 
(ii)	Changing the inverter, turbine, generator, battery modules, or power converter associated with a facility with an aggregate real power rating of ten MW or greater, unless the replacement is in-kind;
(iii)	Modifying any control settings or equipment of Inverter-Based Resources (IBRs) that impact the dynamic response (such as voltage, frequency, and current injections) at the Point of Interconnection (POI) in a manner that is deemed to require further study in accordance with the process outlined in paragraph (56) of Section 5.5, Generator Commissioning and Continuing Operations;  
(iv)	Changing or adding a POI to a facility with an aggregate real power rating of ten MW or greater; or
(v)	Increasing the aggregate nameplate capacity of a generator less than ten MW to ten MW or greater.
(2)	For the purposes of Section 5, the term “generator” includes but is not limited to a Generation Resource, SOG, and ESR.
(3)	For the purposes of determining the appropriate requirements in Section 5, a generator is considered a “large generator” if it currently has or is proposed to have an aggregate nameplate capacity of ten MW or greater.  A generator is considered a “small generator” if it currently has or is proposed to have an aggregate nameplate capacity of less than ten MW.
(4)	Notwithstanding paragraph (3), above, if a Resource Entity is proposing to increase the real power rating of an existing generator by one MW or greater but less than ten MW, that generator shall be considered a small generator for the purposes of the interconnection process described in Section 5.
(5)	Notwithstanding paragraphs (3) and (4), above, if a Resource Entity is proposing to increase a generator’s real power rating by ten MW or more, or is proposing to increase a generator’s real power rating from less than ten MW to ten MW or more, that generator shall be considered a large generator for the purposes of the interconnection process described in Section 5.
(6)	For the purposes of determining the appropriate requirements in Section 5, ERCOT may require two or more separate generator interconnection requests to the same substation to follow the interconnection process applicable to the large generators, if, following the proposed change, those generators would have an aggregate nameplate capacity of ten MW or greater, and the projects are proposed by the same Entity or Affiliates.
(7)	For a new or modified generator that has been designated as a Self-Limiting Facility or as a component of a Self-Limiting Facility, the categorization of the generator as a small generator or large generator pursuant to paragraphs (3) through (5) above shall be determined using the Self-Limiting Facility’s established limit on the total MW Injection, or if applicable, the proposed increase in that value instead of the nameplate capacity of the Self-Limiting Facility.
[bookmark: _Toc194047581]5.3.2	Full Interconnection Study	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note PGRR140 also proposes revisions to this section.
(1)	An FIS consists of the set of steady-state, stability, short-circuit, facility, and/or other relevant studies that are necessary to determine the reliability impact of a large generator on affected Transmission Facilities and identify the Transmission Facilities that are needed to reliably interconnect the new or modified generator to the ERCOT System.  The FIS is not intended to determine the deliverability of power from the proposed Generation Resource or ESR to market or to ensure that the proposed Generation Resource or ESR does not experience any congestion-related curtailment.
(2)	For an interconnection request involving a large generator interconnecting at distribution voltage, the FIS shall evaluate only the transmission-level impacts, if any, of the proposed generator, and the affected DSP shall provide the lead TSP all information concerning the DSP’s facilities or the proposed generator interconnection as may be requested by the TSP for the purpose of completing any one or more FIS studies.  
(3)	To initiate an FIS, the IE must submit each of the following via the online RIOO system:
(a)	A request to proceed with the FIS via the online RIOO system;
(b)	Complete Resource Registration data in the format prescribed by ERCOT with applicable information required for interconnection studies identified in the Resource Registration Glossary for the applicable Resource type;.  This information includes, among other things, the appropriate dynamic model for the proposed generator and results of the model quality tests and associated simulation files as described in paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2, Dynamics Model Development, subject to performance and usability verification by the lead TSP with approval from ERCOT through the FIS process.  Dynamic model data shall be provided using the appropriate dynamic model template.  Paragraph (5) of Section 6.2 and the Dynamics Working Group Procedure Manual contain more detail and IE dynamics data requirements.  Data submitted for transient stability models shall be compatible with the current version of the planning and operations model software as described in the Dynamics Working Group Procedure Manual.  If no compatible model exists, the IE shall work with a consultant or software vendor to develop and supply accurate/appropriate models along with other associated data.  These models shall be incorporated into the standard model libraries of all software packages;
(c)	An FIS Application Fee as described in the ERCOT Fee Schedule in the ERCOT Nodal Protocols, with the MW amount determined based on: 
(i)	The MW of additional installed capacity for GIMs not meeting paragraph (1)(c)(ii) of Section 5.2.1, Applicability; or
(ii)	Total MW capacity for GIMs meeting paragraph (1)(c)(ii) of Section 5.2.1; 
(d)	Proof of site control as described in Section 5.3.2.1, Proof of Site Control; and
(e)	A declaration in Section 8, Attachment C, Declaration of Department of Defense Notification, certifying that:  
(i)	The IE has notified the Department of Defense (DOD) Siting Clearinghouse of the proposed Generation Resource or ESR and requested an informal or formal review as described in 32 C.F.R. § 211.1; or 
(ii)	The IE’s proposed Generation Resource or ESR is not required to provide notice to the DOD and Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) because the project does not meet the criteria requiring notice to the FAA under 14 C.F.R. § 77.9.
(4)	To initiate an FIS stability study, the IE must submit via the online RIOO system the required dynamic model for the proposed generator and results of the model quality tests and associated simulation files as described in paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2, Dynamics Model Development, subject to performance and usability verification by the lead TSP with approval from ERCOT through the FIS process.  Dynamic model data shall be provided using the appropriate dynamic model template.  Paragraph (5) of Section 6.2 and the Dynamics Working Group Procedure Manual contain more detail and IE dynamics data requirements.  Data submitted for transient stability models shall be compatible with the current version of the planning and operations model software as described in the Dynamics Working Group Procedure Manual.  If no compatible model exists, the IE shall work with a consultant or software vendor to develop and supply accurate and appropriate models along with other associated data.  These models shall be incorporated into the standard model libraries of all software packages.
(45)	The IE can request an FIS for an active project before completion of the Security Screening Study or at any other time after ERCOT deems the initial GIM application complete, but must comply with the timeline set forth in paragraph (5) of Section 5.3.1, Security Screening Study.  Requesting both studies at the same time may shorten the overall time to complete the GIM process due to overlap of work on both studies.
(56)	Payment of the ERCOT FIS Application Fee does not affect the IE’s independent responsibility to pay for FIS studies conducted by the TSP or for any DSP studies.
(67)	ERCOT shall manage a confidential email list (Transmission Owner Generation Interconnection) to facilitate communication of confidential GIM-related information among TSP(s) and ERCOT.  Membership to this email list will be limited to ERCOT and appropriate TSP personnel. 
(78)	If any of the items required for the FIS request pursuant to paragraph (3) above are deemed not acceptable by ERCOT or are not submitted, then the IE must submit any omitted items and resolve and resubmit any deficient items.  If the FIS request is not deemed complete by ERCOT within 60 days of submission of the FIS request, the FIS will be considered to have not been requested for the purpose of meeting paragraph (5) of Section 5.3.1.  If the 180-day limit specified in paragraph (5) of Section 5.3.1 has expired, the GIM will be cancelled immediately.  If the 180-day limit has not expired and the deficiency is not resolved before the 180-day limit, the GIM will be cancelled upon expiration of the 180-day limit.
[bookmark: _Hlk211949696]6.9	Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models
(1)	For large generators meeting the conditions of paragraph (1) of Section 5.2.1, Applicability, ERCOT will include applicable generation in the base cases created and maintained by the Steady State Working Group (SSWG) once each of the following has occurred:
(a)	The Interconnecting Entity (IE) has posted to the online Resource Integration and Ongoing Operations (RIOO) systems all data required in the Security Screening Study, if the Full Interconnection Study (FIS) has not started, or the FIS, if the FIS has started; 
(b)	The IE has posted to the online RIOO system documentation that it has received all necessary Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ)-approved air permits or that no such permits are required and ERCOT has accepted the IE’s submission;
(c)	The IE has submitted via the online RIOO system a completed Declaration of Adequate Water Supplies (Section 8, Attachment B, Declaration of Adequate Water Supplies; generation types exempt from this requirement are cited in Attachment B); and 
(d)	ERCOT receives one of the following via the online RIOO system:
(i)	A signed Standard Generation Interconnection Agreement (SGIA) from the Transmission Service Provider (TSP) and a written notice from the TSP that the IE has provided: 
(A)	A notice to proceed with the construction of the interconnection; and
(B)	The financial security required to fund the interconnection facilities; or 
(ii)	A public, financially binding agreement between the IE and the TSP under which the interconnection for the applicable generation will be constructed along with: 
(A)	A written notice from the TSP that the IE has provided notice to proceed with the construction of the interconnection; and
(B)	The required financial security; or 
(iii)	A letter from a duly authorized official from a Municipally Owned Utility (MOU) or Electric Cooperative (EC) confirming the Entity’s intent to construct and operate applicable generation and interconnect such generation to its own transmission system.  
(2)	Upon receiving notice from ERCOT that the large generator has met the requirements of paragraph (1) above, the IE shall provide within 60 days the remaining required data as specified in the Resource Registration Glossary, Planning Model column, using the applicable Resource Registration process.  The purpose of submitting the data is for modeling of the applicable generation in the base cases created and maintained by the System Protection Working Group (SPWG) and the Dynamics Working Group (DWG).
(3)	For small generators meeting the conditions of paragraph (1) of Section 5.2.1, ERCOT will include applicable generation in the base cases created and maintained by the SSWG, SPWG, and DWG once ERCOT has determined that the IE has submitted all data required on the Resource Registration form and after inclusion of the generator in the Network Operations Model. 
(4)	Once the IE has met these requirements, ERCOT will notify the SSWG, SPWG, and DWG that the applicable generation will be included in the base cases created and maintained by these working groups.
(5)	ERCOT may include large generator projects that have not met all of the requirements of paragraph (1) above in the base cases created and maintained by SSWG to ensure that sufficient generation is available to meet the demand in the base cases.  These large generator projects may be added to the base cases in the following order until the demand is met:
(a)	Large generator projects with “Planned” status that meet the conditions of paragraph (1) of Section 5.2.1 and have a signed SGIA submitted by the TSP via the online RIOO system;
(b)	Large generator projects with “Planned” status that meet the conditions of paragraph (1) of Section 5.2.1 and have completed the FIS;
(c)	Large generator projects with “Planned” status that meet the conditions of paragraph (1) of Section 5.2.1, have not completed the FIS, and:
(i)	Have completed the steady-state and stability studies of the FIS;
(ii)	Have completed the steady-state study of the FIS;
(iii)	Have started the FIS;
(d)	Large generator projects with “Inactive” status that meet the conditions of paragraphs (a), (b), or (c) above that have completed FIS stability studies, with the most recently inactivated projects to be included first; and
(e)	Additional generation outside of the interconnection queue based on ERCOT’s discretion.
(6)	Upon receiving notice from ERCOT that the large generator will be added to the base cases in accordance with paragraphs (5)(a), (5)(b), or (5)(c)(i) above, the IE shall provide dynamic models to be used by the DWG within 60 days.  Such large generators must still comply with all other applicable requirements after satisfying the requirements of paragraph (1) above.
(7)	For each group of large generators defined in paragraph (5) above, large generators may be further categorized into subgroups according to their dispatch characteristics.  For each subgroup, the large generators added in the base case from that subgroup shall be geographically representative of all large generators in the subgroup.
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