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	Comments


Priority Power Management LLC (Priority Power) appreciates the opportunity to submit these comments on Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) 140 to respond to comments Vistra Operations Company LLC (Vistra) filed on May 28, 2026, in which Vistra recommends eliminating ERCOT’s proposed addition of subsection 16 to Protocol Section 5.2.2, Initiation of Generator Interconnection or Modification.  This provision would exempt a Non-Settled Generator (NSG) from Lone Star Infrastructure Protection Act (LSIPA) requirements that could apply because the NSG would be subject to the interconnection process described in Planning Guide Section 5.  As discussed below, Priority Power agrees with ERCOT’s original proposal and respectfully disagrees with Vistra’s recommendation.
Priority Power agrees that grid security is important but disagrees that application of LSIPA to all NSGs is required to protect Texas’ power grid and other critical grid infrastructure.  When ERCOT implemented the requirements of LSIPA though Nodal Protocol Revision Request (NPRR) 1199, Implementation of Lone Star Infrastructure Protection Act (LSIPA) Requirements, ERCOT recognized that the application of LSIPA had to be appropriately targeted or it could require many industrial customers in the ERCOT region to comply with the LSIPA’s proposed procurement reporting and attestation requirements.[footnoteRef:1] To address this concern, ERCOT revised the definition of “Critical Electric Grid Equipment” to provide, “For Load Resources, this definition only applies to equipment used to send and receive ERCOT telemetry and ERCOT Dispatch Instructions.”[footnoteRef:2]  This limitation avoided the potential that LSIPA’s requirements could extend to all of the equipment at a Load Resource’s facility used to provide demand response to ERCOT. [1:  	See, e.g., 1199NPRR-06 Priority Power Comments 102123 and 1199NPRR-10 ERCOT Comments 120823.]  [2:  	ERCOT Protocol Section 2.] 

In general, an NSG is deployed to support the operations of a Customer. These facilities are neither dispatched by ERCOT, nor settled for the energy they produce since the energy is used by the Customer.  As a result, these are facilities that a Load Resource (or a Customer that is not a Load Resource) may have behind its meter and should be subject to the same treatment as other Load Resources as ERCOT adopted in NPRR1199.  
Retaining the exemption ERCOT proposed in subsection 16 would not mean that all NSGs will remain exempt from the requirements of LSIPA.  In NPRR1317, ERCOT has proposed to add subsection 23 to Protocol Section 6.5.5.2, Operational Data Requirements, to require a Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE) that represents an owner of an NSG greater than ten MW to provide certain Real-Time telemetry.  Even with the exemption provided by subsection 16, the equipment used to send ERCOT telemetry pursuant to subsection 23 could be subject to the requirements of LSIPA.  But NSGs that are less than ten MW are not required to provide telemetry to ERCOT and should be treated as any other equipment at a Customer’s facility.  As a result, ERCOT’s exemption proposed in subsection 16 continues to strike an appropriate balance, and Priority Power recommends rejecting Vistra’s proposed change and retaining ERCOT’s original proposal.
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