PGRR Comments
	PGRR Number
	146
	PGRR Title
	Rename Quarterly Stability Assessment and Modify the Assessment Schedule



	Date
	July 31, 2026



	Submitter’s Information

	Name
	Judd Messer, Texas Vice President / Charlie Hemmeline, Senior Director

	E-mail Address
	Judd.Messer@poweralliance.org / chemmeline@cleanpower.org 

	Company
	Advanced Power Alliance / American Clean Power Association

	Phone Number
	254-230-0620 / 202-383-2500

	Cell Number
	

	Market Segment
	Independent Generator



	Comments


The Advanced Power Alliance (APA) and American Clean Power Association (ACP) appreciate the opportunity to submit comments on Planning Guide Revision Request (PGRR) 146, Rename Quarterly Stability Study and Modify the Assessment Schedule. 
While APA and ACP have concerns about reducing the number of opportunities for generation developers to enter a qualifying stability assessment cycle from four assessments per year to three, we appreciate that ERCOT has offered two transition plan options for stakeholder consideration.  These options provide important protections for existing projects, ensuring that developers already in the interconnection process are not adversely affected by the cadence reduction.
We offer the following comments and request minor, targeted changes to improve the transition from four assessments to three so that generation developers have the best possible opportunity to qualify for commercial operations without unnecessary delay. These adjustments will help avoid slowing the development of much-needed new generation resources to meet the continuing growth in system demand and evolving reliability requirements across ERCOT.
We also appreciate stakeholder engagement in this process, including the 6/15/26 Pattern Energy comments and the 6/15/26 Southern Power Company comments, both of which highlighted the importance of developing effective Generic Transmission Constraint (GTC) exit solutions.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Pattern Energy noted that “effective GTC exit solutions are needed to reduce reliance on stability‑driven constraints.” Southern Company similarly emphasized the importance of “identifying and implementing viable GTC exit alternatives.”] 



1. Establishing a Predictable Review and Cure Timeline for QSA Eligibility
Once the transition period concludes and all developers operate under the three  qualifying stability assessment cadence, the reduced number of annual assessment opportunities will require developers to align Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) milestones and Commercial Operations Date (COD) expectations with the new schedule.  This long‑term cadence change underscores the importance of maintaining a clear, timely, and predictable review process so that future projects can reliably meet commercial operation timelines.
Generation developers have repeatedly emphasized that the most significant risk in the current quarterly stability assessment process is the timing of ERCOT’s review of required data and dynamic models.  Developers must submit these materials 45 days before the quarterly stability assessment deadline, but ERCOT often does not evaluate the submissions until late in the review window. When ERCOT identifies a deficiency only days before the quarterly stability assessment inclusion deadline, developers have little or no time to cure the issue, resulting in exclusion from the quarterly stability assessment cycle and a delay of several months in energization.
For projects with PPAs that include delay damages, milestone penalties, or COD‑linked financing requirements, missing a cycle can impose significant financial consequences, and for consumers, it delays new generation from coming online to meet the continuing increase in system demand and ensure reliability across ERCOT.
To reduce this risk and improve the overall process, APA and ACP request that ERCOT establish a predictable review and cure timeline in which ERCOT completes its initial review within 15 business days of submission and provides any deficiency notices at that time, and the Interconnecting Entity (IE) has ten Business Days to respond or cure.  To ensure the cure window is meaningful, ERCOT should provide actionable and complete deficiency notices, including full PSCAD/PSSE modeling error logs, so that developers can identify and correct issues within the allotted timeframe.  If ERCOT extends its review period, the cure period should extend accordingly, and the project’s eligibility for the applicable qualifying stability assessment cycle must be preserved to avoid penalizing developers for ERCOT’s extended review timeline.  This approach would provide transparency, reduce avoidable delays, and ensure that otherwise‑ready projects are not excluded from a qualifying stability assessment due to late‑identified issues.

2. Study Complexity and the Impacts of ERCOT-Imposed Generic Transmission Limits on Existing Generation Deliverability
ERCOT’s recent record peak demand underscores the importance of accurate stability modeling and timely qualifying stability assessment inclusion, particularly as battery storage resources continue to support reliability during high‑load conditions.
Some stakeholders have expressed concern that extending the qualifying stability assessment timeline will reduce the number of opportunities each year for new generation to qualify for energization, potentially delaying future generation additions by several months. While this concern is valid, a more immediate and concrete risk lies in ERCOT continuing to rely on increasingly conservative Generic Transmission Limits (GTLs) derived from stability studies ERCOT has indicated will be less reliable under the current quarterly stability assessment cadence.  More restrictive GTLs would further limit the deliverability of existing resources already interconnected and capable of serving growing system demand.
If the reduced qualifying stability assessment cadence results in more accurate and less conservative GTLs, thereby freeing existing generation from ERCOT-imposed constraints and allowing those resources to serve demand, then the benefits of the proposed change are far easier to support.  
With respect to study complexity, some stakeholders have suggested that lengthening the qualifying stability assessment cycle will simply increase the number of loads and generators included in each assessment, thereby making the studies more complex.  However, ERCOT has clarified that the number of study entrants is not the primary driver of complexity. Instead, complexity arises from the number of active GTCs, the effort required to construct accurate study cases, and other modeling factors. Reducing reliance on GTCs through effective exit solutions would meaningfully decrease study complexity, improve operational clarity, and increase the deliverability of existing generation currently constrained by ERCOT-imposed limits.  ERCOT’s own qualifying stability assessment Planning Working Group (PLWG) materials indicate that GTCs are a significant contributor to study complexity; therefore, implementing durable GTC exit strategies would directly reduce the modeling burden and improve both study efficiency and existing-generation deliverability.

3. Conclusion
ERCOT has indicated support for Option 2, which establishes a clear baseline schedule for the transition year and provides stakeholders with predictable planning parameters.[footnoteRef:2] We agree that this approach appropriately balances study reliability with the need to maintain a predictable and transparent qualifying stability assessment process.  ERCOT has stated that the reduced cadence will allow it to produce more accurate stability results, reduce modeling complexity, and improve the quality of GTLs used to determine existing‑generation deliverability. [2:  ERCOT presented Option 1 and Option 2 in its June 19, 2026 PLWG slide deck and discussed both options with stakeholders at the June 22, 2026 Planning Working Group meeting.] 

As the transition period concludes and all developers operate under the three qualifying stability assessment cadence, the reduced number of annual assessment opportunities will require developers to align PPA milestones and COD expectations with the new schedule.  While ERCOT’s transition options provide partial protection for existing projects during the transition period, the long‑term cadence change underscores the importance of maintaining a clear, timely, and predictable review process so that future projects can reliably meet commercial operation timelines.
As stability study accuracy improves under the revised cadence, stakeholders would benefit from assurance that ERCOT will revisit GTLs to ensure they reflect current system conditions and do not limit the ability of existing resources to serve load. With these considerations in mind, we support Option 2.
APA and ACP’s comments include redline edits to Revised Proposed Protocol Language in Section 5.3.5(4)(b)(i), 5.3.5(4)(b)(iii), and 5.3.5(5)(c)(i) to reflect requested changes and clarifications.  We also retain Southern Power’s minor redline edit that deletes extraneous months in the timeline table found in paragraph (2) of Section 5.3.5, ERCOT Quarterly Stability Assessment. 
	Revised Cover Page Language


None
	Revised Proposed Guide Language


[bookmark: _Toc220592718][bookmark: _Toc532803580][bookmark: _Toc221086132][bookmark: _Toc257809874][bookmark: _Toc307384182][bookmark: _Toc427581426][bookmark: _Toc220592721][bookmark: _Hlk216087786]5.3.2.5	FIS Report and Follow-up
(1)	The TSP(s) will submit to ERCOT and to the other TSP(s) via the online RIOO system a preliminary report of findings and recommendations for each of the FIS elements.
(2)	Any questions, comments, proposed revisions, or clarifications by any party shall be made in writing to the TSP(s) within ten Business Days after the issuance of each study report, which may cover one or more study elements.  ERCOT can extend this review period by an additional 20 Business Days and an email will be sent to notify the affected TSP(s) and the IE that it needs additional time to review the report.
(3)	After considering the information received from ERCOT and other TSPs, the study element(s) report will be deemed complete and a final report shall be provided, via the online RIOO system, to ERCOT and all TSPs.  The TSP(s) conducting the FIS shall submit via the online RIOO system, the SSR analysis, if required, as a separate document from the remainder of the report.
(4)	Each final study element report will be available via the online RIOO system after the report has been deemed complete and marked “final” and will be posted to the MIS Secure Area within ten Business Days.  Coincident with posting of the final FIS study element reports to the MIS Secure Area, ERCOT will notify the TSP and the IE when each study element report is posted.  The TSP shall provide a copy of each final report to the IE upon request.   
(5)	The study element(s) report shall not contain sensitive information including, but not limited to, confidential plant design information including stability study model data and parameters and contingencies causing instability.  The TSP(s) shall provide this information to ERCOT and other TSP(s) upon request.
(6)	The TSP issuing the final FIS element(s) report shall indicate that the report is the final report required by the FIS.  At the end of the ten Business Day review period following the issuance of the final FIS element(s) report, the FIS will be deemed complete and the IE and TSP may execute an SGIA.
(7)	The final FIS element(s) report shall be deemed complete and marked “final” via the online RIOO system at least 45 days prior to the quarterly qualifying stability assessment deadline defined in paragraph (2) of Section 5.3.5, ERCOT Quarterly Qualifying Stability Assessment.
(8)	Should the IE wish to proceed with any proposed transmission-connected project, the IE must execute a new or amended SGIA with the appropriate TSP within 180 days following the completion of the FIS (includes all major study element(s) reports).  Failure to do so may result in a cancellation as described in Section 5.2.6, Project Cancellation Due to Failure to Comply with Requirements.
[bookmark: _Hlk173146621](9)	During the time after the FIS is completed and before Initial Synchronization, the IE shall notify both ERCOT and the lead TSP(s) of any changes to the assumptions used for the FIS along with a detailed written explanation of why the changes were made.  If the changes substantially differ from the assumptions used for the FIS, ERCOT and the TSP(s) shall determine the impact of the changes on the results of the FIS and, if applicable, SSR studies.  If the changes are determined by ERCOT and lead TSP(s) to have the potential to materially alter the conclusions documented in the FIS, the lead TSP(s) will make appropriate modifications to one or more FIS study elements.  The updated FIS reports will be submitted via the online RIOO system.  Any questions, comments, proposed revisions, or clarifications by any party shall be made in writing to the TSP(s) within ten Business Days after the issuance of an updated study report.  Initial Synchronization of the generator may be delayed pending completion of these modifications to the FIS.
[bookmark: _Toc220592720]5.3.4	Reactive Study	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note PGRR140 also proposes revisions to this section.
(1)	The IE and the TSP shall coordinate with one another for the IE to complete the reactive study and for the TSP to have the needed data to start the FIS stability study.
(a)	The TSP shall send the preliminary short circuit current for the proposed POI based on the most recent System Protection Working Group (SPWG) base case to the IE within 15 Business Days of an IE request after the FIS study agreement has been signed.
(b)	The IE shall complete a preliminary reactive study to determine the reactive devices that will be needed to meet ERCOT requirements.  Once determined, the IE shall add the reactive devices, if any, to the Resource Registration data and make the updated data available to ERCOT and the TSP via the online RIOO system.
(c)	The TSP shall start the FIS stability study after all the required data is available via the online RIOO system.
(2)	Once the TSP has completed the FIS short circuit study and it is approved by ERCOT and posted to the MIS Secure Area, the IE shall complete and submit the final reactive study via the online RIOO system.
	[bookmark: _Hlk99000817][PGRR076:  Insert paragraph (3) below upon system implementation:]
(3)	For GINR projects attempting to meet the next qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline, pursuant to Section 5.3.5, ERCOT QualifyingQuarterly Stability Assessment, ERCOT shall approve or comment on the final reactive study according to the following timeline:
(a)	Within 15 days if submitted at least 45 days before the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline.  Resubmissions submitted 30 days or more before the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline will be reviewed and returned within ten days;
(b)	On the day of the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline if submitted 30 to 44 days prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline; or
(c)	Without guarantee that it will be reviewed prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline if submitted less than 30 days prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline.



5.3.5	ERCOT Quarterly Qualifying Stability Assessment	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note PGRR140 and PGRR145 also propose revisions to this section.
(1)	ERCOT shall conduct a stability assessment every three months to assess the impact of planned large generators and Large Loads subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, Applicability of the Large Load Interconnection Study Process, connecting to the ERCOT System.
(a)	For large generators with planned Initial Synchronization in the period under study, the assessment shall derive the conditions to be studied with consideration given to the results of the FIS stability studies.
(b)	For new Large Loads and Load modifications subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1, with planned Initial Energization in the period under study, the assessment shall derive the conditions to be studied from the most current Load Commissioning Plan and with consideration given to the results of the Large Load Interconnection Study (LLIS) stability studies.
(c)	ERCOT may study conditions other than those identified in the FIS or LLIS stability studies.
(2)	Large generators that are not included in the assessment as described in this Section as result of the IE failing to meet the prerequisites by the deadlines as listed in the table below will not be eligible for Initial Synchronization during that three-monthassessment  period.  Loads described in paragraph (1)(b) above that are not included in the assessment as a result of failing to meet the prerequisites by the deadlines as listed in the table below will not be eligible for Initial Energization during that three-monthassessment period.  The timeline for the quarterly qualifying stability assessment shall be in accordance with the following table:
	Generator Initial Synchronization or Large Load Initial Energization Date
	Last Day for an IE, Resource Entity, or TSP to meet prerequisites as listed in paragraphs (4) and (5) below
	Completion of Quarterly Qualifying Stability Assessment

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

	Upcoming April, May, June, July, August
	Prior November 1
	End of JanuaryFebruary

	Upcoming July, August, September, October, November, December
	Prior February March 1
	End of AprilJune

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


(3)	If the last day for an IE, Resource Entity, or TSP to meet prerequisites or if completion of the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment as shown in the above table falls on a weekend or holiday, the deadline will extend to the next Business Day.
[bookmark: _Hlk173147003](4)	The following prerequisites shall be satisfied prior to a large generator being included in the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment:
(a)	The generator has met the requirements of Section 6.9, Addition of Proposed Generation to the Planning Models. 
(b)	The IE has provided all generator data in accordance with the Resource Registration Glossary, Planning Model column, including but not limited to steady state, system protection and stability models.
(i)	The IE shall submit the final dynamic data model at least 45 days prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline described in paragraph (2) above.  If ERCOT is unable toshall complete its initial review of the submitted dynamic model within 15 Business Days of receipt prior and shall provide any deficiency notices at that time.  If ERCOT extends its review period, the cure period described in paragraph (4)(b)(iii) below shall extend accordingly, and the project’s eligibility for the applicable to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment shall be preserved. deadline, ERCOT shall not include the Generation Resource, ESR or Settlement Only Generator (SOG) in that quarterly stability assessment.
(ii)	Changes to the dynamic data model after the stability study is deemed complete may subject the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG to modification of one or more FIS study elements as defined in paragraph (9) of Section 5.3.2.5, FIS Report and Follow-up.  If ERCOT and the lead TSP(s) determine that modifications to one or more FIS study elements are required, then ERCOT shall not include the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG in a qualifyingquarterly stability assessment until the revised FIS has been completed in accordance with paragraph (4)(c)(i) below.
(iii)	If an IE submitted a final dynamic data model at least 45 days prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline but ERCOT determines that the Generation Resource, ESR, or SOG is ineligible to be included in a qualifyingquarterly stability assessment pursuant to paragraphs (4)(b)(i) or (4)(b)(ii) above, ERCOT will send a notification to the IE.  The IE shall respond to ERCOT’s deficiency notice within ten Business Days of receipt.  If ERCOT extends its review period under paragraph (4)(b)(i) above, the cure period shall extend accordingly, and the project’s eligibility for the applicable qualifying stability assessment shall be preserved.
(c)	The following elements must be complete:
(i)	Final FIS studies, which the TSP must have submitted via the online RIOO system at least 45 days prior to the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment deadline;
(ii)	Reactive Power Study; and
(iii)	System improvements or mitigation plans that were identified in these studies as required to meet the operational standards established in the Protocols, Planning Guide, Nodal Operating Guides, and Other Binding Documents prior to synchronizing the generator.
(d)	The data used in the studies identified in paragraph (4)(c) above is consistent with data submitted by the IE as required by Section 6.9. 
(5)	The following prerequisites must be satisfied prior to the inclusion of a new Large Load or Load modification subject to the requirements of Section 9.2.1 in the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment:
(a)	The Large Load has met the requirements of Section 9.4, LLIS Report and Follow-up, and Section 9.5, Interconnection Agreements and Responsibilities; 
(b)	The Load Commissioning Plan has been updated to reflect the results of the LLIS as required by paragraph (1) of Section 9.2.4, Load Commissioning Plan;
(c)	The interconnecting TSP has provided to ERCOT the dynamic load model it received from the Interconnecting Large Load Entity (ILLE) per paragraph (1) of Section 9.3.4.3, Dynamic and Transient Stability Analysis, and written affirmation that no changes to the project information have been communicated by the ILLE, per Section 9.2.3, Modification of Large Load Project Information, that would invalidate the model;
(i)	The interconnecting TSP shall submit the final dynamic load model to ERCOT, along with the written affirmation required under paragraph (5)(c) above, at least 45 days prior to the qualifying stability assessment deadline described in paragraph (2) above.  ERCOT shall complete its initial review of the submitted dynamic load model within 15 Business Days of receipt and shall provide any deficiency notices at that time.  If ERCOT extends its review period, the cure period described in paragraph (4)(b)(iii) above shall extend accordingly, and the project’s eligibility for the applicable qualifying stability study assessment shall be preserved.  
(d)	The following elements must be complete;
(i)	Reactive Power Study, if required according to Protocol Section 3.15, Voltage Support; and
(ii)	SSO Study, if required according to Protocol Section 3.22.1.4, Large Load Interconnection Assessment; and
(e)	The data used in the studies identified in paragraph (c) above is consistent with data used in the final LLIS studies approved per Section 9.4.
(6)	At any time following the inclusion of a large generator or applicable Large Load in a stability assessment, but before the Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load, if ERCOT determines, in its sole discretion, that the generator or Large Load no longer meets the prerequisites described in paragraphs (4) or (5) above, or that an IE or ILLE has made a change to the design of the generator or Large Load that could have a material impact on ERCOT System stability, then ERCOT may refuse to allow Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load.  ERCOT shall include the generator or Large Load in the next qualifying quarterly stability assessment period that commences after identification of the material change or after the generator or Large Load meets the prerequisites specified in paragraphs (4) or (5) above, as applicable.  If ERCOT determines, in its sole discretion, that the change to the design of the generator or Large Load would not have a material impact on ERCOT System stability, then ERCOT may not refuse to allow Initial Synchronization of the generator or Initial Energization of the Large Load due to this change.
(7)	ERCOT shall post to the MIS Secure Area a report summarizing the results of the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment within ten Business Days of completion.
[bookmark: _Toc220592727]5.5	Generator Commissioning and Continuing Operations	Comment by ERCOT Market Rules: Please note PGRR140 also proposes revisions to this section.
(1)	For each interconnecting Generation Resource or Energy Storage Resource (ESR), each Interconnecting Entity (IE) shall meet the conditions established by ERCOT before proceeding to Initial Energization, Initial Synchronization, and commercial operations.  These conditions may require proof of meeting applicable ERCOT requirements, which may include, but are not limited to, reactive capability, voltage ride-through standards, dynamic model template submission, Automatic Voltage Regulator (AVR), Primary Frequency Response, Power System Stabilizer (PSS), Subsynchronous Resonance (SSR) models, and telemetry.
(2)	Before ERCOT approves Initial Energization for a project that will consume Load other than Wholesale Storage Load (WSL) and that is not behind a Non-Opt-In Entity (NOIE) tie meter:
[bookmark: _Hlk155540780](a)	The Resource Entity must request an Electric Service Identifier(s) (ESI ID(s)) from the Distribution Service Provider(s) (DSP(s)) that will be serving the Load at the Resource site and provide the ESI ID(s) to ERCOT, as described in paragraph (2) of Protocol Section 10.3.2, ERCOT-Polled Settlement Meters; and 

(b)	These ESI ID(s) must be established in the ERCOT Settlement system in a state that allows for the Load to be properly settled to the appropriate Qualified Scheduling Entity (QSE). 
(3)	Within 300 days of receiving ERCOT’s approval for Initial Synchronization above 20 MVA of a new or repowered Generation Resource or ESR, a Resource Entity shall ensure the Resource meets the conditions established by ERCOT for commercial operations and shall submit a request to ERCOT to commission the Resource.   
(a)	In the event a Generation Resource or ESR will be unable to complete all necessary construction and required testing to commence commercial operations and connect reliably to the ERCOT System within the 300 days, the Generation Resource or ESR may request a good cause exception with sufficient detail, and shall notify ERCOT prior to the planned commercial operation date and provide ERCOT with an updated commercial operation date that the Generation Resource or ESR can reasonably expect to commence operations in a reliable manner.
(4)	Prior to the Resource Commissioning Date of an Inverter-Based Resource (IBR), the IE associated with the IBR shall submit the appropriate dynamic models for the “as-built” data and the data submitted for the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment, documentation clearly indicating any differences, results of the model quality tests of the “as-built” data overlaid with the results of the data submitted for the qualifyingquarterly stability assessment, and associated simulation files pursuant to paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2, Dynamics Model Development.  Submissions shall be sent electronically to Dynamicmodels@ercot.com for ERCOT review, and the phrase "IBR prior to commissioning" must be included in the subject line of the submission email.  ERCOT shall respond to the IE within ten Business Days of the submission, indicating whether the submission is acceptable or if additional information is required.  If additional time is needed for review, ERCOT can extend this review period by an additional 20 Business Days, and an email will be sent to notify the IE that it needs additional time to review the submission.  The time for ERCOT to review models and associated documentation will be a qualified cause to extend the allowed time to complete the conditions established by ERCOT for commercial operations.
(5)	No later than 30 days following the Resource Commissioning Date, the Resource Entity shall submit updates to the resource dynamic planning and operations models through the online Resource Integration and Ongoing Operations (RIOO) system based on “as-built” data and provide a plant verification report as required by paragraph (5)(b) of Section 6.2.  Pursuant to paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2, the Resource Entity shall include model updates with model quality tests.
(6)	During continuing operations:
(a)	Prior to the implementation of modification to any control settings or equipment of an IBR that impacts the dynamic response (such as voltage, frequency, and current injections) at the Point of Interconnection (POI), the proposed modification shall be reviewed by the interconnecting Transmission Service Provider (TSP) and ERCOT:
[bookmark: _Hlk136596600](i)	The Resource Entity shall submit the appropriate dynamic model for the proposed modification, results of the model quality tests overlaid with the results before the modification, and associated simulation files pursuant to paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2.  Submissions shall be sent electronically to Dynamicmodels@ercot.com for ERCOT review, and the phrase "IBR proposed modification" must be included in the subject line of the submission email.  The Resource Entity may withdraw its modification plan at any time during the review process if the Resource Entity no longer wishes to proceed with the modification.
[bookmark: _Hlk136623529](ii)	ERCOT shall respond to the Resource Entity within ten Business Days of the submission in paragraph (i) above, indicating whether the submission is acceptable or if additional information is required.  ERCOT can extend this review period by an additional 20 Business Days, and an email will be sent to notify the Resource Entity that it needs additional time to review the submission. 
(iii)	Upon completing its review of the model quality tests, ERCOT shall notify the Resource Entity and the interconnecting TSP of its determination.  The notification will indicate one of the following:
(A)	ERCOT recommends that the interconnecting TSP conduct a limited dynamic stability study comparing electrical performance before and after the proposed modification, and reasonably evaluate whether the proposed modification may present dynamic stability risks that should be subject to further study.
(B)	The proposed modification is applicable to paragraph (1)(c)(iii) of Section 5.2.1, Applicability.  The Resource Entity shall initiate a Generator Interconnection or Modification (GIM) request through RIOO.
(C)	The proposed modification is deemed unacceptable.
(D)	The proposed modification is deemed acceptable without need for a dynamic stability study. 
(iv)	Within 90 days of the receipt of the accepted submission in paragraph (iii)(A) above, the interconnecting TSP shall submit its dynamic stability study report to ERCOT electronically to Dynamicmodels@ercot.com. 
[bookmark: _Hlk134429519](v)	ERCOT shall review the dynamic stability study report submitted by the interconnecting TSP within ten Business Days.  ERCOT can extend this review period by an additional 20 Business Days, and an email will be sent to notify the interconnecting TSP and the Resource Entity that it needs additional time to review the dynamic stability study report.  
(vi)	Upon completing its review and ERCOT acceptance of the dynamic stability study report, ERCOT shall notify the Resource Entity and the interconnecting TSP of its determination.  The notification will indicate one of the following:
(A)	The proposed modification is deemed acceptable.
(B)	The proposed modification is applicable to paragraph (1)(c) of Section 5.2.1.  The Resource Entity shall initiate a GIM request through RIOO.
(vii)	ERCOT, in consultation with the interconnecting TSP, may allow the proposed changes to be temporarily implemented prior to the above review process in order to address any identified performance deficiency. 
(b)	Pursuant to paragraph (5)(c) of Section 6.2, the Resource Entity shall include model updates with model quality tests.
(c)	The Resource Entity shall provide ERCOT with a plant verification report as required by paragraph (5)(b) of Section 6.2 at the following times:
(i)	No later than 30 days after implementing a settings change as required by paragraph (7) of Section 6.2;
(ii)	No earlier than 12 months and no later than 24 months following the later of the Resource Commissioning Date or March 1, 2021; and
[bookmark: _Toc244946046][bookmark: OLE_LINK4](iii)	A minimum of every ten years.
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