Comment Form

Phase III-IV Planning Standards Not Developed in Version 0 Reliability Standards

This form is to be used to submit comments on draft Phase III-IV planning standards that were not developed in the Version 0 reliability standards project.  Comments must be submitted by April 29, 2005.  You may submit the completed form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “Phase III-IV Planning Standards” in the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Gerry Cauley at gerry.cauley@nerc.net on 609-452-8060.

ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A DATABASE.

DO:
Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added.


Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations).

Do use more than one form if responses do not fit in the spaces provided.

Do submit any formatted text or markups in a separate WORD file.

DO NOT:
Do not insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field.

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field.

Do not use quotation marks in any data field.

Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form.

	Individual Commenter Information

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.)

	Name: 

     

	Organization: 
     

	Telephone: 
     

	Email:

     

	NERC Region
	
	Registered Ballot Body Segment

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ERCOT

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ECAR

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 FRCC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAAC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAIN

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAPP

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NPCC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 SERC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 SPP

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 WECC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NA - Not Applicable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	1 - Transmission Owners

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	3 - Load-serving Entities

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	5 - Electric Generators

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	7 - Large Electricity End Users

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	8 - Small Electricity End Users

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities

	


	Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.)

Group Name: 

     
Lead Contact:

     
Contact Organization:
     


Contact Segment:
 
Contact Telephone:
     
Contact Email:
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	Additional Member Organization
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* If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page.

This questionnaire refers to the first draft of standards proposed to replace the Phase III-IV planning standards that were not developed in the Version 0 reliability standards.  The scope of work is focused on translating the existing planning standards that were not included in Version 0, not on developing new standards.  The draft standards are as follows:

[INSERT LIST OF STANDARDS]

Question 1: Do you agree that there is a reliability need for each proposed standard?  If not, please identify which standards you believe do not have a reliability need.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 2: Do you agree that the following Phase III-IV standards should be dropped from the proposed standards because they are unnecessary or redundant with other standards or were merged with into another standard?

I.D.M2

II.D.M3

II.E.M1

II.E.M3

IV.B.M1

IV.B.M2

For each listed standard:

 FORMCHECKBOX 

I agree with dropping this standard.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

I do not agree with dropping this standard.

Comment

     

Question 3: Do you agree that the proposed draft standards are a satisfactory translation of the Phase III-IV planning standards that were dropped from the Version 0 standards?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 4: Please provide any specific comments you have on each draft standard:

	EOP-005-1 — System Restoration Plans
	Comment

     



	EOP-010-1 — Document Automatic Load Restoration Programs (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     



	EOP-011-1 — Automatic Load Restoration Programs (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     



	MOD-016-1 — Actual and Forecast Demands, Net Energy for Load, Controllable DSM
	Comment

     



	MOD-022-1 — Use of Disturbance Data to Develop and Maintain Models

	Comment

     



	MOD-023-1 — Procedures for Validating Generation Equipment Data
	Comment

     



	MOD-024-1 — Verification of Generator Gross and Net Dependable Capability
	Comment

     



	MOD-025-1 — Verification of Reactive Power Capability

	Comment

     



	MOD-026-1 — Verification and Modeling of Generator Excitation Systems and Voltage Controls
	Comment

     



	MOD-027-1 — Verification and Status of Generator Frequency Response
	Comment

     



	MOD-028-1 — Provision of Models and Data for Transmission Power Electronic Control Devices
	Comment

     



	MOD-029-1 — Requirements for Evaluation and Reporting of Voltage and Frequency Characteristics of Demand (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     



	MOD-030-1 — Customer Demand Data (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     



	MOD-031-1 — Consistency of Demand Data Reported to Government Agencies (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     



	PRC-002-1 — Define and Document Regional Disturbance Monitoring Equipment  and Reporting 
Requirements
	Comment

     



	PRC-003-1 — Regional Procedure for Transmission and Generation Protection System Misoperations
	Comment

     



	PRC-004-1 — Analysis and Reporting of Transmission and Genearation Protection System Misoperations
	Comment

     



	PRC-005-1 — Transmission and Generation Protection System Maintenance and Testing
	Comment

     



	PRC-018-1 — Disturbance Monitoring Equipment Installation and Data Reporting
	Comment

     



	PRC-019-1 — Generator Operation for Maintaining Network Voltage Schedules
	Comment

     



	PRC-020-1 — Under-Voltage Load Shedding Program Database
	Comment

     



	PRC-021-1 — Under-Voltage Load Shedding Program Data
	Comment

     



	PRC-022-1 — Undervoltage Load Shedding Program Performance
	Comment

     



	VAR-002-1 — Generator Operation for Maintaining Network Voltage Schedules
	Comment

     



	VAR-003-1 — Assessment of Reactive Power Resources
	Comment

     



	VAR-004-1 — Generators Performance during Temporary Frequency and Voltage Excursions
	Comment

     



	VAR-005-1 — Coordinate the Use of Generator Reactive Capability (Recommend Deletion)
	Comment

     




Question 5:  Do you agree with the proposed definitions of terms for Disturbance Monitoring Equipment, Mitigation Plan, Power Electronic Control Devices, Restoration Plan, and Cranking Paths?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 6:  PRC-018-1 (IFM2) Time synchronization was an important factor in retrieving usable data following the August 2003 blackout.  The Drafting Team modified the requirement in the Disturbance Monitoring Equipment Installation and Data Reporting Standard (Requirement 2.4) to specify that when an entity provides the status of its Disturbance Monitoring Equipment, this includes ‘time synchronization status.’ Do you agree with this addition?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 7:  PRC-002-1 (IFM3) – This standard requires the region to document its Regional Disturbance Monitoring Requirements.  During the Drafting Team’s review of the original standard, the Drafting Team noted that there are no requirements for the region to provide a copy of these requirements to the Transmission Owners and Generator Owners that are required to install equipment that meets these requirements under proposed Standard PRC-018-1(IFM4).  Should we add the following requirement and measure to Standard PRC-002-1?

New Requirement: The Regional Reliability Organization shall provide a copy of its requirements for Disturbance Monitoring Equipment and data reporting to the Transmission Owners and Generator Owners that are required to follow these requirements.

New Measure:  The Regional Reliability Organization shall have evidence it provided a copy of its requirements for the installation of Disturbance Monitoring Equipment and data reporting to those Transmission Owners and Generator Owners that are required to follow these requirements.

New Levels of Non-compliance:  

Level one: Not Applicable 

Level two: Not Applicable

Level three: Not Applicable 

Level four:  Did not provide its Transmission Owners and Generator Owners with a copy of its Regional requirements for Disturbance Monitoring Equipment and data reporting.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 8: PRC-020-1 (IIIEM1) ‘Under-Voltage Load Shedding Program’ requires owners and operators of UVLS programs to provide the region with data on the UVLS program for the region’s database.  PRC-019-1 (IIIEM2), ‘UVLS Database’ requires the Region to establish reporting requirements for its UVLS Database.  The source documents had a mismatch between the data that was required to be provided for the database, and the data needed for that database.  The Drafting Team modified both standards so they address the same UVLS data:     

· Corresponding voltage set point(s).

· Size and location of customer load to be interrupted 

· Time delay from initiation to trip signal.

· Breaker operating time(s).

· Related generation protection.

· Islanding scheme(s).

· Automatic load restoration scheme(s).

· Any other schemes that are part of or impact the UVLS programs.

Do you agree that the list of data is all the data that is needed for the region’s UVLS database?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 9: The August, 2003 Blackout Report indicated that the use of UVLS programs may help improve Bulk Electric System reliability.  The set of legacy UVLS Standards (III.E.M1-M5) – either translated in V0 or under translation in Phase III-IV SARs– requires:

· PRC-010-0 - Assessment of the Design and Effectiveness of UVLS Program
(Requirements. analogous to R1.4 and R3 of PRC-006-0)

· PRC-011-0 - UVLS System Maintenance and Testing (Requirements analogous to PRC-008-0)

· PRC-020-1 – Document UVLS Program (Requirements analogous to R1.2 of PRC-006-0 and R3 of PRC-007-0)

· PRC-021-1 - UVLS Database (Requirements. analogous to R1.3 and R2 of PRC-006-0) ……But this Standard does NOT serve any useful purpose without having any complementary requirements analogous to R2 of PRC-007-0 and R1.1 of PRC-006-0)

· PRC-022-1 – Analysis & Documentation of UVLS Performance following an Undervoltage Event  (Requirements analogous to PRC-009-0)

Should a SAR be developed for a standard to enhance PRC-021-1 that requires the RRO to develop, document and coordinate a regional UVLS program? This standard would also specify the coordination requirements of various UVLS programs by entities within its Region (or sub-regions) and hence justify the need for the RRO’s UVLS database.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 10: Is there a need for Regional UVLS Program (similar to existing UFLS programs)? Perhaps this can be best answered by the NERC-PC based on the feedback received in the 10 RRC Reports on their respective UVLS programs!  Note that in absence of a regional program/database, it may be difficult, if not impossible for UVLS-owning entities to fulfill R1.1.1 and/or R1.1.2 of the existing std. PRC-010-0.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 11: PRC-005-1 (IIICM12) ‘Transmission Protection System Maintenance and Testing’ - The levels of Non-compliance were modified based on the WECC’s Regional comments submitted following the Field Testing of this Standard.  Do you agree with the modified levels of non-compliance?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 12: Referenced Standard: I.D.M1 [Adequate voltage resources to meet future customer demands] The SDT has revised the I.D.M1 standard to include Planning Authorities to the list of applicable responsible parties.  Do you agree with this addition?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 13: The SDT has revised the I.D.M1 standard to include an additional requirement for Transmission Planners and Planning Authorities to develop a methodology and criteria for assessing adequacy of reactive power resources.  Do you agree with this additional requirement?  What additional changes, if any, should the SDT make to the I.D.M1 standard to fully meet the reliability objective of this standard?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 14: Referenced Standard: II.D.M2 [Reporting procedures to ensure against double counting or the omission of customer demand data] The SDT has merged the requirements of II.D.M2 with the existing Version 0 Reliability Standard MOD-016.  Do you agree with this change?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 15: Referenced Standard: II.D.M3 [Consistency of actual and forecast demands and controllable demand-side management data reported for reliability and to government agencies]  The SDT recommends this standard be eliminated.  Maintaining and enforcing this standard does not impact the overall reliability of the interconnected electric transmission grid.  In addition, the consideration of demand-side management data is already covered in Version 0 Reliability Standard MOD-016.  Do you agree with this recommendation?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 16:

Referenced Standards: 

III.E.M1 [Customer (dynamic) demand characteristics to be determined and reported for reliability analysis]

III.E.M2 [Requirements for determining customer (dynamic) demand characteristics to be included in procedural manuals]

III.E.M3 [Load-serving entities to provide customer (dynamic) demand characteristics]

The SDT concluded that it is currently not practical to implement and enforce these standards if they are to be implemented today.  While the intent and objective of the III.E.M1 through M3 standards are important to grid reliability, no practical guidelines exist today to ensure that LSEs and PAs obtain accurate dynamic demand characteristics.  In addition, from a modeling perspective, there are no common standards for modeling these demand characteristics among the various programs used by the industry to assess dynamic simulations. [THIS LAST STATEMENT MAY NEED EXPANSION AND CLARIFICATION FROM THE OTHER TEAM MEMBERS.]  

Therefore, the SDT seeks industry comments and recommendations for meeting the intent of these standards.  Several potential options are provided below.  

a. Should these standards be deferred?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

b. Should these standards be piloted by a group of volunteers?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

c. Should the initiative to validate dynamic demand characteristics be a research project?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

d. What other options would you recommend?

Comment

     

Question 17: Referenced Standard: III.B.M1 [Assessment of transmission control devices] The SDT concluded that the requirement of this standard is already covered in Version 0 Reliability Standards TPL-001 through 004, and therefore, recommends that it be deleted.  Do you agree with this recommendation?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 18:

Referenced Standards:

III.B.M2 [Provision of models and data for control devices for use in system modeling]

III.B.M3 [Periodic review of settings and operating strategies of control devices]

Do you agree with the SDT’s proposed changes to this standard which addresses both the requirements of III.B.M2 and III.B.M3?

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.

Comment

     

Question 19: As a preliminary straw poll and recognizing the standards are a first draft, please indicate whether you would vote to approve the draft standards as presented.

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes.  I/we would approve the standards as presented.
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No.  I/we would not approve the standards as presented.

Comment

     

Question 21: Are there any show-stoppers that would prevent you from approving the draft standards?

Comment

     

Question 22: Do you have any additional comments not addressed by the other questions?

Comment

     

Other questions submitted but not included:

Do you agree with the concept that an entity should have to provide documentation of its programs and systems to whatever entity is serving as its Compliance Monitor – either the Region or NERC – but an entity should not have to produce documentation of its programs and systems to both the Region and NERC.  NERC should request documentation of the Regions, and Regions should request documentation from those entities that are within its Region.  

The SDT recommends that Standards EOP-010 (IVBM1), ‘Document Automatic Load Restoration (ALR) Programs’ and EOP-011, ‘Automatic Load Restoration Programs’ (IVBM2, IVBM3, IVBM4) be dropped based on stakeholder comments as well as their limited significance in ensuring BES reliability, given the rather meager number of ALR installations within the industry.  In particular, the Interconnection Dynamics Working Group submitted the following recommendation for this series of standards:

· Auto load restoration is not widely used.  In the field tests, it turned out that this measurement was only applicable to 3 Regions, and one of the Regions did not think the measurement applied to them because the ALR was local in nature and does not impact the bulk power system. The PSS may wish to consider whether a national standard that applies to only three of ten regions is justified. 

· Most other comments received indicated this standard, if developed, should only be applicable to those few entities that actually have ALRs installed.  Furthermore, since the Drafting Team has identified weaknesses in the standards for UVLS program (and its implementation paradigm), which need to be addressed to ensure BES reliability, it is apparent to the SDT that translating the existing ALR standards has very limited impact on enhancing the BES reliability. 

1

