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I.D.M2 – Coordinate and Optimize the Use of Generator Reactive Capability
	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Abstains
	I am not convinced that this standard should be dropped.  My concern is that coordinated planning continues between generation and transmission.  I disagree with the first reason for the deletion of the standard.  Generators have no obligation to meet TPL - 01--04.  The burden is on the TP and PA, if a generator is not willing to cooperate and provide data then holes will form.

	Response:  The drafting team believes the requirements are covered under existing V0 standards, MOD-010-0 through MOD-013-0.

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	Very difficult to tell when capability has been optimized

	Response:  The drafting team agrees.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Dan Griffiths – PA Office of Consumer Advocate 
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	Jerry Nicely – TVA Nuclear Generation
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	

	Joseph F. Buch – Madison Gas and Electric
	Yes
	

	Samuel W. Leach – TXU Power
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Generation Subcommittee (GS)
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


II.D.M3 - Consistency of Actual and Forecast Demands and Controllable DSM Data Reported for Reliability & to Gov’t Agencies

	Members


	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	John Harris - Load Forecasting Working Group
	No
	Reliability results from having adequate resources (generation and transmission) to serve anticipated load.  Future anticipated load is, by definition, uncertain because of key uncertainties of the forecast. Forecast uncertainty automatically translates into uncertainty of the generation and transmission resources being adequate. Assuring consistency between actual and forecast demand is one way to judge if the forecast is reasonable. 
While the actual and forecast demand (including DSM) is addressed in standard MOD-016, the statement that the consistency of actual and forecast demand does not impact overall reliability of the interconnected electric transmission grid is inconsistent with the working definition of overall reliability.

	Response: The drafting team believes the standard deleted was to provide consistency between reporting to NERC and Gov’t agencies; Forecast vs actual loads is covered elsewhere in MOD-016-0.  

	Robert W. Cummings - NERC
	No
	This concept should not be deleted, but included in other standards (MOD-16 through 21).  Data coordination has been done with EIA by the Regions through the NERC Data Coordination Working Group (DCWG) of the RAS since 1992.  The data reported to EIA and NERC NEED to be the same...it is not just a nicety.  These are inter-dependent data reporting streams, not independent.  They use data we provide and we use data reported to them.  Further, if the two diverge, then, of necessity, we will need to duplicate all the data reporting that goes on to EIA for RAS.  Consistent data reporting from Region to Region and to EIA is NECESSARY for the NERC RAS to do their job for Reliability.  
If EIA's data is different or reported in a haphazard fashion, we all (all regions) get to explain to EIA, DOE, FERC, and the rest of the world.  WHY they are different.  I'd really hate to have the DCWG have to go back to the duplicative reporting and constant questions of 1990.  — 
Maybe the best long-run solution is to modify MOD 16 through 21 to include the consistency in reporting to related government entities.

	Response: The drafting team believes NERC should avoid tying reliability standards performance to third party entity requirements, and removing this standard fits that viewpoint.  The requirement for consistency in NERC reporting is covered in MOD-016-0.

	Data Coordination Working Group
	Yes
	DCWG agrees with deleting II.D.M3 in its current structure and the drafting team's rationale for the deletion but is concerned about possible duplication of effort if NERC and government agencies do not coordinate data collection.  
NERC should avoid tying reliability standards performance to third party entity requirements, and removing this standard fits that viewpoint.  
NERC does not always agree with others regarding what data are necessary for reliability.  A good example is the difficulty faced by NERC and the Regions in trying to incorporate Energy Information Agency (EIA) form changes into NERC's 2005 data collection process.  The downside of not having a consistency requirement includes possible duplicate reporting, multiple definitions and/or standards for similar data points, and the burden of explaining to outside entities why and how the data are different.   
We received two suggestions for possible retention of consistency wording in the standards.  One suggestion was to build a consistency requirement into the MOD-016 -MOD-021 standards.  The other suggestion was to replace this standard with a requirement that the RRO's data must be presented to NERC on an annual timetable established by NERC, in the format established by NERC, and following the data definitions established by NERC and have NERC work with the various government agencies to retain coordination and consistency.  

	Response:  The drafting team agrees with the DCWG comments, although we also believe the JIC should consider whether this may appropriately belong as a business practice because the consistency of reporting of data between agencies is not a reliability issue.

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	Ought to go to NAESB

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	I agree that this may not be necessary as a reliability, however the companies data should be reported consistently.  Maybe this is one for NAESB.

	Response:  The drafting teams believes the JIC should consider whether this may appropriately belong as a business practice because the consistency of reporting of data between agencies is not a reliability issue.

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	Maybe this should be a NAESB Business Standard

	Response:  The drafting teams believes the JIC should consider whether this may appropriately belong as a business practice because the consistency of reporting of data between agencies is not a reliability issue.

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged in the development of appropriate standards. 

	Response:  The DT believes it is unnecessary to revisit this issue because it believes this is not a reliability issue.  The drafting team believes the JIC should consider whether this may appropriately belong as a business practice because the consistency of reporting of data between agencies is not a reliability issue.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph F. Buch – Madison Gas and Electric
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


II.E.M1 - Customer (dynamic) Demand Characteristics to be Determined and Reported for Reliability Analyses 
	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	Good planning practices should assess sensitivity to customer dynamic demand characteristics.  Worst case assumptions can be applied where it is critical.  Demand forecasts are best guesses. The only certainty is that they are wrong. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Transmission Agency of Northern California
	Yes
	We agree that it is appropriate to drop this standard at this time.  However, we would like to emphasize that lack of a NERC Standard in this area does not prohibit entities from submitting dynamic characteristics for their loads to their Region if they so desire.

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	Dynamic demand characteristics are, of course, modeled in dynamic simulations. As per proposed standard MOD-022 (Use of Disturbance Data to Develop and Maintain Models), dynamic demand characteristics c an sometimes be refined by adjusting them to achieve simulation results that match actual disturbance data. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	Power flow and dynamics planning base cases are intended for a wide variety of study applications having different load modeling requirements.  In most planning studies, load MW and MVAR response to voltage and frequency variability is a relatively insignificant matter and the standard constant P/Q or ZIP approximations are satisfactory.  This includes almost all power flow analysis and transient stability studies.

However there is wide recognition that the study of certain phenomena requires specialized load modeling.  These phenomena are voltage collapse and instability, and unstable or poorly damped power swings, and also to some degree large frequency disturbances.

Unfortunately, research on load modeling suitable for use covering these phenomena has not yet resulted in any industry-wide determination of best practices.  However, in the mean time, experienced planning engineers can usually devise suitable load modeling appropriate to these areas of study.

Deletion of II.E.M1-M3 standards and reliance on experienced planners is the best course at the present time.

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Include reference to the existing dynamic data requirements in MOD-012-0.  Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged the development of appropriate standards.

	Response: Thank you for your comment.  MOD-012-0 adequately addresses your request.

	
	
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	Future standards for dynamic load modeling and dynamic demand characteristics are important. However, an attempt to establish standards at this time without registered distribution Providers is premature.

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Transmission Issues Subcommittee
	Yes
	There may be an inconsistency between dropping this standard and the requirement of MOD-022-1 to use recorded data to develop and enhance steady state and dynamics models.  That requirement appears to assume that there are adequate dynamic demand models.  This discrepency should be recognized in  requirements of MOD-022-1 and future standards should address this discrepency. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.  The drafting team believes the standard for deletion addresses only a portion of the dynamic model picture, whereas MOD-022-0 covers a wider area dealing with system dynamics which has a greater impact on reliability which encompasses this deleted standard.

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	Joseph F. Buch – Madison Gas and Electric
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


II.E.M2- Requirements for Determining Customer (dynamic) Demand Characteristics to be Included in Procedural Manuals
	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Transmission Agency of Northern California
	Yes
	We agree that it is appropriate to drop this standard at this time.

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Include reference to the existing dynamic data requirement procedure in MOD-013-0.  Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged the development of appropriate standards.

	Response: The drafting team believes MOD-013-0 adequately addresses your request.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph F. Buch – Madison Gas and Electric
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


II.E.M3 - Load-Serving Entities to Provide Customer (dynamic) Demand Characteristics

	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Transmission Agency of Northern California
	Yes
	We agree that it is appropriate to drop this standard at this time.  However, we would like to emphasize that lack of a NERC Standard in this area does not prohibit entities from submitting dynamic characteristics for their loads to their Region if they so desire.

	Response:  Thank you for your comment.

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Include reference to the existing dynamic data requirement procedure in MOD-013-0.  Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged the development of appropriate standards.

	Response:  The drafting team believes MOD-013-0 adequately addresses your request.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Joseph F. Buch – Madison Gas and Electric
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


III.B.M1 - Assessment of Transmission Control Devices
	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Dan Griffiths – PA Office of Consumer Advocate 
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	Multi-Regional Modeling Working Group
	Yes 
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	


IV.B.M1 - Documentation of Regional Load Restoration Policies and Programs 

	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	Future standards for coordinating distribution automation and automatic load shedding with transmission system safety nets are important. However, an attempt to establish standards at this time without registered Distribution Providers is premature. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment, the DT concurs. 

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	A NERC Guide on ALR might be appropriate.

	Response: The drafting team recommends you forward this request to the appropriate NERC group.

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged in the development of appropriate standards. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	

	Transmission Issues Subcommittee
	Yes
	


IV.B.M2 - Documentation of Automatic Load Restoration Programs

	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged in the development of appropriate standards. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	

	Transmission Issues Subcommittee
	Yes
	


IV.B.M3 - Assessment of the Effectiveness of Automatic Load Restoration Programs

	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged in the development of appropriate standards. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Gerry Burrows 

Harold Wyble

Jim Useldinger
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	

	Transmission Issues Subcommittee
	Yes
	


IV.B.M4 - Automatic Load Restoration Equipment Maintenance Requirements 
	Members
	Agree with Deleting?
	Comments

	Peter Burke – American Transmission Co. 
	Yes
	Suggest revisiting the need for this standard when Distribution Providers and Load-serving Entities are registered under the functional model and are more fully engaged in the development of appropriate standards. 

	Response: Thank you for your comment.

	Gred Mason – Dynergy Generation
	Yes
	

	Mohan Kondragunta – Southern California Edison
	Yes
	

	Consolodated Edison
	Yes
	

	FRCC
	Yes 
	

	Cinod Kotecha
	Yes
	

	IESO – Ontario
	Yes
	

	Kansas City Power and Light
	Yes
	

	Alan Adamson – NYSRC
	Yes
	

	Mark Kuras – MAAC
	Yes
	

	Kathleen Goodman – ISO-NE
	Yes
	

	SPP Transmission  Working Group
	Yes
	

	Howard Rulf  - WE Energies
	Yes
	

	Michael C. Calimano – NYISO
	Yes
	

	WECC Reliability Subcommittee 
	Yes
	

	Gerald Rheault – Manitoba Hydro
	Yes
	

	John K. Loftis, Jr. – Dominion – Electric Transmission
	Yes
	

	Midwest Reliability Organization
	Yes
	

	Ed Riley – California ISO
	Yes
	

	Southern Company Generation
	Yes
	

	ISO/RTO Council Standards Review Committee
	Yes
	

	Southern Company – Transmission 
	Yes
	

	Rebecca Berdahll – Bonneville Power Administration

Karl Bryan – Corp of Engineers

Jay Sietz – US Bureau of Reclamation

Brenda Anderson
	Yes
	

	Entergy
	Yes
	

	Karl Kohlrus - City Water, Light & Power
	Yes
	

	Ronnie Frizzell - Arkansas Electric Coop. Corp.
	Yes
	

	John Horakh – MACC
	Yes
	

	Raj Rana – AEP
	Yes
	

	Deborah M. Linke – US Bureau of Reclamation
	Yes
	

	Joseph D Williamson – PJM
	Yes
	

	NERC Interconnection Dynamics Working Group
	Yes
	

	NPCC CP9  RSWG
	Yes
	

	PPL Corporation
	Yes
	

	SERC EC Planning Standards Subcommittee (PSS)
	Yes
	

	Tennessee Valley Authority
	Yes
	

	Xcel Energy – Northern States Power
	Yes
	

	Transmission Issues Subcommittee
	Yes
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