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Comment Form — Facility Ratings SAR and Standard (FAC-008-2)

PLEASE DO NOT USE THIS FORM TO SUBMIT COMMENTS.  Please use the electronic comment form located at the link below to submit comments on the proposed SAR for Modifications to the Facility Ratings Standards and for the Revisions to FAC-008-2.  Comments must be submitted by March 5, 2009.  If you have questions please contact Maureen Long at Maureen.long@nerc.net or by telephone at 813-468-5998.
http://www.nerc.com/filez/standards/Project_2009-06_Facility_Ratings.html
Background Information:
The requestors are members of the drafting team that had been working on revisions to FAC-008-1 and FAC-009-1 that resulted in a failed ballot in December 2008.  The team had been working to modify FAC-008-1 and FAC-009-1 to merge the two standards into a single standard, to add violation risk factors, time horizons and violation severity levels, and to address the following three directives for FAC-008-1 in Order 693.

771. . . we direct the ERO to develop modifications to FAC-008-1 through its Reliability Standards development process requiring transmission and generation facility owners to: 
(1) document underlying assumptions and methods used to determine normal and emergency facility ratings; 
(2) develop facility ratings consistent with industry standards developed through an open, transparent and validated process and 
(3) for each facility, identify the limiting component and, for critical facilities, the resulting increase in rating if that component is no longer limiting.
When the standard was balloted it failed primarily because of the inclusion of Requirement R7 (shown below) developed to address the third FERC directive:

R7. If a Reliability Coordinator, Transmission Operator, Transmission Planner, or Planning

Coordinator requests:

· Identification of the most limiting Equipment that comprises a Facility, or 
· The hypothetical increase in the Facility’s Rating if that most limiting Equipment that comprises that Facility were not considered in the development of that Facility Rating then the Transmission Owner shall provide the requested information within 30 calendar days, (or a later date if specified by the requester) if the Facility Rating meets all of the criteria in the table below: [Violation Risk Factor: Lower] [Time Horizon: Operations Planning]

	If the Transmission Facility Rating meets both of the following:


	And the requester provides evidence that the Facility Rating is at least one of the following:



	- It is a thermal rating

- It is limited by equipment other than the conductor


	· Used to develop an Interconnection Reliability

· Operating Limit

· A limitation of Total Transfer Capability

· An impediment to generation deliverability

· An impediment to service to major cities or load

· pockets




Following the failed ballot, the team took the version of FAC-008-2 that was balloted and removed Requirement R7.  Most negative ballots that were cast included comments focused on the fact that the reliability-related objective associated with the inclusion of Requirement R7 was not clear.  In the NOPR, the Commission’s comments related to the third directive associated with FAC-008-1 indicated that the proposed directive would be beneficial for market transparency and associated business decisions to upgrade congested transmission lines:
405. . . the Commission proposes that the limiting component(s) be identified and that the increase in rating based on the next limiting component(s) be defined for all critical facilities, including facilities that limit TTC, limit delivery of generation to load, or bottle generation. This would provide additional transparency and sufficient information so that the most cost effective solutions to increase facility ratings can be identified. For example, if a specific transmission line is limited by the relay settings or protective relay system, ordinarily the line could be “up rated” for a relatively modest cost. As a second example, if a line is limited by the sag of one particular span, modifying the tension in that span, even if it requires reinforcing a few towers, may result in significant increases in capability at relatively low cost. Such information would be useful to users of the Bulk-Power System and to the Commission.
The requesters made some minor format changes to the Violation Severity Levels, but made no other changes to the standard, other than removing Requirement R7 and its associated measure, data retention and violation severity levels.

You do not have to answer all questions.  Enter All Comments in Simple Text Format.  
Insert a “check” mark in the appropriate boxes by double-clicking the gray areas.

1. Do you agree that the proposed FAC-008-2 addresses the first two of the three FERC directives issued in Order 693 relative to FAC-008-1?   If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. Do you agree with the scope of the SAR?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. Do you agree with the applicability of the SAR?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. If you have any other comments on this standard or its implementation plan that you have not already submitted above, please provide them here.  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No additional comments
Comments:      
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