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Interpretation of TPL-002-0 Requirement R1.3.2 and Requirement 
R1.3.12 and the Identical Requirements (R1.3.2 and R1.3.12) in 
TPL-003-0 for MISO 
 
 
Request for Interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement  
R1.3.2 Received from MISO on August 9, 2007: 
MISO asks if the TPL standards require that any specific dispatch be applied, other than  
one that is representative of supply of firm demand and transmission service commitments, in  
the modeling of system contingencies specified in Table 1 in the TPL standards. 
 
MISO then asks if a variety of possible dispatch patterns should be included in planning analyses 
including a probabilistically based dispatch that is representative of generation deficiency scenarios, 
would it be an appropriate application of the TPL standard to apply the transmission contingency 
conditions in Category B of Table 1 to these possible dispatch pattern. 

 
The following interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement R1.3.2 was developed by 
the NERC Planning Committee on September 12, 2007: 
TPL-002 and TPL-003 do not specify the process for selection of the credible critical generation dispatch 
for modeling of critical system conditions. The selection of the credible critical generation dispatch for 
modeling of critical system conditions is within the discretion of the Planning Authority/Transmission 
Planner. 
 
The following revised interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement R1.3.2 was 
developed by the NERC Planning Committee on March 13, 2008: 
The selection of a credible generation dispatch for the modeling of critical system conditions is within the 
discretion of the Planning Authority.  The Planning Authority was renamed “Planning Coordinator” (PC) 
in the Functional Model dated February 13, 2007.  (TPL -002 and -003 use the former “Planning 
Authority” name, and the Functional Model terminology was a change in name only and did not affect 
responsibilities.) 

− Under the Functional Model, the Planning Coordinator “Provides and informs Resource Planners, 
Transmission Planners, and adjacent Planning Coordinators of the methodologies and tools for the 
simulation of the transmission system” while the Transmission Planner “Receives from the Planning 
Coordinator methodologies and tools for the analysis and development of transmission expansion  

From TPL-002-0 and -003-0: 
 
[To be valid, the Planning Authority and Transmission Planner assessments shall:] 
 
R1.3.2   Cover critical system conditions and study years as deemed appropriate by the responsible entity. 
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plans.”  A PC’s selection of “critical system conditions” and its associated generation dispatch falls 
within the purview of “methodology.”  

 
Furthermore, consistent with this interpretation, a Planning Coordinator would formulate critical system conditions 
that may involve a range of critical generator unit outages as part of the possible generator dispatch scenarios. 
 

Both TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 have a similar measure M1: 

M1. The Planning Authority and Transmission Planner shall have a valid assessment and corrective 
plans as specified in Reliability Standard TPL-002-0_R1 [or TPL-003-0_R1] and TPL-002-0_R2 
[or TPL-003-0_R2].” 

 
The Regional Reliability Organization (RRO) is named as the Compliance Monitor in both standards.  Pursuant to 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) Order 693, FERC eliminated the RRO as the appropriate 
Compliance Monitor for standards and replaced it with the Regional Entity (RE).  See paragraph 157 of Order 693.  
Although the referenced TPL standards still include the reference to the RRO, to be consistent with Order 693, the 
RRO is replaced by the RE as the Compliance Monitor for this interpretation.  As the Compliance Monitor, the RE 
determines what a “valid assessment” means when evaluating studies based upon specific sub-requirements in R1.3 
selected by the Planning Coordinator and the Transmission Planner.  If a PC has Transmission Planners in more 
than one region, the REs must coordinate among themselves on compliance matters. 
 
Request for Interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement R1.3.12 Received 
from MISO on August 9, 2007: 
MISO asks if the term “planned outages” means only already known/scheduled planned outages that may continue 
into the planning horizon, or does it include potential planned outages not yet scheduled that may occur at those 
demand levels for which planned (including maintenance) outages are performed?  

If the requirement does include not yet scheduled but potential planned outages that could occur in the planning 
horizon, is the following a proper interpretation of this provision? 
 
The system is adequately planned and in accordance with the standard if, in order for a system operator to 
potentially schedule such a planned outage on the future planned system, planning studies show that a system 
adjustment (load shed, re-dispatch of generating units in the interconnection, or system reconfiguration) would be 
required concurrent with taking such a planned outage in order to prepare for a Category B contingency (single 
element forced out of service)? In other words, should the system in effect be planned to be operated as for a 
Category C3 n-2 event, even though the first event is a planned base condition? 
 
If the requirement is intended to mean only known and scheduled planned outages that will occur or may continue 
into the planning horizon, is this interpretation consistent with the original interpretation by NERC of the standard 
as provided by NERC in response to industry questions in the Phase I development of this standard1? 
 

From TPL-002-0 and -003-0: 
 
[To be valid, the Planning Authority and Transmission Planner assessments shall:] 
 
R1.3.12  Include the planned (including maintenance) outage of any bulk electric equipment (including 

protection systems or their components) at those demand levels for which planned (including 
maintenance) outages are performed. 
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The following interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement R1.3.12 was developed by 
the NERC Planning Committee on September 12, 2007: 
TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 explicitly provide that the inclusion of planned (including maintenance) outages of any 
bulk electric equipment at demand levels for which the planned outages are performed are within the discretion of 
the Planning Authority/Transmission Planner. 
 
The following revised interpretation of TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 Requirement R1.3.12 was 
developed by the NERC Planning Committee on March 13, 2008: 
This provision was not previously interpreted by NERC since its approval by FERC and other regulatory 
authorities.  TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 explicitly provide that the inclusion of planned (including 
maintenance) outages of any bulk electric equipment at demand levels for which the planned outages are 
performed is required.  For studies that include planned outages, compliance with the contingency 
assessment for TPL-002-0 and TPL-003-0 as outlined in Table 1 would include any necessary system 
adjustments which might be required to accommodate planned outages since a planned outage is not a 
“contingency” as defined in the NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Standards. 
 


