5.  Do you agree with the remaining definition of terms used in the proposed standard?  If not, please explain which terms need refinement and how.
Summary Consideration:
Agree 
14

Disagree
13
Most commenters suggest to clarify and expand on definitions of Rated System Path Method and Network Response Method.  They also suggested to include these definitions in TTC standards (FAC-012) if the difference between these methods will  become more clear in that standard.
	Question #5

	Commenter
	Agree
	Disagree
	Comment

	AECI
	(
	
	

	APPA
	
	(
	This Standard Drafting Team should not try to define terms that have been used by planners, operators, and Reliability Coordinators for many years.  The terms Rated System Path (RSP) Method and Network Response (NR) Method have already been defined or described in many white papers for operators and planners.  
Why is the following an incorrect statement; “The method (RSP, NR, or Flowgate) will be determined by the method that the planners and operators use for that part of the Bulk Electric System.”

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.

	APS
	(
	
	

	BPA
	
	(
	The definition of Network Response Method does not convey any substantive characteristics that describe what it is, or how to distinguish the method from the Rated System Path Method.  The definition for Rated System Path likewise is insufficiently described and appears to merely describe a method that relies on a calculation of TTC for one or more paths.  Since both methods appear to be based on the same formula (ATC/AFC =  TTC/TFC-ETC-TRM-CBM), it is unclear what the substantive distinction is between the two methods.

The Long-Term AFC/ATC Task Force April 14, 2005 report did not suggest that there were two fundamentally different methodological approaches to determining ATC.  BPA recommends that the NERC ATC drafting team defer any efforts to refine the definitions of Rated System Path Method and Network Response Method until the standard requirements for calculating TFC, TRM, CBM and ETC are developed.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.

	CAISO
	(
	
	Remaining definitions:  AFC, Network Response Method, Rated System Path Method, TFC, Transmission Reservation are OK.

	Response: No Response needed.

	Cargill
	
	
	None.

	Duke Energy
	
	(
	The definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method are too vague.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard

	Entergy
	
	(
	Definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method are not clear.  It is not clear what is meant by "…customer Demand, generation resources, and the Transmission systems are closely interconnected" in Network Response Method, as they are always closely interconnected.  This definition does not reflect that the Transfer Capability is calculated using response of the system or by simulating the impact of flows on the system.  The Rated System Path Method appears to be using only the critical path ratings.  It is not clear how critical paths are determined and what ratings are used for those.  Since there is no difference in calculation of ATCs by either Network Response Method or Rated System Path Method, there does not seem to be any need for including the definition in this standard.  If these definitions are applicable only for TTC calculations, these terms should be defined and included in standard dealing with TTC (FAC-012).  If included in FAC-012, these definitions should reflect clearly how calculations are performed under each method.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard

	ERCOT
	
	
	ERCOT does not use this methodology and has no comment.  The standard should provide for ERCOT's non-transaction-based methodology.

	Response: No Response needed.

	FRCC
	(
	
	

	Grant County PUD
	
	(
	I have no problems with the definitions themselves.  I do stress again to avoid long lists of defined terms, since they make the document more difficult to read, and comprehend.  One other point would be that if these terms are used in other standards, they could be defined slightly different causing confusion.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.

	HQT
	(
	
	

	IESO
	(
	
	

	IRC
	(
	
	Remaining definitions:  AFC, Network Response Method, Rated System Path Method, TFC, Transmission Reservation are OK.

	Response: No Response needed.

	ISO-NE
	(
	
	Remaining definitions:  AFC, Network Response Method, Rated System Path Method, TFC, Transmission Reservation are OK.

	Response: No Response needed.

	ITC Transco
	(
	
	

	KCPL
	
	(
	Available Flowgate Capacity:  The definition should end at "Existing Transmission Commitments".  If "retail customer service" should be included in ETC, then it should be in the definition and subsequent reliability standards for the development of ETC.

	Response: ETC Standard and items to be included in ETC will clarify the definition.

	Manitoba Hydro
	(
	
	

	MEAG Power
	
	
	No comment.

	MidAmerican
	(
	
	The AFC definition is acceptable, but the equation in R4 does not match the definition.  The equation in R4 should read:

ATC = TTC – TRM – CBM – ETC

	Response: Since definition of AFC includes impacts of ETC, CBM, and TRM, the equation in R4 is correct.  This reflects the impact of these quantities on AFC.

	MISO
	
	(
	The definitions do not include TTC and ATC. All definitions related to this standard should be in a single place (TFC and AFC are defined). The Rated System Path method and the Network Response Method are both approaches for facilitating the processing of Transmission Service Request and need to be measured against similar requirements.

	Response: I do not understand the comment – we will need to understand from MISO representative (Larry) and develop the response.  - NKS

	MRO
	
	(
	a.  The definition for AFC and ETC does not specifically refer to market flows.  Are these considered a part of ETC or are they not to be included in the calculation of AFC?  Please clarify where these are to be dealt with in the calculations.  b.  There is no specific reference to confirmed or non-confirmed transmission reservations in either AFC or ETC.  Are these to be included in ETC?  Please clarify the definitions in regard to such reservations.

	Response: ETC Standard will address what is included in ETC.  That standard will also address market flows issue.

	NCMPA
	
	
	No comment.

	NPCC CP9
	(
	
	

	NYISO
	(
	
	

	ODEC
	
	(
	

	PG&E
	
	
	No comment.

	Progress Energy Marketing
	
	
	No comment.

	Progress Energy
	
	(
	The definition of ETC should include the phrase “including retail customer service” and then that parenthetical should be removed from the definition of ATC; Clarification is needed for the Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method to reconcile with the 1995 and 1996 documents.

	Response: Retail customer service is included in Native Load uses.  Definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard

	SCE&G and SERC ATCWG
	
	(
	Clarification is needed for the Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method to reconcile with the 1995 and 1996 documents.  As example, R1 is confusing using the definitions as stated in current draft.  NRM has been applied to two separate calculations (FCITC and AFC).  In R1, add "not used for AFC" following "Network Response Methodology" in the parenthetical.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.

	Southern
	
	(
	Define network response and rated system path method more implicit (wording and intent) to the methods of ATC and AFC. Look more to the explanations in the 96 documents (pp15). The present definitions for Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method are unclear and do not adequately describe the three methods in the standard. Throughout the document, the three methods are Rated System Path Method, Network Response ATC Method and Network Response AFC Method.  The two terms were taken from the 1996 document.  Network Response Method that is described in that document appears to reflect the AFC process.  A suggestion would be to used the Network Response Method for the AFC process and the Area Interchange Method (1995 document) for the ATC process.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.

	SPP
	(
	
	Remaining definitions:  AFC, Network Response Method, Rated System Path Method, TFC, Transmission Reservation are  OK.

	Response: No Response needed.

	Tenaska
	
	
	No comment.

	WECC ATC Team
	
	(
	The Network Response Method definition needs clarity and a stronger description.

The NERC Team indicates in Q7 that there is a difference between the Network Response Methodology-ATC and Network Response Methodology-AFC that is not yet apparent.  If this is correct, a separate free standing definition would be warranted for each of the methodologies.

	Response: SDT agrees and the definitions of Network Response Method and Rated System Path Method will be clarified and included in FAC-012 Standard.


�While these terms may have been used by entities for many years, one of the purposes of the standard is to promote consistency.  Defining these terms in a standard is a step in that direction.  I would agree with the definitions of terms.





