
Minutes 
Planning Committee 
June 5, 2018 | 1:00 – 5:00 p.m. Central 
June 6, 2018 | 8:00 a.m. – noon Central 

Ritz-Carlton New Orleans 
921 Canal Street 
New Orleans, LA 70112 

Call to Order 
Brian Evans-Mongeon, Chair, called to order the meeting at 1:00 p.m. central. He welcomed participants 
to the meeting and opened the floor for introductions. Quorum was declared. 

NERC Antitrust Compliance Guidelines and Public Announcement 
Mark Olson read the NERC anti-trust guidelines and advised participants as to the public nature of the 
meeting. 

Remarks and Reports 

Chair Report  
The Chair reported he was advised that this would be the last meeting for Clayton Clem, representing SPP-
RE. David Mercado, representing Texas RE, is also anticipating that this will be his last meeting. The Chair 
cited all PC members that have terms ending this year and asked members to advise the PC leadership if 
they were not seeking nomination in the upcoming nomination period. Gary Brownfield (Sector 1) and 
Russ Schussler (Sector 3) responded that they would not seek another term. The Chair thanked these 
members their service to the PC.  

Noman Williams, PC Vice-Chair, provided an update of the May NERC Board of Trustees Meeting. He 
reported that the new NERC CEO, Jim Robb, was introduced at the meeting. Bruce Walker of U.S. 
Department of Energy (DOE) stressed the importance of the NERC – DOE relationship. U.S. Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) Commissioner Glick discussed FERC activities related to resilience. The 
Board marked the 50th anniversary of NERC. NERC provided an update on supply chain risk activities and 
the advisory task force. The NERC Board approved PER-003-2 and retirement of PER-004-2. The PC Chair 
updated the NERC Board on the upcoming technical workshop on planning considerations for natural gas 
disruption. The NERC Board approved the PC charter and the nomination of Todd Snitchler to the PC.  

The Chair reported on the activities of the PC Strategic Planning Meeting involving the PC Executive 
Committee (PCEC) and subcommittee and task force leaders. The group reviewed workplans and 
additions from the Reliability Issues Steering Committee (RISC) Report. PC leadership wants to work with 
subcommittee and task force leaders to identify work that has been completed, is in progress, or needs to 
be added. They will also identify where clarification is needed from the RISC (e.g., to determine what RISC 
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intended, or latitude that the PC has to determine what should be done to meet an objective.) The Chair 
encouraged the PC to review the PC work plans. Aligning with the RISC report will be an ongoing effort by 
PC leadership.  
 
The Chair thanked the PC members that supported the Reliability Standards Grading Project. He 
encouraged PC members to be involved as the outputs are posted for comment. He also noted the NERC 
webpage for Implementation Guidance (Implementation Guidance Under Consideration or Development) 
for PC information.  
 
The Chair announced the succession of Systems Analysis and Modeling Subcommittee (SAMS) leadership 
and presented Michael Lombardi with a plaque in recognition for his service as SAMS Chair. 
 
Consent Agenda – Approve 
Dale Burmester moved to approve the following items, constituting the consent agenda.  

a. March 6-7, 2017 Meeting Minutes 

b. Planning Committee Charter (PC Charter) as amended by PC Executive Committee (PCEC) on 
April 17, 2018 

c. Reliability Guideline: BPS-Connected Inverter Based Resource Performance – Authorization to 
Post Email Vote on May 2, 2018  

d. Probabilistic Adequacy and Measures Technical Reference Report – Approve  

Action: The items on the Consent Agenda were approved. 
 
Subcommittee Leadership Reports and PC Work Plan Updates 
 
Performance Analysis Subcommittee (PAS) and working groups 
Paul Kure delivered the presentation from the agenda package. The 2018 State of Reliability Report (SOR) 
has been the focus of the subcommittee since the last PC meeting. The PAS workplan has also been 
updated and distributed. PAS is considering RISC Report recommendations for addition to the workplan, 
and considering taking an inventory of reactive devices on the system as discussed at the PC Strategic 
Planning Meeting.  
 
Reliability Assessment Subcommittee (RAS) and Probabilistic Assessment Working Group (PAWG)  
Tim Fryfogle delivered the presentation from the agenda package. He presented highlights from the 
Summer Reliability Assessment (SRA) released on May 30. He reviewed Long-term Reliability Assessment 
(LTRA) upcoming milestones and PAWG progress on 2018 Probabilistic Assessment (ProbA). The 
objectives for upcoming RAS meetings were reviewed. RAS is conducting a pilot study on ERS Measure 6 
involving industry volunteers: ERCOT, PJM, MISO, CAISO, Ontario, and ISO-NE. The PC Chair asked if any 
non-ISO participants were available for the pilot study to improve diversity. RAS Chair agreed to take 
another look for volunteers, but noted that obtaining pilot study participants had been challenging. The 
PC Chair asked if RAS was considering LTRA format changes. He encouraged PC members to weigh in early 
if they felt format changes were needed so that any changes could be considered in a timely manner late-

https://www.nerc.com/pa/comp/guidance/Pending%20Implementation%20Guidance/Implementation%20Guidance%20Under%20Consideration%20or%20Development%20Tracking.pdf
https://www.nerc.com/comm/PC/Related%20Files%202013/PC_Charter_PC_Approved_Board_May_2018.pdf
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changes would be avoided. Participants discussed responsibilities for LTRA narratives, and concerns with 
how some probabilistic work is presented.  
 
System Protection & Control Subcommittee (SPCS)  
Mark Gutzmann delivered the presentation from the agenda package. He discussed ways that SPCS 
believes they are meeting objectives to ‘identify industry skill gaps’.  
 
Synchronized Measurements Subcommittee (SMS)  
Ryan Quint reviewed work plan tasks. He described SMS meeting discussions about potentially changing 
the deliverable for PMU and cybersecurity standards activities. The document in development may not be 
well suited for an implementation guidance. It was noted that final resolution will require input from the 
NERC Operating Committee (OC) and Critical Infrastructure Protection Committee (CIPC). The key 
determinant in BES Cyber Asset classification is the operational impact of losing PMU information. Ryan 
noted that the PCEC discussed the type of deliverable that should be developed earlier today, including 
considering whether an alert might be needed. Some participants noted that it seemed challenging to 
describe this effort as providing an example of compliance with a standard requirement, and therefore 
didn’t see the deliverable as an implementation guidance. It seems better as higher level guidance (e.g., 
white paper or guideline). Mark Kuras offered to share PJM’s document on this. It was agreed that SMS 
would redevelop the ongoing work as a white paper.  
 
System Analysis and Modeling Subcommittee (SAMS)  
Hari Singh delivered a prepared presentation. Discussed some concerns that not all stakeholders are 
onboard with node-breaker modeling (task 1). Discussed the PPMVTF item 3 (Plant Auxiliary Modeling 
Practices), which has been delayed. Participants discussed having further dialogue among SAMS and PC 
members on industry need.  
 
Methods for Establishing IROLS Task Force (MEITF)  
Wayne Guttormson reported on MEITF activities. They intend to bring a reliability guideline to the PC in 
September for approval; they are currently working through a large volume of comments. MEITF is also 
revisiting the IROL framework and will bring that back to the PC. It will include quantitative examples of 
the impact of changes to the FAC SOL standards. MEITF is also reviewing all IROL and SOL methodologies 
for some high-level takeaways. In the event that the task force is unable to resolve differing perspectives 
with FERC, it may be left for the Standards Drafting Team (SDT) and/or NERC.  
 
Inverter Resource Performance Task Force (IRPTF)  
Jeff Billo delivered the presentation from the agenda package. He encouraged early review of the posted 
guideline. He provided insight in IRPTF discussion on Standards Authorization Requests (SARs). Since the 
last PC meeting, CAISO submitted SARs on relevant issues. As a result the IRPTF will not be submitting.  
 
Essential Reliability Services Working Group (ERSWG)  
Brian Evans-Mongeon noted that the group has completed their work items. The Distributed Energy 
Resources Task Force (DERTF) also completed their original workscope, however the DER brainstorming 
session that followed the last PC meeting could potentially involve DERTF. In consult with members and 
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co-chair from the OC, ERSWG believes it is time to disband. Work items have been transitioned to other 
groups. Katy Onnen moved to disband ERSWG. Action: The PC approved disbanding the ERSWG and 
DERTF.  
 
Geomagnetic Disturbance Task Force (GMDTF)  
Ian Grant delivered the presentation from the agenda package. Participants expressed interest in getting 
information on entity experiences with TPL-007-1. The GMDTF will share the link for remote participation 
in their June 13 meeting. Also, PC requested wide dissemination of thermal assessment tool.  
 
Reliability Guidelines 
 
Reliability Guideline: Power Plant Model and Verification Testing Guideline  
Ryan Quint delivered the presentation from the agenda package. Meeting participants discussed potential 
impact of standards retirements being considered in Standards Efficiency Review (SER). Representatives 
to the SER effort indicated that the relevant modeling standards would not be proposed for retirement in 
SER; there may be some recommendations for standards consolidation in later phases of the SER. Gary 
Brownfield moved to approve the reliability guideline.  
Action: the PC approved Reliability Guideline: Power Plant Model and Verification Testing  
 
Reliability Guideline: Power Plant Model Verification for Inverter-Based Resources  
Ryan Quint delivered the presentation from the agenda package. PC members expressed appreciation to 
the Power Plant Model Verification and Testing Task Force for their initiative with this guideline. Carl 
Turner moved to authorize posting the reliability guideline for industry comments.  
Action: The PC authorized posting Reliability Guideline: Power Plant Model Verification for Inverter-
Based Resources for 45-day comment period 
 
Items for Approval, Endorsement, or Acceptance 
 
NERC Rules of Procedure Section 1600 Data Request for Geomagnetic Disturbance Data  
Ian Grant delivered the presentation from the agenda package. He noted the joint meeting presentation 
on same topic. Participants discussed a scenario where a reporting entity has an EPRI SUNBURST monitor 
but does not receive the data. Reporting responsibilities for this scenario are unclear. NERC staff and the 
GMDTF leadership agreed to review this scenario with EPRI, and if needed to clarify reporting 
responsibility in the data reporting instruction that will be developed. Timeline for data collection would 
be late 2019 at earliest, contingent upon data collection system. Clayton Clem moved to endorse.  
Action: The PC endorsed the NERC Rules of Procedure Section 1600 Data Request for Geomagnetic 
Disturbance Data 
 
RAS Scope Amendment  
Tim Fryfogle delivered the presentation from the agenda package. Phil Fedora moved to approve.  
Action: The PC approved the RAS Scope.  
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Establishment of a Misoperations Information Data Analysis System (MIDAS) Working Group  
Paul Kure delivered the presentation from the agenda package. Proposed changing the scope wording so 
that it doesn’t refer to eight regional entities. Edits to the scope document were discussed. The PC and 
PAS leadership agreed to delete reference to number of entities, and delete the total number of members 
on the working group. Phil Fedora moved to establish the working group.  
Action:  

1. The PC approved establishing the MIDAS Working Group.  
2. The PC approved the MIDAS Working Group scope, with modification to remove reference to 

specific number of regions and specific number of working group members.  
 
Discussion Topics– Information  
 
Update on Action Plan for Addressing Assessment Report Recommendations  
Thomas Coleman delivered the presentation in the agenda package. The Chair invited input on panels and 
solution sets, in advance of the meeting. Participants discussed timeline challenges with moving forward 
on actionable items from the workshop. Tom confirmed that a representative from Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) would be involved in the panel sessions.   
 
RISC Report Elements and Prioritization in PC Work Plans  
The Chair described the process PC leadership and PCEC have taken to integrate the RISC Report in PC 
activities. Paul Kure, PAS Chair, led discussion of the RISC Report item related to establishing a near-miss 
data base. Participants agreed that this would take an integrated effort with operations. Participants 
discussed identifying what potentially qualifies as a near-miss, since this would need to be carefully 
considered in order to obtain useful information without being excessively burdensome. Participants 
discussed using an approach through the Events Analysis program (i.e., establishment of a new event 
category in the EA program.) The Resilience Indicators slide from the May MRC presentation was 
discussed to provide background into the potential objectives of evaluating near-miss events. The NPCC 
practice of looking into what-if scenarios based on PAS Severity Risk Indicator (SRI) work was considered, 
as an example application or complementary effort for reduction of risks. Participants discussed a real-
world example postulated by an entity, whereby outage deferrals may be elevating system risk resulting 
in unanticipated events that should be considered near-misses and monitored to identify reliability 
impacts of the deferrals. The PC is interested in hearing about how some utilities are conducting near-
miss analysis. The Chair encouraged PC members to review the RISC Elements that are being considered.  
PC Secretary was directed to resend the RISC Report spreadsheet to all for awareness. Participants 
discussed challenges with High Impact, Low Frequency (HILF) events, and that restoration should be part 
of the consideration. 
 
Hari Singh, SAMS Chair, discussed the RISC Report activity to conduct interconnection wide technical 
studies of short-circuit analysis. SAMS and NERC are looking for feedback and direction from the PC. The 
activity is associated with the changing resource mix profile. ERSWG included a measure related to this. 
NERC staff indicated that there is interest to look at the seams: within planning areas, planners are 
equipped to assess short-circuit issues, however coordination between areas could be less than adequate, 
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and as resource mix changes risks could be introduced. Although the recommendation calls for 
interconnection-wide study, it may be more appropriate to express the objective as approach(es) that 
could be used to map potential issues over an interconnection. Challenges include software differences, 
data exchange issues and data needs. It is an observable issues, as currently there are differences in short-
circuit study results between different entities along a common bus. Participants discussed the value of 
screening criteria; there will be differences at boundaries, and it may not be practical to resolve them all. 
However screening criteria would provide for a consistent method for identifying potentially weak parts 
of the system. The PC advised to keep the potential reliability issues associated with weak grids in mind: 
voltage stability, inverter control system stability, and system protection. The RISC Report activity is 
related to changing resource mix; these are issues that are and need to be looked at as retirements are 
considered. NERC pointed out that in some cases the planners don’t have a long time to analyze 
generator retirements. Consider how Texas responded to recent coal-fired generation retirements. 
Previously, SAMS produced a report on weak grids. It was agreed that the goal is not to build an 
interconnection-wide short circuit case. Rather the objective should be to ensure that data and models 
support necessary short-circuit analysis. Although the RISC report is directed at higher level studies, there 
may also be a need for SAMS to look at case quality with short circuit studies, given TPL-001 requirements 
and protection system interaction. Metrics may need to be developed for short circuit case quality; 
designees, not just planning entities, may have valuable input. Commenters support looking at seams 
issues; the PC believes that for the most part planners are already doing this within their systems. SAMS 
Chair indicated that the PC discussions and reliability objectives are not aligning with RISC Report activity 
clearly. PC chair said he supports discussing the RISC Report activity with RISC for clarity. NERC reiterated 
that we need an assessment to understand the risk; the need for an assessment is consistent with the ERS 
Report. SAMS will discuss further and revisit with PC Leadership.  

 
PC Activities for Distributed Energy Resource (DER) Impacts  
Participants reviewed the spreadsheet provided by email on June 6. The Chair encouraged PC members to 
provide feedback on prioritization and potential subcommittee assignments. Next steps will be for PCEC 
to work with subcommittee leaders on integrating this work into work plans.  
 
NERC Modeling Improvements Initiative Update Report and Roundtable Discussion on Industry Needs 
Ryan Quint delivered the presentation in the agenda package. The Chair commended Ryan Quint and 
SAMS on the tremendous large-scale effort. Participants discussed periodic review needs. Currently there 
haven’t been standards revisions or technical changes that would drive need for changes. Ryan Quint 
acknowledged that we need to institute a trigger, and we need to consider what would happen if we 
sunset relevant working groups. Participants discussed encouraging software developers to be efficient in 
scripts, because users are simulating more equipment and larger number of events, driving the need for 
efficiency. It was clarified that NERC and SAMS are not doing testing/verification of the models; generally 
the MOD Designee is accomplishing this task. NERC identifies some modeling issues where the models are 
not robust and fail to solve on moderate contingencies. NERC provides the feedback to the MOD Designee 
and vendors.  
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Special Reliability Assessment on Accelerated Generation Retirements Impacts  
Mark Olson delivered the presentation in the agenda package. Participants discussed potential concerns 
with the assessment (e.g., the extreme levels of coal-fired and nuclear generators being considered in the 
retirement scenarios could be taken out of context or used to draw erroneous conclusions; ‘accelerated’ 
as used in the assessment will need to be clearly described; using queue resources could lead to 
overestimation of available resources). A suggestion was made to use 2018 LTRA data for comparison 
with the 2018 LTRA data that has been used for the assessment to date.  
 
Member Roundtable 
The Chair solicited feedback on the 2018 State of Reliability Report (SOR) that could be used to prepare 
for the 2019 SOR. Participants discussed the importance of PC participation in the report and the process. 
Some commented that the report timeline consistently prohibits the opportunity to make significant 
changes. A commenter stated that policy decisions get made on data that may not be that meaningful or 
useful to the industry. The Chair encouraged the PC to develop feedback for the PAS based on this year’s 
report. Responses from PC members will be requested prior to next PC meeting. 
 
The Chair requested PC members provide updates on activities to assess DER Impacts to UFLS/UVLS 
Programs (referencing the December 2017 PC Meeting Agenda Item 7.a). PC members responded as 
follows: 

• Sector 2 (State/Municipal): The issue is getting attention. 

• Sector 5 (Transmission Dependent Utility): At the PC member’s entity, the 5-year study is 
underway. He reiterated the need for a more common understanding of what is considered DER, 
as it impacts models. Not knowing what is on the feeders is challenging.  

• Sector 6 (Merchant Generator): This continues to be a focus area.  

• Sector 10 (ISO/RTO): A PC member’s ISO performs an annual load verification, which helps to 
maintain accuracy of UFLS/UVLS program. The ISO completed its UFLS/UVLS studies last year. 

• Sector 11 (Regional Entities): A PC member’s region is currently conducting its study. Preliminary 
results were presented at the region’s May 30th Reliability Coordinating Committee 
meeting.  Areas within the region are asked to complete their base line simulations and document 
the results by the end of June so that sensitivity simulations for DER penetration and dynamic load 
modeling can be conducted in the July and August 2018 timeframe. A final report is expected by 
December 2018. Another PC member reported that ISO/RTOs in their region will incorporate DER 
in their next studies. Another PC member reported that studies are performed every 2 years in 
their region, and that the ISO in the region readily supports with data and information. However it 
is challenging to get information from other entities in the region. 

 
The PC Chair asked for feedback on actions that PC leadership could take to improve the level of 
responses received from PC members on issues and initiatives. PC Members responded as follows: 

• Sector 1 (Investor-owned Utility) – Noted that it can be difficult locating relevant emails sent by 
different NERC Staff; suggested using consistent subject lines in emails.  
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• Sector 3 (Cooperative Utility). Remarked that inputs on tasks/objectives in spreadsheets is 
challenging.  

• Sector 4 (Federal or provincial utility): No feedback often means the PC member has nothing to 
add. 

• Sector 5 (Transmission dependent utility): Perceive that there is a lot of in-between meeting 
activity. It is challenging to do work for the PC every week; it is easier to prepare for quarterly 
meetings. Remarked that we don’t consistently do a good job of knowing what we want from the 
committee, and we don’t give clear direction to the subcommittees. Another PC member in the 
sector noted that the volume of work required by the PC is high; longer timelines might not help. 

• Sector 7 (Electricity marketer). Noted that there are a lot of emails from NERC, and many are not 
PC related. The weekly PC summary email is helpful. 

•  Sector 9 (Small end-use customer): Noted that the quality of deliverables is good, so less feedback 
is needed. Also noted that some reports are long compared to the amount of time afforded for 
review. Spreadsheet comments is cumbersome. Longer review periods and more frequent 
reminders of deadlines would be appreciated. 

• Sector 10 (ISO/RTO): Review time for 100+ page documents has not been sufficient. Supports 
easier review process (comment or redline in word).  

• Sector 11 (Regional Entities): Agreed that the quality of deliverables has improved, so less 
feedback is needed. Also, daily activities make it difficult to provide feedback. One PC member 
remarked that the technology for collaborating has improved, so there are opportunities for 
improving our medium for collecting comments. Currently, it is hard to see how comments are 
addressed in revised deliverables. Since regional entities are on both OC and PC, some regions 
coordinate among their representatives to provide a comment to both committees. Another 
Regional Entity representative remarked that saturation is the issue. The quarterly meetings can 
be planned for and time can be set aside to prepare, however between-meeting tasks are 
challenging. 

 
Closing Remarks  
The Chair expressed appreciation for engagement in accomplishing a productive agenda. He thanked 
Bridget Maddox and the NERC Staff logistics team. He noted that we will miss the members that are 
coming to end of terms and have indicated that they are not returning. Meeting dialogue is critical to the 
success we enjoy. He looks forward to the next meeting in Minneapolis. 
 
The Chair adjourned the meeting at 11:30 a.m. central, June 6, 2018.  
 
 
Future In-person Meetings 

• September 11-12, 2018 |Minneapolis, MN 

• December 11-12, 2018 | Atlanta, GA 
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• March 5-6, 2019 | Location TBD 

• June 4-5, 2019 | Location TBD 


