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Unofficial Comment Form for Assess Transmission Future Needs (Project 2006-02)

Unofficial Comment Form for Informal Comment Period on 5th Draft of Standard TPL-001-2 ( Assess Transmission Future Needs (Project 2006-02)

Please DO NOT use this form.  Please use the electronic form located at the link below to submit comments on the 5th draft of the TPL-001-2 standard for Assess Transmission Future Needs (Project 2006-02).  The electronic comment form must be completed by September 2, 2010.  This is a 30-day informal comment period.  That means that for each question asked on this comment form:

· The drafting team will provide a summary response to indicate whether stakeholders who submitted comments support the modification made to the standard following the initial ballot.

· The drafting team will identify any additional modifications made to the standard based on stakeholder comments submitted in response to that question.

· The team will not provide a response to each individual comment submitted.  
If you have questions please contact Ed Dobrowolski at ed.dobrowolski@nerc.net or by telephone at 609-947-3673.
http://www.nerc.com/filez/standards/Assess-Transmission-Future-Needs.html
Background Information 

TPL-001-1 Transmission System Planning Performance Requirements
Comments on the initial ballot of the TPL-001-1 (now TPL-001-2) Transmission System Planning Performance Requirements standard were received from the industry through March 1, 2010.  The Drafting Team received feedback on a number of issues, and the SDT appreciates the tremendous industry participation in the ballot process.  Below is a brief overview of the 5th draft of the standard highlighting areas where the SDT made changes based on stakeholder feedback from the initial ballot.  The team’s objectives remain unchanged - to create a single Transmission planning standard: 1) with clear, concise requirements set at an appropriate level to ensure reliability, and 2) that fully addresses all issues raised by FERC Orders 693 and 890, and industry inputs, including the SAR scope document.
5th Draft Overview:

1. The Implementation Plan has been revised to provide more time for entities to become compliant. 

2. The definition for Year One was changed and an example provided to clarify the intent of the SDT. 

3. The following requirements were changed:

a. R1 – To provide a reference for normal system conditions. 

b. R2 – To indicate that ‘qualified’ past studies can be utilized.

c. R2, Part 2.1 – To indicate that ‘qualified’ past studies can be utilized.  
d. R2, Part 2.1.4 and Part 2.4.3 – To clarify the sensitivity analysis. 

e. R2, Part 2.1.5 – Semantic change for clarity. 

f. R2, Part 2.4.1 – Clarification of what is expected for dynamic load models. 

g. R2, Part 2.5 – Clarification of what is meant by ‘material’.  
h. R3, Part 3.3.1 & R4, Part 4.3.1 – Semantic re-arrangement of conditions for clarity. 

i. R3, part 3.5, R4, part 4.4, & R4, part 4.5 – Semantic change for clarity. 

4. Header note changes: 

a. Semantic change for clarity in ‘a’. 

b. Deletion of redundant phrasing in ‘e’. 

c. Move of ‘j’ to ‘a’. 

5. Performance table changes: 

a. Addition of footnote 12 reference in P1, P2-1, and P3. 

b. Description change in P5 and addition of footnote 13 for relay reference. 

6. Extreme event – steady state 2d – Addition of ‘generating’ for clarity. 

7. Footnote changes:

a. #11 – Specific references supplied. 

b. #12 – Clarification of Non-Consequential Load Loss (pending resolution in Project 2010-11). 

c. #13 – Relay references supplied. 

8. Measurement changes: 

a. M6 – Matching language to requirement. 

b. M8 – Semantic change for clarity. 

9. R8 VSL – Semantic change for clarity and strict adherence to guidelines. 

The SDT is interested in tracking comments to the changes made in response to the initial ballot comments and thus has asked only questions that refer solely and directly to those changes.   
1. The SDT has revised the Implementation Plan based on industry comments to the initial ballot. Do you support this change?  If you do not support this change, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern.     
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:       
2. The SDT has revised the definition of Year One based on industry comments to the initial ballot. Do you support this change?  If you do not support this change, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern.  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. The SDT has revised the Requirements language based on industry comments to the initial ballot. Do you support these changes?  If you do not support these changes, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern. 

Requirement R1 – normal conditions: 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:       

3.1

Requirement R2 and Part 2.1 – past studies:
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3.2

Requirement R2, Parts 2.1.4 & 2.4.3 – sensitivity analysis:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3.3

Requirement R2, Part 2.4.1 – dynamic load models:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3.4

Requirement R2, Part 2.5 – material clarification: 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. The SDT has revised the header notes based on industry comments to the initial ballot. If you do not support these changes, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
5. The SDT has revised the performance table (including the list of extreme events and footnotes) based on industry comments to the initial ballot. If you do not support these changes, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
6. The SDT has revised the Measures based on industry comments to the initial ballot. If you do not support these changes, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
7. The SDT has revised the Requirement R8 VSL based on industry comments to the initial ballot. If you do not support these changes, please specify why you disagree and include specific alternative language to resolve your concern. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
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