PRC-006 Draft Violation Severity Levels (VSL)

	R #
	Lower VSL
	Moderate VSL
	High VSL
	Severe VSL

	R1
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	The Planning Coordinator failed to join a group consisting of all the Planning Coordinators within the region for each of the regions in which it performs the Planning Coordinator function.

	R2
	N/A
	The group of Planning Coordinators developed and documented criteria but failed to include the consideration of historical events, to select portions of the Bulk Electric System (BES) that may form islands

OR

The group of Planning Coordinators developed and documented criteria but failed to include the consideration of system studies, to select portions of the Bulk Electric System (BES) that may form islands
	The group of Planning Coordinators developed and documented criteria but failed to include the consideration of historical events and system studies, to select portions of the Bulk Electric System (BES) that may form islands
	The group of Planning Coordinators failed to develop and document criteria to select portions of the Bulk Electric System (BES) that may form islands

	R3
	N/A 
	The group of Planning Coordinators  identified  an island(s) as a basis for designing a UFLS program but failed to  include one (1) of the parts as specified in  3.1, 3.2 or 3.3
	The group of Planning Coordinators  identified  an island(s) as a basis for designing a UFLS program but failed to  include two (2) of the parts as specified in 3.1, 3.2 or 3.3
	The group of Planning Coordinators  identified  an island(s) as a basis for designing a UFLS program but failed to  include all of the parts as specified in  3.1, 3.2 or 3.3

OR

The group of Planning Coordinators failed to identify any island(s) as a basis for designing a UFLS program.



	R4
	
	The group of Planning Coordinators developed an UFLS program including a  schedule for application across the region but failed to meet one (1) of the performance characteristic in parts 4.1, 4.2, or 4.3  in simulations of underfrequency conditions
	The group of Planning Coordinators developed an UFLS program including a  schedule for application across the region but failed to meet two (2) of the performance characteristic in parts 4.1, 4.2, or 4.3  in simulations of underfrequency conditions
	The group of Planning Coordinators developed an UFLS program including a  schedule for application across the region but failed to meet the performance characteristic in parts 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3  in simulations of underfrequency conditions

OR

The group of Planning Coordinators failed to develop an UFLS program.

	R5
	
	The group of Planning Coordinators conducted and documented an UFLS assessment at least once every five years that determines through dynamic simulation whether the UFLS program design meets the performance characteristics in Requirement R4 but simulation failed to include one (1) of the items as specified in parts 5.1, 5.2 or 5.3.
	The group of Planning Coordinators conducted and documented an UFLS assessment at least once every five years that determines through dynamic simulation whether the UFLS program design meets the performance characteristics in Requirement R4 but simulation failed to include two (2) of the items as specified in parts 5.1, 5.2 or 5.3.
	The group of Planning Coordinators conducted and documented an UFLS assessment at least once every five years that determines through dynamic simulation whether the UFLS program design meets the performance characteristics in Requirement R4 but simulation failed to include all three (3) of the items as specified in parts 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3.

OR

The group of Planning Coordinators failed to conduct and document an UFLS assessment at least once every five years that determines through dynamic simulation whether the UFLS program design meets the performance characteristics in Requirement R4

	R6
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	The group of Planning Coordinators failed reach concurrence on assessment results with their adjacent region’s group of Planning Coordinators for any islands identified by any one region’s group of Planning Coordinators that straddle the respective interconnected regions.

	R7
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	The group of Planning Coordinators failed to annually maintain a database for use in event analyses and assessments of the UFLS program.

	R8
	The Responsible entity provided data to its group of Planning Coordinators more than 5 calendar days but less than or equal to 10 calendar days following the schedule specified by the group of Planning Coordinators to support maintenance of the database.


	The Responsible entity provided data to its group of Planning Coordinators more than 10 calendar days but less than or equal to 15 calendar days following the schedule specified by the group of Planning Coordinators to support maintenance of the database.

Or

The Responsible entity provided data to its group of Planning Coordinators but the data was not according to the format specified by the group of Planning Coordinators to support maintenance of the database.
	The Responsible entity provided data to its group of Planning Coordinators more than 15 calendar days but less than or equal to 20 calendar days following the schedule specified by the group of Planning Coordinators to support maintenance of the database.


	The Responsible entity failed to provide data to its group of Planning Coordinators more than 20 calendar days following the schedule specified by the group of Planning Coordinators to support maintenance of the database.



	R9
	The responsible entity provided less than 100% but more than 95% of automatic tripping of total load in accordance with  the UFLS program design and in accordance with the schedule for application determined by the group of Planning Coordinators for each region in which it operates.  



	The responsible entity provided less than 95% but more than 90% of automatic tripping of total load in accordance with the UFLS program design and in accordance with the schedule for application determined by the group of Planning Coordinators for each region in which it operates.  



	The responsible entity provided less than 90% but more than 85% of automatic tripping of total load in accordance with the UFLS program design and in accordance with the schedule for application determined by the group of Planning Coordinators for each region in which it operates.  



	The responsible entity provided less than 85% of automatic tripping of total load in accordance with the UFLS program design and in accordance with the schedule for application determined by the group of Planning Coordinators for each region in which it operates.  




	R10
	The Transmission Owner provided less than 100% but more than 95% automatic switching of Elements in accordance with the UFLS program design.
	The Transmission Owner provided less than 95% but more than 90% automatic switching of Elements in accordance with the UFLS program design.


	The Transmission Owner provided less than 90% but more than 85% automatic switching of Elements in accordance with the UFLS program design.


	The Transmission Owner provided less than or equal to 85% automatic switching of Elements in accordance with the UFLS program design.




	R11
	N/A
	The group of Planning Coordinator(s) conducted  and documented an assessment of the performance of UFLS equipment and the UFLS program effectiveness during the event within one year of actuation, but failed to reach concurrence on the assessment results with the group(s) of Planning Coordinators in other regions, for an event resulting in 500 MW or greater of UFLS actuated loss of load that affects multiple regions.

	N/A
	The group of Planning Coordinator(s) failed to conduct and document an assessment of the performance of UFLS equipment and the UFLS program effectiveness during the event within one year of actuation 


�Are the thresholds on the program total desired or on each stage/trigger level?  Some entities might not be able to adjust their load profiles to meet each stage or trigger level but yet do meet the overall program requirements?  I would like the criteria to be based upon total load shed not individual stages.  I recognize that at early stages the criticality of meeting stage triggers; however, could the amount of over compensation at early stages be taken into account at later stages AND provided that the total objective has been achieved by the entity?  I would urge that this language is strictly applied to the total UFLS provided by the entity, not at the individual stages.
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