Comment Form for Draft Two of the Resource Adequacy Assessment SAR

Please use this form to submit comments on the Resource Adequacy SAR Drafting Team’s second draft of the Resource Adequacy Assessment SAR. Comments must be submitted by March 30, 2006. You must submit the completed form by e-mailing it to sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “Resource Adequacy SAR Comments” in the subject line. If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or 609.452.8060. 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A DATABASE.

DO:
Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added.


Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations).

Do use more than one form if responses do not fit in the spaces provided.

Do submit any formatted text or markups in a separate WORD file.

DO NOT:
Do not insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field.

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field.

Do not use quotation marks in any data field.

Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form.

	Individual Commenter Information

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.)

	Name: 

     

	Organization: 
     

	Telephone: 
     

	E-mail:

     

	NERC Region
	
	Registered Ballot Body Segment

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ERCOT

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 FRCC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAPP

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NPCC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 RFC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 SERC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 SPP

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 WECC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NA – Not Applicable
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	1 — Transmission Owners

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	2 — RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	3 — Load-serving Entities

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	4 — Transmission-dependent Utilities

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	5 — Electric Generators

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	6 — Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	7 — Large Electricity End Users

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	8 — Small Electricity End Users

	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	9 — Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities

	


	Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.)

Group Name: 

     
Lead Contact:

     
Contact Organization:
     


Contact Segment:
     
Contact Telephone:
     
Contact E-mail:

     

	Additional Member Name
	Additional Member Organization
	Region*
	Segment*

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 

	     
	     
	     
	 


* If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page.

Background
Please review the consideration given to the comments on the first draft of the Resource Adequacy Assessment SAR as well as the revisions made to the SAR before answering the questions on this comment form.    

Please Enter All Comments in Simple Text Format.  
Insert a “check” mark in the appropriate boxes by double-clicking the gray areas.

1. Do you agree with the scope of the revised SAR?  In particular, does the substitution of the word "framework" for "criterion" in the first detailed element broaden the scope sufficiently for all manner of resource adequacy arrangements in the Regions to be accommodated in the regional methodologies to assess resource adequacy?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. Do you agree with the addition of the LSE as an entity that should be required to comply with proposed reporting requirements (to be defined in the Standard Drafting Process) to allow regional resource adequacy assessments to be performed?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. Do you agree with the proposed definition of Resource Adequacy?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. Do you agree with the language added requiring the regional resource adequacy framework to include a probability-based evaluation of whether projected resources will be sufficient to meet forecasted load taking into account relevant uncertainties?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
5. Are you aware of any associated NAESB Business Practices that should be developed to coordinate with this SAR?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
6. Please provide any other comments on this SAR that you haven’t already provided.

Comments:      















3

