DRAFT


Please use this form to submit comments on the first draft of the ATC/TTC Methodology Documentation Standard.  Comments must be submitted by Month, day, year. You must submit the completed form by emailing it to sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “ATC/AFC Methodology” in the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Bill Lohrman at wwlohrman@praguepower.com or 908-630-0289.

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 
 MRO

 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:
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*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 the prior page.

Background Information

The Long-Term AFC/ATC Task Force (LTATF) was formed to develop specific recommendations for the calculation and coordination of AFC/ATC with the goal of increasing market liquidity and enhancing grid reliability. The task force’s work was coordinated with NAESB to separate business practices from reliability concerns. The LTATF evaluated the results of the short-term recommendations in the Alliant West area for summer 2004, and used this evaluation when considering whether to recommend the Alliant West short-term recommendations continue.  The work resulted in the formation of a SAR Drafting Team who formed recommendations that are the basis for the formation of a Standard Drafting Team.

In developing their recommendations the NERC LTATF considered the calculation for AFC/ATC, communication and coordination of AFC/ATC, and consistency between transmission planning and AFC/ATC calculations. A final LTATF report was presented to the Standing Committees in March 2005. The task force used the report and recommendations to develop proposed standards for ATC/TTC and CBM/TRM. The proposed “Modification to MOD-001-0 Documentation of ATC and AFC Calculation” Standard is the culmination of the work of the NERC LTATF and Standard Drafting Team and is the subject matter for this Comment Form.

The draft standard labeled MOD-001-1 outlines requirements for the calculation of ATC and AFC.  The draft standard will reference NERC Standard FAC-012 and/or FAC-013 as the source for the requirements for calculation of TTC.  Currently FAC-012 identifies requirements for the calculation of inter-regional and intra-regional Transfer Capabilities (TC).  The term TTC is not mentioned in FAC-012. 
A distinct definition for each term appears in the NERC glossary of terms. The members of the drafting team are proposing that they are basically the same quantity and should be covered in a single standard in FAC-012 .  Consequently, the draft version of MOD-001-1 does not contain calculation requirements for TTC.  The drafting team is seeking input from the industry on this question (see Comment Form questions 10 and 11).

The Standards Committee and Standard Drafting Team (ATCTDT) would like to receive industry comment on the proposed Standard.

You do not have to answer all questions.  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 definition of terms used in the revised standard?  If not, please explain which terms need refinement and how.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

2. Does the revised standard include the correct Reliability Functions in the applicability section of the standard? If not, please explain which functions need to be added or deleted and why.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:
3. The standard drafting team has identified three methodologies in which the TTC is calculated that affects how the ATC and AFC values are calculated (Rated System Path ATC, Network Response ATC and Network Response AFC, methodologies). In developing this standard has the standard drafting team adequately addressed these methodologies?  Please explain if you feel the team has not adequately addressed these methodologies within the standard.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:
4. Do you agree with the proposed requirements included in the revised standard?  If not please explain with which requirements you do not agree and why.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

5. Does the draft standard sufficiently address the reliability concerns expressed in the NERC LTATF Report
 or the FERC NOPR
? If not, then please explain.   

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

6. Should the standard include further standardization for the components of the calculation of ATC or AFC (i.e., should the standard be more prescriptive regarding the consistency and standardization of determining TTC, ETC, TRM, and CBM)? If so, please explain.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:
7. Is the definition for ETC contained in this standard sufficient for the industry to calculate the ETC in a consistent and reliable manner? If not, please explain.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

8. If it is determined that requirements and measures are needed for the calculation of ETC, should these requirements and measures for the calculation of ETC be contained within this standard, or should a new standard strictly for ETC be written? If so please explain.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

9. Do you agree that Total Transfer Capability (TTC) referenced in the MOD standards and Transfer Capability (TC) references in the FAC-012-1 and/or FAC-013-1 standards are the same quantity and should be treated as such in developing this standard?  Please explain your answer.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

10. Does this standard need to address Total Transfer Capability (TTC) methodology and documentation as opposed to having the TTC methodology addressed in the existing Facility Rating FAC-012-1 and/or FAC-013-1 standards as proposed by FERC NOPR
?  Please explain your answer.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

11. How many ATC values should be made available on a TSP’s OASIS (or its successor)  
•    For hourly, that is posted once per hour, how many hours?


      
•
For daily, that is posted once per hour (calculated four times per day), how many days?


      
•  
For monthly, that is posted once per hour (calculated twice a month), how many months?

      
12. Would the provision of a link to the location of a TSP’s data be sufficient in satisfying the requirement(s) to exchange data?  Please explain.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

13. When calculating monthly, daily, and hourly ATC and/or AFC values, what planning horizon(s) should be used for the inclusion of CBM in the calculation of monthly, daily, and hourly ATC and/or AFC, and which reliability function(s) should make the CBM calculations? Please explain.
      Comments:

14. When calculating monthly, daily, and hourly ATC and/or AFC values, what planning horizon(s) should be used for the inclusion of TRM in the calculation of monthly, daily, and hourly ATC and/or AFC, and which reliability function(s) should make the TRM calculations? Please explain.
      Comments:

15. Should NERC work with NAESB to determine whether updates to ETC and ATC values should be posted after the transmission request is accepted or after it has been confirmed?  Please explain.
      Comments:

16. Should a NERC work with NAESB to establish a business practice to monitor Load Serving Entities, Generation Operators, or Purchasing/Selling Entities that might reserve transmission service in excess of either the LSE load or the capacity of the generator?  If so, please explain.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

17. Does the standard address the goal of the LTATF report (ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/mc/ltatf/LTATF_Final_Report_Revised.pdf) to improve communication, coordination, standardization, and transparency?  If not, please explain.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:
18. Do you agree with the Risk Factors assigned to the Requirements? If not which do you disagree with and why (please specify if the Risk Factor is too high or too low)?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

19. Should any of the data elements required to be exchanged among Transmission Service Providers be exchanged with any other functional entities? Please explain your answer.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

      Comments:

20. Are you aware of any conflicts between the proposed standard and any regulatory function, rule/order, tariff, rate schedule, legislative requirement or agreement?
        Comments:
21. Do you have other comments on the draft Standard?

        Comments:
� � HYPERLINK "ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/mc/ltatf/LTATF_Final_Report_Revised.pdf" ��ftp://www.nerc.com/pub/sys/all_updl/mc/ltatf/LTATF_Final_Report_Revised.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/comm-meet/051806/E-1.pdf" ��http://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/comm-meet/051806/E-1.pdf� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/comm-meet/051806/E-1.pdf" ��http://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/comm-meet/051806/E-1.pdf� 





