Comment Form — Proposed Reliability Coordination — Transmission Loading Relief 

IRO-006-1

This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Proposed Reliability Coordination- Transmission Loading Relief SAR.  Comments must be submitted by September 2, 2005.  You may submit the completed form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “Reliability Coordination- Transmission Loading Relief SAR” in the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net  or by telephone at 609-452-8060.

ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS:

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: 
     

	Email:

     

	NERC Region
	
	Registered Ballot Body Segment

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ERCOT

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 ECAR

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 FRCC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAAC

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAIN
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MAPP

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 NPCC

 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: 

Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group
Lead Contact:

Bert Gumm
Contact Organization:
NAESB/NERC


Contact Segment:
1
Contact Telephone:
208-388-5147
Contact Email:

rgumm@idahopower.com

	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 Information:

In August 2004, NERC and NAESB agreed to immediately begin a joint effort to update the Eastern Interconnection TLR Procedure, as reflected in Attachment 1 to reliability standard IRO-006-0, to divide the reliability requirements and business practices, and to incorporate other necessary improvements to the TLR procedure.  In December 2004 NERC and NAESB formed the joint TLR Subcommittee to clarify and focus Attachment 1 to NERC reliability standard IRO-006-0 on the TLR requirements that are necessary for reliability, as distinguished from those TLR requirements that are business practices.  

The subject SAR is required to revise Attachment 1 (Transmission Loading Relief Procedure — Eastern Interconnection) of IRO-006-0 (Reliability Coordination — Transmission Loading Relief) in accordance with the final work products of the NERC/NAESB TLR Subcommittee.  NERC representatives to the TLR Subcommittee included members of the IDC Working Group, the Distribution Factors Working Group, the Reliability Coordinator Working Group, the Operating Reliability Subcommittee, the Operating Committee, and NERC staff.  

 Please review the SAR, as well as the additional information related to the SAR, posted on the NERC website and complete this Comment Form to provide feedback to the requestor on the proposed standards.

1. Do you believe there is a reliability need for this proposed standard change?  If not, please explain in the comment area.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. Do you believe the TLR Subcommittee appropriately divided the elements of TLR business practices vs. TLR reliability requirements?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. Do you believe there are still elements of TLR business practices that remain in the proposed TLR reliability requirements?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. Do you believe there are still elements of TLR reliability requirements that remain in the proposed TLR business practices?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
5. Do you have any other comments on these proposed changes?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments: 1.  We request that the scope of this SAR be expanded to include resolving the reloading of curtailed transactions above their reliability limit by an entity other than the initiating entity or above any pre-existing reliability or market profiles.  2.  We also request that the scope of the SAR be expanded to include standards for when curtailments may be denied and when curtailments may be issued.  1 - There have been several instances where a curtailment has been issued and then been automatically or manually reloaded above the reliability limit.  The automatic reload problem created by the IDC has been resolved by CO-148, automatic reload by other back office applications has not been corrected, nor have manual adjustments.  There are several options available for correcting this problem.  This should be addressed by specifying requirements and performance measures in the TLR standard and may also be addressed through NAESB business practices and modifcations to the e-Tag specification.  Also, any pre-existing curtailment levels are lost.  JISWG recommends that the entity who has issued the curtailment be the only entity able to authorize the reload.  When the reload occurs the energy profile should be limited to the next lowest reliability limit or market adjustment profile.  2- Under normal circumstances, a curtailment (issued for reliability reasons) should not be denied.  However, there are some limited circumstances where a curtailment should be denied.  For example, if a curtailment comes in and the generator cannot meet the ramp requirements, then the curtailment could be denied and would be reissued for the next scheduling interval.  This ensures that the tags reflect actual conditions.  In other cases, curtailments are sometimes issued when PSE's cannot make their market level adjustments prior to cutoff.  The TLR standard should address those specific reasons for denying a curtailment.  Reliability is compromised when curtailments are denied for non-reliability reasons.  Reliability may also be compromised when curtailments are issued for non-reliability reasons.  If scope of the SAR is adjusted, JISWG volunteers to assist the drafting team with providing specific language for the TLR standard addressing these issues.
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