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Contact Information (Must be Provided)

Contact Name





: Carl Monroe, NERC RS Chairman
Comments submitted on Behalf of Organization
: NERC Resources Subcommittee
Email of Contact




: cmonroe@spp.org
Phone Number on Contact



: 501 664 0146
Comments on Definitions (List comments by Definition)

Comments on Requirements (List comments by Requirement Number)

1. The NERC Resources Subcommittee does not believe that this standard is necessary.  All definitions that relate to ACE need to be contained within the NERC ACE Standard.  Part of he reason is that it needs to be considered in the scheduling practices and TLR practices.
2. Ensure tht any term that affects the ACE equation needs to be entered as equal and opposite values by both parties (Balancing Authorities source and sink).

3. A requirement (procedure) needs to be in place to direct both BAs on how to handle situations (back-up procedures) when telemetry fails.

4. Representation of ACE equation Inadvertent Interchange metric terminology needs to be the same as the Inadvertent Interchange metric terminology for consistency.

5. Supplemental Regulation Services should specify not only Dynamic Schedules but should also include Pseudo Ties.

6. Requirements 3.1.1. and 3.1.2. if the load is assumed to be a positive value, the sign is incorrect.  The language within the standard needs to be crystal clear.  3.1.3. also seems to be backwards.

Comments on Appendices (List comments by Appendix Subsection)

General Comments

7. The NERC Resources Subcommittee does not believe that this standard is necessary.  All definitions that relate to ACE need to be contained within the NERC ACE Standard.  Part of he reason is that it needs to be considered in the scheduling practices and TLR practices.
