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NAESB Transmission Loading Relief (TLR) Business Practice Standard

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

Group Name: 

FRCC Region

Lead Contact:

Eric Senkowicz

Contact Organization:
FRCC

Contact Telephone:
813-289-5644

Contact Email:

esenkowicz@frcc.com

	Additional Member Name
	Additional Member Organization
	NERC

Region
	NERC

Segment

	Pedro Modia
	FRCC RC Agent / FPL
	FRCC
	1

	Ed DeVarona
	FRCC RC Agent / FPL
	FRCC
	1

	Mark Bennett
	Gainesville Regional Utilities
	FRCC
	5

	Greg Woessner
	Kissimmee Utility Authority
	FRCC
	3

	Eric Grant
	Progress Energy -  Florida
	FRCC
	1

	Steve Wallace
	Seminole Electric Cooperative
	FRCC
	4

	Ted Hobson
	JEA
	FRCC
	1

	Ron Donahey
	TECO
	FRCC
	1

	Rusty S. Foster
	City of Tallahassee
	FRCC
	3

	Bob Remley
	Clay Electric Cooperative
	FRCC
	3

	Alan Gale
	City of Tallahassee
	FRCC
	5

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Comments:

The FRCC appreciates the significant effort put forth on the part of the WEQ Business Practices Subcommittee (BPS) and specifically the Transmission Loading Relief (TLR) Group in attempting to develop a complementary business practice to the existing NERC TLR Reliability standard.  But at this time the FRCC cannot support ratification of “Version 0 Business Practice Standard - NAESB TLR Business Practice Standard in its proposed form.

The attempt at parsing out business practices and “splitting” the existing TLR procedure results in several regional concerns and serious reservations with respect to procedural clarity and maintaining the Reliability of the Bulk Electric System.  

The major issues are as follows:

The TLR Business Practice contains Reliability Coordinator requirements and actions which are clearly associated with reliability of the Bulk Electric System (BES) and therefore inherently do not belong in a “Business” practice standard.

The resulting procedural split will require an industry-wide effort to modify training resources and protocols to address the documentation split (with very little benefit to improving BES reliability or addressing or improving any significant operating business issue).

The split introduces an additional level of ambiguity to an already complex procedure. The procedure has been developed around the unique IDC tool and to try to segregate the associated requirements into two documents is confusing and inappropriate for the end-users.  

Process-wise the split also introduces synchronization issues with respect to requirements and coordination of a complex operating procedure between the NAESB Business Practice standard and the NERC Reliability standard as time goes on and the industry evolves.

Although the FRCC is a member organization of NAESB, we are concerned with the accessibility of NAESB standards by the whole of the Interconnections.  As a result of the ratification of this Business Practice, Reliability Coordinators would be required to become members of NAESB in order to gain access to the copyrighted, actual business practices.  

Finally, with the evolution of the ERO and the ensuing impacts on organizational structures and budgeting, the IDC tool funding mechanism is still being developed and a procedural split at this time could be premature since overall IDC functionality and requirements may be impacted in the near future.   

In summary, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on this Business Practice, but based on the above, we would vote against adoption of the TLR Business Practice as written and would suggest that further development, if any on this standard should focus on a complementary document that describes the NERC TLR process for use by the “Business” community.  Such a document should refrain from the imposition of any operating requirements on NERC (ERO) Reliability Coordinators, as those requirements should remain well within the realm of the NERC Reliability Standards process. 

Individual Comment:

The following comment is offered on behalf of an end-user of the proposed documents:

“The IDC is the one interconnection wide tool for RC's to manage congestion and maintain reliability.  It is a highly complex system with complicated links to our NERC ETAG scheduling system and drives all the communications required during curtailments.  To split up its "Users manual" into reliability procedures and business practice considerations will affect its already compromised efficiency in obtaining required relief.  The industry needs to concentrate on making curtailments and congestion management more straightforward”.

