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Unofficial Comment Form

Please use the Reliability Standards Voting Process (RSVP) application to submit all comments. Comments are due by 11:59 pm CDT December 2nd 2009. If you have any questions, please contact the Standards Process Manager at spm@midwestreliability.org.
Background Information
Comments on the second draft of the PRC-502-MRO-02 (“Power System Stabilizer Requirement and Small Signal Stability Assessment”) Regional Reliability Standard were received from industry through June 30, 2009.  The Clarification Drafting Team (CDT) sought and received feedback to 7 questions, and the team appreciates the industry’s participation.  Below is a brief overview of the 3th draft of the standard highlights areas where the CDT made changes based on stakeholder feedback from the second posting.  The team’s objectives remain unchanged - to safeguard the MAPP and MAPP augmentations of the pre-version 0 NERC Planning Standards and Operating Policies.
Noteworthy changes:
1. The effective date has been revised to coordinate with both the Compliance and Standards Committees.
2. R1 was revised to specify the power system stabilizers shall be installed on 100 MVA or large interconnected generator units connected to the BES and it was revised to installation of these PSS if required by Requirement R5.

3. Part 1.3 of Requirement 1 had explanatory text moved to a footnote.

4. In Requirement R3, the Transmission Planner was removed.  The verbiage pertaining to a significant system change was removed.  A requirement was added to document the rationale for not conducting the small signal assessment, plus, the minimum initial system conditions for small signal stability assessments were defined.

5.  In Requirement R4, the minimum initial system conditions for small signal stability assessments were removed.
6. Part 8.2 of Requirement R8, was revised to indicate that the manufacturer data and field settings of parameters may be supplied instead of the results from a frequency-response test, if the PSS is of digital type and has been type tested.

7. The compliance elements were adjusted accordingly.
Given these changes, is this standard ready for ballot?  If not, what changes would you suggest?
Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
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