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RES-501-MRO-02 – Planned Resource Adequacy Assessment
Comment Form

Please use the Reliability Standards Voting Process (RSVP) application to submit all comments. Comments are due by 11:59 pm CT January 28th 2008. If you have any questions, please contact Mike Brytowski at mj.brytowski@midwestreliability.org or (651) 855-1728. 

1. Based on industry comments the Applicability section and subsequent Requirements have been modified to include the Planning Coordinator and remove the LSE (along with references to the PRSG). Do you agree with the change in Applicability section of this proposed standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the Applicability section acceptable to you.
Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
2. Do you agree with the requirements of this posted standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the requirements acceptable to you.
Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
3. Do you agree with the measures of this proposed standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the measures acceptable to you.

Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
4. Do you agree with the Violation Risk Factors of this proposed standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the requirements acceptable to you.

Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
5. Do you agree with the Time Horizons of this proposed standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the requirements acceptable to you.

Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
6. Do you agree with the Violation Severity Levels of this proposed standard? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make the requirements acceptable to you.

Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
7. Do you agree that this standard is ready for balloting? If no, provide specific suggestions that would make this standard ready for balloting.
Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Comments:      
8. Do you have any additional comments about this standard?

Comments:      
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