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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 RES-501-MRO-02 (“Planned Resource Adequacy 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. Definitions were revised or deleted.

2. Footnote #1 was deleted due a definition revision.
3. The applicability section has been revised to no longer include delegated Planning Coordinators.

4. The effective date has been revised to coordinate with both the Compliance and Standards Committees.

5. Part 1.1 of Requirement R1 has been revised to include a requirement to summarize the review of the system data used in Resource Adequacy assessments and it’s concluded in the review that there has been a lack of significant changes in the system data to perform a Resource Adequacy assessment.  
6. Part 1.2 of Requirement R1 has been revised to exclude the loss of load expectation and how it relates to the loss of load probability.

7. The previous sub-part 1.2.2 of requirement R1 has been deleted.  Load forecast uncertainty is covered in Section 1.3 and requires documentation on how load was included in the analysis including load diversity, weather and seasonal load variability, etc.  

8. The previous sub-part 1.2.4 of requirement R1 has been deleted.

9. The exception “Expected Unserved Energy may be performed as the method to meet R1.2 provided the result of such an assessment is compared with an LOLP analysis and the comparison is documented.” was deleted.
10. Requirement R3 was deleted.

11. Section D1.3 has been revised to exclude the text, “along with evidence of plan implementation for five (5) years.” 

12. 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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