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Comment Form for: Draft 2 of the SERC Underfrequency Load Shedding (UFLS) Regional Reliability Standard (PRC-006-SERC-01)
Please use this form to submit comments on Draft 2 of the SERC Underfrequency Load Shedding (UFLS) Regional Reliability Standard.  Comments must be submitted by December 22, 2008.  You must submit the completed form by emailing it to the SERC Manager of Reliability Standards at regstd@serc1.org with the words SERC UFLS in the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Pat Huntley (704-940-8228) or phuntley@serc1.org.

DO:
Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed.

Do use more than one form if responses do not fit in the spaces provided.

Do submit any formatted text or markups in a separate WORD file.

DO NOT:
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form.

	Commenter Information
Group Name (if applicable):      
Contact Name:
     
Organization:
     


Telephone:
     
Email:

     


Background:

SERC plans to develop regional reliability standards as required to supplement NERC standards using the SERC Regional Standards Development Procedure.  Development of these standards will be in accordance with NERC’s schedule.  This includes development of a SERC regional standard addressing Under-Frequency Load Shedding (PRC-006).
On July 2, 2008 NERC posted for comments draft requirements for regional UFLS standards in a document titled “UFLS Regional Reliability Standard Characteristics.” The Draft 2 SERC UFLS Standard is designed to the performance characteristics specified in that document. 
Notes for Draft 2 of the SERC UFLS Standard;
Draft 1 of the standard only contained the Applicability section and the requirements. Draft-2 has been revised to address industry comments and to incorporate the measures and compliance elements. A draft implementation plans has also been developed.  
Please Enter All Comments in Simple Text Format.  
Insert a “check’ mark in the appropriate boxes by clicking the gray areas.

1. The NERC UFLS Regional Reliability Standard Characteristics document stated that the standard shall specify how the design of UFLS will compensate for non-compliant generators to avoid jeopardizing the effectiveness of the UFLS scheme. The UFLS SDT has chosen to define a non-compliant generator as one which does not coordinate with the performance requirements of R3.1.1 and R3.1.2. Do you agree with this definition? If your answer is “no” please provide an alternate definition.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
2. There are two choices for the entity responsible for compensating for non-compliant generators - the Generator Owner (GO) or the Transmission Owner. The UFLS SDT believes the responsibility should fall on the GO because it is the entity causing the problem. Do you agree? Please provide in the comments area the reason for your choice. If different from the GO, please list which entity you feel should be responsible.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
3. The UFLS SDT has modified R5 to specify how closely the Transmission Owner's UFLS implementation must match the UFLS scheme developed by the Transmission Planner. Each step must be within plus or minus one percentage point of the target amount of load and the total amount of load in the scheme must be within plus or minus one percentage point of the amount specified. Do you agree with this approach and these values?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
4. The UFLS SDT has placed a new requirement on Distribution Provider (DP) / Load Serving Entity (LSE) who participate in the UFLS scheme implementation. The actual load in the DP/LSE portion of the UFLS scheme must be within 10% of the amount agreed to with the Transmission Owner. Do you agree with this requirement?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
5. Do you agree with the measures? If not, please provide suggested changes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
6. Do you agree with the Violation Severity Levels (VSL's)? If not, please provide suggested changes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
7. Do you agree with the Implementation Plan? If not, please provide suggested changes.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
8. (A) Do you generally support the standard? (B) Are you unsure whether you generally support the standard? or (C) Do you definitely not support the standard?  Please check the appropriate box below.  If your response is either (B) or (C), please explain your major concern(s) with the standard, including which specific requirement or set of requirements causes you the most concern and why.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (A) Do you generally support the standard? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (B) Are you unsure whether you generally support the standard?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (C) Do you definitely not support the standard? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Comments:      
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