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Unofficial Comment Form for Draft BAL-001-TRE-01 Real Power Balancing Control Performance 

Please DO NOT use this form.  Please use the Texas RE Reliability Standards Tracking Site to submit comments on the proposed draft BAL-001-TRE-01 Real Power Balancing Control standard.  Comments must be submitted by Month XX, 2010.  If you have questions, please contact the Reliability Standards Manager at rsm@texasre.org.  
Background Information:

The BAL-001-TRE-01 Standard Drafting Team (SDT) has modified the standard based on comments received from the first comment posting and the industry.  Compliance elements have been added and the measures have been modified.  Prior to commenting please review the requirements in conjunction with the measures.  When providing comments, the SDT would appreciate supporting information for your comments and/or specific suggested language changes.  The SDT thanks you for taking the time to provide input to this process.

*Please use the Reliability Standards Tracking Site to submit your final comments to Texas RE.
1. The first posted draft applied to the Balancing Authority (BA), Generator Owner (GO), and Generator Operator (GOP).  The applicability has changed in this version: the GOP has been removed and existing facilities regulated by the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission are exempt from BAL-001-TRE.  Do you agree with these changes? If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. The BA requirement in the first posting for maintaining minimum interconnection frequency response was eliminated.  The BA requirements in R1 and R2 of the current draft are for monitoring and reporting on Frequency Measurable Events.  Do you agree with these revised BA responsibilities?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. In R4, the formulas for calculating the expected initial response have been modified to reflect the ramp direction of resource in the minute before the Frequency Measurable Event to adjust expected response based on that direction.  Do you agree with this adjustment?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. In R5, the SDT has added formulas for calculation of sustained performance during the frequency recovery period to replace the “visually apparent” performance and clarify the requirement.  These calculations have been added to the Performance Measurement Tool.  Do you agree with these changes?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
5. Violation Risk Factors (VRFs) and Time Horizons were not included in the first posted draft and have been added to the current draft. Do you agree with the VRFs and Time Horizons assigned to each requirement?  If not, please explain in the comment area.  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
6. The compliance measures were revised to reflect the timelines for reporting and provide clarification.  Do you agree with these changes?  If not, please comment and suggest alternative measures. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
7. The Violation Severity Levels (VSLs) were modified to reflect changes in the requirements per NERC Drafting Team Guidelines.  Do you agree with these VSLs?  If not, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
8. Do you have any other comments to improve the draft standard?  If so, please explain in the comment area. 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
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