Comment Form for the SAR for EOP VSLs and the proposed set of VSLs. This form will not be accepted
Background:

Violation Severity Levels (VSLs) are a component used to determine the size of a penalty or sanction, as identified in the ERO Rules of Procedure, Appendix 4B - Sanction Guidelines.  VSLs categorize the range of noncompliance associated with each requirement, and are referenced by the Compliance Enforcement Authority (CEA) after a violation has been identified.  The CEA first determines if performance is compliant, and then if the performance is not fully compliant, the CEA will look at the VSLs to determine which VSL best describes that performance. 

On February 28, 2008, the NERC Board of Trustees approved (for filing with FERC) all nine sets of Violation Severity Levels that were balloted in February 2008, including the set of VSLs for the Emergency Preparedness and Operations (EOP) requirements.  The set of VSLs for the EOP requirements received a 59.96% approval when balloted, which did not meet the criteria for stakeholder approval (66.66%).  The board directed the Standards Committee to take action to expedite the development of a revised group of EOP VSLs for filing with FERC.  

The EOP VSLs were modified based on comments submitted with the initial and recirculation ballots.  Please review the SAR and the EOP VSLs and answer the following questions, giving consideration to the following:
· FERC ordered that a VSL be developed for every requirement and sub-requirement that has been assigned a Violation Risk Factor (VRF). 

· The VSLs must support the objective of maintaining a reliable system. 

· Importance or impact on the system does not affect or influence severity level – importance is measured with VRFs. 
1. Do you agree with the need to modify the EOP VSLs as rapidly as practical, using the standards development process?  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. Do you agree with the scope and applicability of the SAR?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-001-0 — Emergency Operations Planning.    

If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
4. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-002-2 — Capacity and Energy Emergencies.

If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
5. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-003-1 — Load Shedding Plans.
If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
6. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-004-1 — Disturbance Reporting.
If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
7. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-005-1 — System Restoration Plans.
If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
8. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-006-1 — Reliability Coordination – System Restoration.

If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
9. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-008-0 — Plans for Loss of Control Center Functionality.

If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
10. Please review the VSLs proposed for the requirements and subrequirements in EOP-009-0 — Documentation of Blackstart Generating Unit Test Results.

If you believe that one or more of the VSLs should be modified, please identify the requirement, each VSL you disagree with, and if possible provide alternate language that would make that VSL acceptable to you.  

Suggested revisions:      
11. If you have any other comments on the SAR or the proposed set of EOP VSLs, please provide them here. 
Comments:      
