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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   John Horakh, 06-20-2005 

Organization:  MAAC 

Telephone:  609-625-6014 

Email:  john.horakh@conectiv.com 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   Robert Williams 

Organization:  PacifiCorp 

Telephone:  (503) 251-5197 

Email:  robert_l.williams@pacificorp.com 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: Entities who are delegated reliability coordinator tasks should be required to be certified.  
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments: Should include requirements for entities who are delegated reliability coordinator tasks. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments: The requirement for entities performing reliability coordinaror tasks to be certified, should be 
included in the standard.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments: There does not seem to be an allowance for regional differences in the standard. In the 
WECC, the reliability coordinator does not have a complete view of the schedule interchange and is not 
involved in the curtailment process, as they are in the east. Unless there is a change in the expectation 
for the reliability coordinators in the west to be involved in the schedule interchange portion of the BIOP, 
it will be difficult for them to cover the entire scope of the plan.  
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   Terry Gucciardo 

Organization:  Alliant Energy 

Telephone:  (319)786-3513 

Email:  terrygucciardo@alliantenergy.com 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: MVAR Reserves as compared to off-line studies might be acceptable. Can the level of 
MVAR reserves be based upon static limits. Current EMS systems might not have the capability to 
dynamically calculate the MVAR Reserves referenced in the Standard. Would there be an 
implementation timeframe? More definition would be needed as the reserve level would be different 
depending on time constraints for getting hydrogen pressure increased. Deliverability of the MVAR 
reserves needs to be considered also. 
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: R6. The Reliability Coordinator shall have processes, procedures and tool(s) to analyze, 
coordinate, and approve generation outages within its Reliability Coordinator Area. Many RCs do not 
have the authority to deny generation outages today. 
R7. The Reliability Coordinator shall have processes, procedures and tool(s) to analyze, coordinate, 
and approve the Balancing Integrated Operational Plan(s) within its Reliability Coordinator 
Area.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: In the purpose, need to add bulk electric system emergencies. 
R2.4 - Is this the RC's EMS system or some bulk electric system within its area? 
M1. The Reliability Coordinator shall demonstrate that it can follow its procedures, processes, or 
use its tools to operate during Emergency conditions as identified in Requirements R1 and R2. Should it 
read ..procedures, processes, AND use its tools? This should be clearer that the RC has the capability 
to ensure continuity in operations of the bulk electric system during emergency conditions. Does this 
include how the RC operates during times when data provided by a Transmission Operator or Balancing 
Authority fails? 
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7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: If the RC relies upon the Transmission Operators for sustaining operations while moving to 
backup site, are the Transmission Operators to be certified? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments: Add the words bulk electric referring to system shutdown in the purpose statement and in 
R2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 



The following are RC comments received with regard to the following certification 
standards. Can these be passed on to the appropriate body? Thanks 
 
 
It would be clearer if the Certification Standard would reference the specific, existing Standard 
requirements that are being in some cases being restated, or reworded, in the proposed 
Certification Standard.  Basically, the certification standard should be proving that you can meet 
the requirements of the existing Standards.  If the Certification Standard is creating a new 
requirement, then it would be clear (since there would not be a reference to existing standard.)  
  
ORG-020-1  R6.  Does the "NERC Certification Process for Reliability Coordinators" exist?  If so, 
does it addresses the the certification process for an RC that has areas in more than one 
Regional Reliability Organization? This Certification Process is not posted along with the 
Certification Standard. 
  
ORG-021-1  R3.  Model data needs to be provided.  R3.5 addresses Generator Operator for 
generation, R3.8 should state similar requirement for Transmission Owner for facility and 
operational data for modeling.  (Existing Standard MOD-010 thru 015 address models.)  
  
ORG-022-1 R1.1  Should reference existing Standard IRO-005 for a more complete listing of 
tasks.  
  
ORG-024-1 R5 and R6 leaves the time horizon undefined for approval of transmission and 
generator outages.  Existing Standard IRO-004 defines Operational Planning for the RC function 
to be next day. 
 
 
Dick Worthen  
SERC Compliance Manager  
Southeastern Electric Reliability Council  
Office: 336-766-0948   email: dworthen@serc1.org 
Mobile: 336-403-3749  
This email and any files transmitted with it are  
confidential and intended solely for the use of  
 the addressee. If you have received this  
message in error please notify the sender. Thank you.  
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   Gary H. Campbell 

Organization:  MAIN  

Telephone:  630-261-2656 

Email:  ghc@maininc.org  

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: I think R7 should include an on-site visit of the back-up facilities as 
this can be an essential part of an emergency and help ensure preparedness for 
emergencies. 
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments: R.3 Should'nt the Reliability Coordinator Reliability Plan be included in this section? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: r1 I think all entities such as RA , BA, TO etc. should all be 
covered in this requirement as coordination and cooperation may be needed by 
any one entity. The Measure section should use the teminology " and use it tools" to 
ensure everything is checked out and in place. As it is written, an auditor can interpret 
the measure as only one of the three elements must be in place. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: R1, R2  and C. Measure - These requirement and measure section should use the 
terminology " and facilites " to ensure everything is in place and checked out.  As it is 
written, an auditor can interpret the measure as only one of the four elements must be in 
place.  
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:         

Organization:        

Telephone:        

Email:        

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:   Midwest Reliability Organization 

Lead Contact:  Terry Bilke 

Contact Organization: MRO  

Contact Segment: 2 

Contact Telephone: 317-249-5463 

Contact Email:  tbilke@midwestiso.org 

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

Robert Coish MHEB MRO 2 
Ken Goldsmith ALT MRO 2 
Wayne Guttormson SPC MRO 2 
Todd Gosnell OPPD MRO 2 
Alan Boesch NPPD MRO 2 
Jim Maenner WPS MRO 2 
Darrick Moe WAPA MRO 2 
Tom Mielnik MEC MRO 2 
Joe Knight MRO MRO 2 
Dennis Florom LES MRO 2 
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: It is not clear from the standard whether this is a one-time requirement (initial certification) or 
whether this is the start of some repetitive requirement.  The standard should be clear that this is for 
initial certification and that the RC standards in force at any given time would guide the ongoing 
requirements.  If this is a one-time requirement, the standard should say so.                                                                     
Also, it would seem that if an entity has been functioning as a Reliability Coordinator and has undergone 
compliance and readiness assessments, it should be considered certified.      The RROs should 
probably retain the underlying documentation collected during the certification for a period of time.                                 
Finally, there should be wording either in the standard (or in the process document that defines the 
requirements) that an RC that operates in mulitple Regions be evaluated once by all applicable Regions.  
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments: If the term agreement includes documents such as tariffs, then we agree with the 
requirements.  If the term agreement means signed separate documents with every entity on every 
requirement, we would disagree.  Also, there is a requirement to process daily integrated operational 
plans (which is in the functional model, but not in the standards).  While the items in the functional model 
are useful to verify the RC has the processes needed to do the job, the functional model tasks shouldn't 
form a go-no go situation.  The ability to meet the standards should form the underlying basis of 
certification.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
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4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: There should be wording about the RC's obligation to monitor for IROLs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: Regarding M1, the RCs should be able to demonstrate the ability to use the tools. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: M1 doesn't specifically match with R1 and R2 concerning the use of tools. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:         

Organization:        

Telephone:        

Email:        

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:   MISO Control Area Working Group 

Lead Contact:  Doug Hils 

Contact Organization: Cinergy  

Contact Segment: 1 

Contact Telephone: 513-287-2149 

Contact Email:  doug.hils@cinergy.com 

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

Tony Jankowski WE Energies MAIN 4 
James Maenner Wisconsin Public Service Corp MAIN 3 
Ray Morella First Energy ECAR 1 
William SeDoris NIPSCO ECAR 5 
CJ Ingersoll Constellation Energy Control ECAR 5 
Karl Kohlrus CWLP MAIN 5 
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: MVAR Reserves as compared to off-line studies might be acceptable. Can the level of 
MVAR reserves be based upon static limits. Current EMS systems might not have the capability to 
dynamically calculate the MVAR Reserves referenced in the Standard. Would there be an 
implementation timeframe? More definition would be needed as the reserve level would be different 
depending on time constraints for getting hydrogen pressure increased. Deliverability of the MVAR 
reserves needs to be considered also. 
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: R6. The Reliability Coordinator shall have processes, procedures and tool(s) to analyze, 
coordinate, and approve generation outages within its Reliability Coordinator Area. Many RCs do not 
have the authority to deny generation outages today. 
R7. The Reliability Coordinator shall have processes, procedures and tool(s) to analyze, coordinate, 
and approve the Balancing Integrated Operational Plan(s) within its Reliability Coordinator 
Area.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: In the purpose, need to add bulk electric system emergencies. 
R2.4 - Is this the RC's EMS system or some bulk electric system within its area? 
M1. The Reliability Coordinator shall demonstrate that it can follow its procedures, processes, or 
use its tools to operate during Emergency conditions as identified in Requirements R1 and R2. Should it 
read ..procedures, processes, AND use its tools? This should be clearer that the RC has the capability 
to ensure continuity in operations of the bulk electric system during emergency conditions. Does this 
include how the RC operates during times when data provided by a Transmission Operator or Balancing 
Authority fails? 
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7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: If the RC relies upon the Transmission Operators for sustaining operations while moving to 
backup site, are the Transmission Operators to be certified? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments: Add the words bulk electric referring to system shutdown in the purpose statement and in 
R2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:         

Organization:        

Telephone:        

Email:        

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:   Entergy Service, Inc. - Transmission 

Lead Contact:  Ed Davis 

Contact Organization: Entergy Services, Inc  

Contact Segment: 1 

Contact Telephone: 504-310-5884 

Contact Email:  edavis@entergy.com 

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

Rick Riley Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Jay Zimmerman Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Lynnda Ell Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Maurice Casadaban Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
George Bartlett Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Jim Case Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Bill Aycock Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
Narinder Saini Entergy Services, Inc SERC 1 
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
1) R1 contains the requirement that the RC meet the Standard "Reliability Coordinator Certification - 
System Monitoring". This Standard does not exist. Please delete the reference to this Standard. 
 
2)  R1 contains the requirement that the RC meet the Standard "Reliability Coordinator Certification - 
Data Acquisition". This Standard does not exist. Please modify this Requirement to reference the 
Standard "Reliability Coordinator Certification - Data Acquisition and Monitoring". 
 
3) R2 states the entity seeking certification shall adhere to the requirements of the "NERC Certification 
Process for Reliability Coordinators". Please add that Certification Process to this standard since that 
Process is part of the Certification Process. 
 
4) R3 contains the statement "The entity, to which a task is delegated, shall be subject to review." 
Please be more specific about the terms and conditions of this "review" requirement. "Review" by 
whom? Or what? Will this entity also be required to adhere to the unspecified "NERC Certification 
Process for Reliability Coordinators"? 
 
5) M3 is a Requirement for the RRO. It is not a Measure. Please move M3 to the Requirements section 
and add a requirement that Measures the RRO performance for administering the RC Certification 
Standard. 
 
6) Please add a statement indicating "who" will be conducting the "on-site" review, which we expect is 
part of the Certification Process contained in 3) above. 
 
7) In R7 concerning the "on-site" visit, please replace “Reliability Coordinator’s control center facilities” 
by ”control center facilities of the entity seeking Reliability Coordinator Certification”. 
 
8) In Section A and B.R.1, please replace "operating reliability function" with "reliability coordination 
functions as specified in the Standards".   
 
9) Please delete the definition, all references in all locations of this Certification Standard, and then 
delete any requirements contained herein to BALANCING INTEGRATED OPERATIONAL PLAN. The 
definition of this term appears in ORG-020, ORG-021, ORG-023, and ORG-024, and its use should be 
deleted from ORG-023 R3, ORG-024 R7, and ORG-026 R2.2, and others as needed. This Plan includes 
the participation by more operational entities than the BA and RC and should be vetted through the 
NERC Standard development process. 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  
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 No  
Comments:  
 
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
1) R1 and R2 place requirements on the RC and its personnel concerning the NERC Confidentiality 
Agreement and the NERC Standards of Conduct. Please add a Requirement that any entity to whom the 
RC delegates tasks, and its personnel, must execute the NERC Confidentiality Agreement and the 
NERC Standards of Conduct. 
 
2) R3 requires "agreements" but does not specify with whom. Please add the following to the first 
sentence of R3: " .. shall have agreements ( add - "with each of the following entities" ) that define the … 
". 
 
3) Please delete all requirements R3.1 through R3.9 since they specify details of the agreements 
between the RCs and the entities within the RC Area. In addition, add the following statement to the last 
sentence of R3 - " … for the defined Reliaibility Coordinator Area (delete - "that addresses:") (add - 
"such that all entities meet the NERC Reliability Standards.")". 
 
4) If it is decided to not delete the requirements R3.1 through R3.9 then please add a specific reference 
that identifies each specific NERC Standard and Requirement that requires the information detailed in 
that requirement. 
 
5) If it is decided to not delete the requirements R3.1 through R3.9 then please delete "R3.4.1 
Coordinate Available Transmission Capacity (ATC) with the Reliability Coordinator" since this is not a 
NERC Standards Requirement. These word are contained in the Functional Model V2 but are not 
required in the NERC Standards. 
 
6) Requirement IRO-001 R8 contains the statement:  
 
     "Transmission Operators, Balancing Authorities, Generator Operators, Transmission Service 
Providers, Load-Serving Entities, and Purchasing-Selling Entities shall comply with Reliability 
Coordinator directives unless such actions would violate safety, equipment, or regulatory or 
statutory requirements." 
 
 
If it is decided to not delete the requirements R3.1 through R3.9 then please add the above Requirement 
to all the appropriate entities included in R3.1 through R3.9, including the last part of the statement " .. 
unless such actions would violate safety, equipment, regulatory or statutory requirements .. ". 
 
7) Please add " .. and reliability analysis" to the end of R3.5, after "modeling". 
 
8) Please be specific about how the TSP would "follow" RC direction. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  
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 No  
Comments:  
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
1) NERC Standard PER-004 Reliability Coordination - Staffing contains the following Requirement: "R1. 
Each Reliability Coordinator shall be staffed with adequately trained and NERC-certified Reliability 
Coordinator operators, 24 hours per day, seven days per week." There is no need to repeat that 
requirement in this Certification Standard. Therefore, Requirement R1 for this Personnel Standard 
should be changed to: "The Reliability Coordinator shall have personnel that have current NERC-
certified Reliability Coordinator credentials." 
 
2) Please delete R1.1. It is an incomplete list of the Relilbility Authority Real-Time activities taken from 
the Functional Model "Reliability Authority - Relationships with other Responsible Entities". R1.1 is not a 
list of the RC tasks that are performed by NERC-certified RC personnel.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
1) NERC Standard IRO-002, R2 states "Each Reliability Coordinator shall determine the data 
requirements to support its reliability coordination tasks and shall request such data from its 
Transmission Operators, Balancing Authorities, Transmission Owners, Generation Owners, Generation 
Operators, and Load- Serving Entities, or adjacent Reliability Coordinators." Therefore, there is no need 
for this ORG-023-1 R2 to list the information required by an RC. We suggest this R2 be re-written to the 
following: "R2. The Reliability Coordinator shall have procedures, processes, and tools in place to 
accomplish the data transfers specified in R1." 
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2) Please delete R3, R4, R5, R6, R7, and R8. They are all repetitive of Requirements R1 and R2. 
 
3) If the Requirements identified in Item #2 are not deleted, then please delete R6.1, R6.2, and R6.3 
since they are not a complete list of what is needed. Also, please change R6 to: "R6 The Reliability 
Coordinator shall have procedures, processes, and tools for monitoring the information specified in R1 
from each Transmission Operator within its Reliability Coordinator Area." 
 
4) If the Requirements identified in Item #2 are not deleted, then please delete R7.1, R7.2, R7.3, R7.4, 
R7.5, and R7.6 since they are not a complete list of what is needed. Also, please change R7 to: "R7 The 
Reliability Coordinator shall have procedures, processes, and tools for monitoring the information 
specified in R1 from each Balancing Authority within its Reliability Coordinator Area." 
 
5) If the Requirements identified in Item #2 are not deleted, then please delete R8.1 and R8.2 since they 
are not a complete list of what is needed. Also, please change R8 to: "R8 The Reliability Coordinator 
shall have procedures, processes, and tools for monitoring the information specified in R1 from each 
adjacent Reliability Coordinator." 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
1) There is no requirement in any standard that the RC perform contingency analysis at a specified time 
interval. Please delete Requirement R3.1.3. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 
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 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
 
1) Requirement R1 should be revised to delete the ending phrase "that addresses when:" and replace it 
with "as defined in the Standards." 
 
2) Delete R1.1, R1.2, and R1.3 as this is a very limited list of the RC requirements and the RC must 
meet the NERC Standards, not this list. 
 
3) Delete all of R2 as it is not a complete list of all the RC Requirements specified in the NERC 
Standards and actually may introduce new requirements that are not in the NERC Standards. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
Please delete R2 as it is the same as R1 in a different form, may not be a complete list of all the RC 
Requirements specified in the NERC Standards, and actually may introduce new requirements that are 
not in the NERC Standards.  
 
2) Delete the reference to R2 in the Measures. 
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  No comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:  
 
 
We have the following comments and suggestions: 
 
 
1) In these standards, no process exists for the possibility of being de-certified after the initial 
certification.  If this process exists separately from this set of standards, then the standards should point 
to the process.  If it does not exist elsewhere, then the standards should be modified to allow for that 
possibility.   
 
2) Please modify these Certification Standards to reference specific existing Standards requriements 
and delete all restatements or rewording of those requirements in these Certification Standards. These 
Certification Standards should be requiring the RC to prove how it meets the requirements of the 
existing standards.  
 
3)  Grammatically, more use of possesive nouns would be appreciated; some standard requirement 
sections contain wording that appears to place requirements on entities other than the RC.   
 
4) Please add a provision for periodic on-site reviews of RCs to ensure they continue to meet 
Certification Standard requirements. 
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5) Please add provisions for de-certification of RCs, for both self-decertification and de-certification for 
cause. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:  No comments. 
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   Terry L. Blackwell 

Organization:  South Carolina Public Service Authority (SCPSA) 

Telephone:  843-761-8000, ext 5196 

Email:  tlblackw@santeecooper.com 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: The proposed ORG Standards appear to define processes by which organizations are 
certified along with associated requirements that duplicate or restate requirements included in other 
NERC Standards.  In addition, the proposed standards also appear to be a potential forum to establish 
new requirements not already included in other NERC Standards. SCPSA believes that the overall 
process of certifying organizations should not be developed through the NERC standards process; 
rather, organization certification processes and procedures should be developed and maintained, with 
industry input, by NERC and the regions along with other processes and procedures that are currently 
maintained outside of the standards process. 
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  
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Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:         

Organization:        

Telephone:        

Email:        

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:   Compliance and Certification Committee 

Lead Contact:  Martin Sidor 

Contact Organization: NERC  

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone: (609) 452-8060 

Contact Email:  martin.sidor@nerc.net 

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

Jerry Smith Arizona Public Service Commissio WECC 9 
Earl Cass Western Area Power Admin MAPP 9 
Tom Abrams Santee Cooper SERC 1 
Keith Comeaux CLECO SPP 1 
Bob Harbour Continental Cooperative Services NA 4 
Chuck Waits Michigan Electric Transmission C ECAR 1 
Larry Grimm ERCOT ERCOT 2 
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  The Compliance and Certification Committee (a NERC stakeholder group) thanks the 
standard drafting team for removing the certification process from the standard.  The Organization 
Certification Working Group (a group reporting to the CCC) has taken the process language that was 
removed from the standard, drafted a more detailed process, and is working on a transition plan and 
training documents for entities that wish to register and certify.  The CCC expects to post the process 
documents publicly for comment and will coordinate the posting with the standard drafting team. The 
CCC will have the flexibility to improve the certification process to benefit the industry.  The CCC is 
pleased with the addition of the delegation of tasks language in the standard.  The CCC is concerned 
about Requirements 6 and 7 and Measures 3 and 4.  Requirement 6 requires the regions to perform the 
certification.  Measure 4 requires the regional regliability organization to administer the certification 
process.  Requirement 7 calls for a site visit to complete the certification process.  Requirements like 
these, to manage the certification of entities and the details of the certification process, will likely be part 
of the delegation agreement that NERC will have with each of the regions.   Measure 3 is a measure that 
will result in failure to be certified.  Therefore, the requirements may not be enforceable using Measure 
3.  Requirement 7 states a process requirement for the NERC organization certification process that also 
may not be enforceable.  The CCC requests that the drafting team consult with NERC counsel regarding 
the appropriateness of including these provisions as part of the standards as opposed to being part of a 
delegation agreement with the regional reliability organizations.  
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:         

Organization:        

Telephone:        

Email:        

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:   NERC Personnel Subcommittee 

Lead Contact:  Earl F. Cass 

Contact Organization: NERC  

Contact Segment: 1 

Contact Telephone: 605-882-7550 

Contact Email:  cass@wapa.gov 

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

Mike Wells WECC WECC 2 
Ray Gross PJM MAAC 2 
Geoff Elmer IESO NPCC 2 
John Taylor SPP SPP 2 
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 

 



Comment Form – Proposed Reliability Coordinator Certification Standards 

 Page 3 of 6  

Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments: The NERC PS feels that the training requirement R2 is insufficient with respect to being able 

to measure the organizations' ability to successfully meet the requirement.  The tasks listed in 

requirement R1 may be sufficient to identify a Reliability Coordinator Organization, but the task list is not 

comprehensive enough to constitute the definition of a quality training program.  Requirement R2.1 is 

also insufficient with respect to the retention of records.  Retention of this limited amount of data would 

prove only that some form of "training" took place but would not provide enough information to determine 

if the organization had any structured program or assurance of quality and participant achievement.   

The PS recommends language be inserted into the standard requiring adherence to the present PER-

003 and it's planned successor which is being drafted by the PS.  Having training requirements within 

multiple standards has the potential to cause confusion within the industry for both the organization and 

the compliance and readiness audit staff.   
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4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   Roger Champagne 

Organization:  Hydro-Québec TransÉnergie 

Telephone:  514-289-2211 

Email:  champagne.roger.2@hydro.qc.ca 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:       
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
With regards to the ability of the RC to direct those under its footprint.  The terms used in R3.2.6, R3.3.4, 
and R3.4.4 are inconsistent.  We need to suggest a consistent application of an RC’s direction.  
 
Moreover, an additional clause needs to be added that outlines the ability of an RC to direct the LSE 
under its footprint.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments: Please clarify if all personnel to which some tasks may be delegated during Loss of Control 
Center Functionnality must also be NERC certified 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
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5.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-024-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — System 
Analysis? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
6.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-025-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Emergency 
Operations? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments:       
 
 
 
 
 
 
7.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-026-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Loss of Control 
Center Functionality? 

 Yes  

 No  

Comments: The existing version-0 NERC standard (re:EOP-008-0 ) prescribes a requirement that 

clearly outlines that the interim provisions must be included if it is expected to take more than one hour 

to implement the contingency plan for loss of primary control facility. It is recommended to include the 

existing clause/requirement into this proposed ver-1 standard. 

 

re: R1: The foot note statement related to SCADA (voice ….)is confusing. The footnote needs to be 

clarified and/or reworded.   
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8.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-027-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Restoration? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
We recommend to delete "integrates the restoration plan" from the R1 and suggest that R1 be rworded 
as follows: 
“The Reliability Coordinator shall have a restoration plan that assures effective restoration within and 

adjacent to their Reliability Coordinator Area by enabling, and coordinating required operating actions 

necessary for system restoration of all the entities operating within its Reliability Coordinator Area 

including its Balancing Authorities, Generator Operators, Transmission Operators, Load Serving Entities 

and adjacent Reliability Coordinators.” 

 

Rationale: 

There may not be mechanisms to integrate the restoration plans of adjacent reliability coordinators.  

Rather actions are coordinated for effective restoration and capture obligations in Interconnection 

agreement and their underlying joint operating procedure  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
9.  Please identify any elements that you feel that should be included in the standards, but are not. 
 
Comments: Additional Comments: 
 
1. With regards to the definition of the Agreement, we recommend that following wording should be 
added in the beginning of the proposed statement/definition of Agreement i.e. “For purposes of applying 
the term ‘Agreement’ within this standard it shall mean………………….” 
 
2.It is expected that audits will be conducetd for these standards. In that case we suggest that data 
retention period be specified. 
 
3.We recommend that the proposed standards be throughly reviewed and reassessed by the SDT 
based on the outcomes and resolutions of existing registration and any Functional Model updates and 
revisions. 
 
4. Moreover, the implementation and application of this standard in terms of coordination with other 
Functional Model related entities should need to allow for a transition period untill the FM related entities 
are fully registered/certified. 
 
 
 
5. Also, for this Standard and all the Certification Standards it is important to clarify that 
Certification will be done only to meet this standard and not the Functional Model.  Any changes to the 
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Functional Model must be reflected in this standard by revision through the Reliability Standards 
Process. 
 
6. Clarification is needed about the BIOP such as time frame, etc 
 
7. In ORG-021-1, R3.3.3 What is it meant by "construction plans"? Do we refer to in-service date of 
equipment or one-line diagram or both? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
10.  Please identify any regional differences that you feel should be included in the standards.  
 
Comments:       
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This form is to be used to submit comments on the proposed Draft 1 of the Reliability Coordinator 
Certification Standards.  Comments must be submitted by July 1, 2005.  You may submit the completed 
form by emailing it to: sarcomm@nerc.com with the words “RC Certification Standards Comments” in 
the subject line.  If you have questions please contact Mark Ladrow at mark.ladrow@nerc.net or by 
telephone at 609-452-8060. 
 
ALL DATA ON THIS FORM WILL BE TRANSFERRED AUTOMATICALLY TO A 
DATABASE AND IT IS THEREFORE IMPORTANT TO ADHERE TO THE 
FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS: 
 
DO: Do enter text only, with no formatting or styles added. 
 Do use punctuation and capitalization as needed (except quotations). 

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 insert tabs or paragraph returns in any data field. 

Do not use numbering or bullets in any data field. 
Do not use quotation marks in any data field. 
Do not submit a response in an unprotected copy of this form. 

 
 

Individual Commenter Information 

(Complete this page for comments from one organization or individual.) 

Name:   P. D. Henderson 

Organization:  Independent Electricity System Operator (IESO), Ontario 

Telephone:  905-855-6258 

Email:  Peter.Henderson@ieso.ca 

NERC Region  Registered Ballot Body Segment 
 1 - Transmission Owners 
 2 - RTOs, ISOs, Regional Reliability Councils 
 3 - Load-serving Entities 
 4 - Transmission-dependent Utilities 
 5 - Electric Generators 
 6 - Electricity Brokers, Aggregators, and Marketers 
 7 - Large Electricity End Users 
 8 - Small Electricity End Users 

 ERCOT 
 ECAR 
 FRCC 
 MAAC 
 MAIN 
 MAPP 
 NPCC 
 SERC 
 SPP 
 WECC 
 NA - Not 

Applicable 

 9 - Federal, State, Provincial Regulatory or other Government Entities 
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Group Comments (Complete this page if comments are from a group.) 

Group Name:         

Lead Contact:        

Contact Organization:        

Contact Segment:   

Contact Telephone:       

Contact Email:        

Additional Member Name Additional Member Organization Region* Segment*

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

        

        

                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    
                    

*If more than one Region or Segment applies, indicate the best fit for the purpose of these comments.  
Regional acronyms and segment numbers are shown on prior page. 
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Background Information: 
 
 
The Standard Drafting Team developed the RC Certification Standards based on the scope outline in the 
related SAR, the Reliability Functional Model, and the Version 0 Reliability Standards.  The reader may 
find it useful to review these documents to help understand the Standard Drafting Team’s philosophy in 
creating this group of standards.  The documents can be accessed at the following links: 
 
RC SAR and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/standards/Certification-Reliability.html 
 
Functional Model and Related Documents: http://www.nerc.com/~filez/functionalmodel.html 
 
The Certification Standard Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this group of 
standards.  Accordingly, we request your comments included on this form, emailed to 
sarcomm@nerc.com with the subject “RC Certification Standards Comments” by July 1, 2005. 
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1.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 
identified for Standard ORG-020-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Certification? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments: It is not clear from the standard whether this is a one-time requirement (initial certification) or 
whether this is the start of some repetitive requirement.  The standard should be clear that this is for 
initial certification and that the RC standards in force at any given time would guide the ongoing 
requirements.  If this is a one-time requirement, the standard should say so. 
 
Requirements 1 and 5 are redundant. R5 needs to be deleted. 
 
The RROs should probably retain the underlying documentation collected during the certification for a 
period of time.   
 
Finally, there should be wording either in the standard (or in the process document that defines the 
requirements) that an RC that operates in mulitple Regions be evaluated once by all applicable Regions.  
 
 
 
 
  
 
2.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-021-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Agreements? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments: If the term agreement includes documents such as market rules, policies, procedures or  
tariffs, then we agree with the requirements.  If the term agreement means signed separate documents 
with every entity on every requirement, we would disagree. Primary "agreements" (as per above) should 
apply to the TOPs and BAs within the RC area.  In general, they have the ability to provide the RC with 
needed data.  
 
Also, there is a requirement to process daily integrated operational plans (which is in the functional 
model, but not in the standards).  While the items in the functional model are useful to verify the RC has 
the processes needed to do the job, the functional model tasks shouldn't form a go-no go situation (as 
long as the general intent is met).   
 
Requirements R1.1 and R2.1 require the RC to "train" their operators and ensure they "understand" their 
obligations and responsibilites.  The use of the word "understand" is too subjective. If the intent is to 
"test" operators too ensure they understand the requriement, it should say that. 
 
With regards to the ability of the RC to direct those under its footprint.  The terms used in R3.2.6, R3.3.4, 
and R3.4.4 are inconsistent.  We need to suggest a consistent application of an RC’s direction.  
 
Requirement R3.2.6 requires the BA to "comply with RC directives under both normal and emergency 
conditions. 
Requirement R3.3.4 requires the TOP to "implement corrective actions directed by the RC" 
Requirement R3.4.3 requries the TSP to "follow the direction of the RC" 
All three requriements should be worded the same and we recommend the wording used in R3.2.6 for 
the BA.  Also, does the RC issue directives to the TSP? 
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3.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-022-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Personnel? 
 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
 
Requirement 2 requires the RC to provide its operating personnel with training.  This is too vague.  A 
minimum amount and type of training needs to be identified. 
 
The task outlined in R1.1 should accurately reflect the RC tasks outlined in the Functional Model 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
4.  Do you agree with the Introduction, Requirements, Measures, and Compliance elements 

identified for Standard ORG-023-1 — Reliability Coordinator Certification — Data 
Acquisition and Monitoring? 

 Yes  

 No  
Comments:  
There should be wording about the RC's obligation to monitor for IROLs. 

 

Purpose - Strike the word "and" after generation. 

 

Requirement 1 - "periodicity of transmittal" and "time frame" appear to mean the same thing. 

 

Requirement R2.1 - R2.4 need to indicate if this is for "all" generators or generators "above a certain 

MW value". 

 

R2.10 needs to indicate ACE "from all BA's with the RC Area" 

 

R2.14 - Add the word Schedules after Interchange. 

 

R4 - An RC may need reliability analysis information from RC's that are not "adjacent" to them. 
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