
 
 

 

Agenda 
Standards Committee Process Subcommittee 
Conference Call 
February 17, 2017 | 2:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. Eastern 
 
Dial-in: 1-415-655-0002| Access Code: 732575523 | Password: 022117 
 
Click here for: Webinar Access 
 
Introduction and Chair’s Remarks 
 
NERC Antitrust Compliance Guidelines and Public Announcement 
 
Agenda Items 

1. Review Current Team Roster 

2. Review Meeting Agenda and Objectives 

3. NERC Standard Processes Manual (SPM) Revision Project - (P. Heidrich) 

a. Review proposed revisions to Section 11: Process for Approving Supporting Documents*  

b. Review proposed revisions to Section 7: Process for Developing an Interpretation*   

4. Review of the Standards Resource Document list* - (L. Oelker) 

a. Standard Drafting Team Scope Document  (Update) (J. Hagan) 

b. Standard Committee Procedure: Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard*  
(Endorse) (S. Rueckert) 

c. SAR Form Identifying the Need for a Variance*  (Retire) (P. Heidrich) 

5. Items Slated for Presentation at Next Standards Committee Meeting (June 15, 2016) - (P. 
Heidrich)  

a. Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard (Approval) 

b. SAR Form Identifying the Need for a Variance (Retirement) 

6. Review Work Plan (P. Heidrich) 

a. Update on project to ‘Evaluate Options to Handle Changes to Implementation Plan Prior to 
Final Ballot’  (B. Li) 

b. Work Plan* 

7. Review of Actions/Assignments - (M. Bunch) 

8. Future Meetings 

https://nerc.webex.com/nerc/j.php?MTID=mb953f966d504eee13de66774ef39f9c0
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a. Meetings in coordination with Standards Committee:  

i. March 14, 2017 (1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. Mountain) WECC – Salt Lake City, UT 

ii. June 13, 2017 (1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. Eastern) NERC – Atlanta, GA 

iii. September 6, 2017 (1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m. Central) MRO – St. Paul, MN  

b. Interim Conference Calls:   

i. March 29, 2017 – 2:00 p.m. - 3:30 p.m. Eastern  

ii. May 22, 2017 – 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m. Eastern  

iii. June 28, 2017 –  1:00 p.m. - 3:30 p.m. Eastern 

9. Adjourn 

 
*Background materials included. 
 



 

Antitrust Compliance Guidelines 
 
 
 
I. General 
It is NERC’s policy and practice to obey the antitrust laws and to avoid all conduct that unreasonably 
restrains competition. This policy requires the avoidance of any conduct that violates, or that might 
appear to violate, the antitrust laws. Among other things, the antitrust laws forbid any agreement 
between or among competitors regarding prices, availability of service, product design, terms of sale, 
division of markets, allocation of customers or any other activity that unreasonably restrains 
competition. 
 
It is the responsibility of every NERC participant and employee who may in any way affect NERC’s 
compliance with the antitrust laws to carry out this commitment. 
 
Antitrust laws are complex and subject to court interpretation that can vary over time and from one 
court to another. The purpose of these guidelines is to alert NERC participants and employees to 
potential antitrust problems and to set forth policies to be followed with respect to activities that may 
involve antitrust considerations. In some instances, the NERC policy contained in these guidelines is 
stricter than the applicable antitrust laws. Any NERC participant or employee who is uncertain about 
the legal ramifications of a particular course of conduct or who has doubts or concerns about whether 
NERC’s antitrust compliance policy is implicated in any situation should consult NERC’s General Counsel 
immediately. 
 
II. Prohibited Activities 
Participants in NERC activities (including those of its committees and subgroups) should refrain from 
the following when acting in their capacity as participants in NERC activities (e.g., at NERC meetings, 
conference calls and in informal discussions): 

• Discussions involving pricing information, especially margin (profit) and internal cost 
information and participants’ expectations as to their future prices or internal costs. 

• Discussions of a participant’s marketing strategies. 

• Discussions regarding how customers and geographical areas are to be divided among 
competitors. 

• Discussions concerning the exclusion of competitors from markets. 

• Discussions concerning boycotting or group refusals to deal with competitors, vendors or 
suppliers. 
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• Any other matters that do not clearly fall within these guidelines should be reviewed with 
NERC’s General Counsel before being discussed. 

 
III. Activities That Are Permitted 
From time to time decisions or actions of NERC (including those of its committees and subgroups) may 
have a negative impact on particular entities and thus in that sense adversely impact competition. 
Decisions and actions by NERC (including its committees and subgroups) should only be undertaken for 
the purpose of promoting and maintaining the reliability and adequacy of the bulk power system. If 
you do not have a legitimate purpose consistent with this objective for discussing a matter, please 
refrain from discussing the matter during NERC meetings and in other NERC-related communications. 
 
You should also ensure that NERC procedures, including those set forth in NERC’s Certificate of 
Incorporation, Bylaws, and Rules of Procedure are followed in conducting NERC business.  
 
In addition, all discussions in NERC meetings and other NERC-related communications should be within 
the scope of the mandate for or assignment to the particular NERC committee or subgroup, as well as 
within the scope of the published agenda for the meeting. 
 
No decisions should be made nor any actions taken in NERC activities for the purpose of giving an 
industry participant or group of participants a competitive advantage over other participants. In 
particular, decisions with respect to setting, revising, or assessing compliance with NERC reliability 
standards should not be influenced by anti-competitive motivations. 
 
Subject to the foregoing restrictions, participants in NERC activities may discuss: 

• Reliability matters relating to the bulk power system, including operation and planning matters 
such as establishing or revising reliability standards, special operating procedures, operating 
transfer capabilities, and plans for new facilities. 

• Matters relating to the impact of reliability standards for the bulk power system on electricity 
markets, and the impact of electricity market operations on the reliability of the bulk power 
system. 

• Proposed filings or other communications with state or federal regulatory authorities or other 
governmental entities. 

 
Matters relating to the internal governance, management and operation of NERC, such as nominations 
for vacant committee positions, budgeting and assessments, and employment matters; and procedural 
matters such as planning and scheduling meetings. 
 



Public Announcements 

Conference call: 
Participants are reminded that this conference call is public. The access number was posted on the 
NERC website and widely distributed. Speakers on the call should keep in mind that the listening 
audience may include members of the press and representatives of various governmental authorities, 
in addition to the expected participation by industry stakeholders. 
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Section 11.0:  Process for Approving Supporting Documents 

The NERC Standards Committee oversees the development and approval of documents identified as 

supporting documents to approved Reliability Standards. Supporting documents may explain or facilitate 

understanding of Reliability Standards but do not themselves contain mandatory Requirements subject to 

compliance review.  Any Requirements that are mandatory shall be incorporated into the Reliability 

Standard in the Reliability Standard development process.   

 This Section provides the mechanism by which any stakeholder may propose a supporting document to an 

approved Reliability Standard.   

The process outlined in this section is designed to ensure that each supporting document has received 

stakeholder review to verify the accuracy of the technical content prior to being posted as a supporting 

document to an approved Reliability Standard.     

11.1: Types of Supporting Documents 

The types of supporting documents that may be approved under this Section are listed below. 

Type of Document Description 

Reference Descriptive, technical information or analysis or explanatory information to 

support the understanding of an approved Reliability Standard.   

Lessons Learned Documents designed to convey lessons learned from NERC’s various activities 

related to an approved Reliability Standard. A Lessons Learned document is not 

intended to establish new Requirements under NERC’s Reliability Standards or 

to modify Requirements in any existing Reliability Standards. 

White Paper An informal paper stating a position or concept.  A white paper may have been 

used to propose preliminary concepts for the approved Reliability Standard or 

a Reference document. 

Supporting documents do not include documents that contain specific compliance approaches or examples 

of compliance. Such documents would be developed in accordance with the applicable NERC Compliance 

Monitoring and Enforcement Program process. 

11.2: Process for Proposing and Evaluating Supporting Documents 

Proposals for supporting documents to approved Reliability Standards shall be submitted to the NERC 

Reliability Standards Staff.  

NERC Staff shall conduct a review of the proposed supporting document. In performing this review, NERC 

Staff may consult any technical resources it deems appropriate. The purpose of this review is to determine 

whether the proposed supporting document meets the following three criteria:  

1. the document is a type of supporting document subject to this Section, as described in Section

11.1;

2. the document is consistent with the purpose and intent of the associated Reliability Standard;

and
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3. the document has received adequate stakeholder review to assess its technical adequacy, such 

as through a NERC technical committee review process, public comment period(s) held during 

the development of the associated Reliability Standard, or other stakeholder review process.  

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document has met the three criteria specified 

above, NERC Staff shall submit the proposed supporting document to the Standards Committee as specified 

in Section 11.3 below. 

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document does not meet the first or second 

criteria specified above, NERC Staff shall notify the submitter that the document will not be posted as a 

supporting document under this Section. This notification shall be made in writing with an explanation of 

the basis for the decision. NERC Staff shall also notify the Standards Committee of this determination at 

the next regularly scheduled Standards Committee meeting. 

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document meets the first and second criteria, 

but has not yet received adequate stakeholder review under the third criteria, NERC Staff shall make a 

recommendation to the Standards Committee to authorize the posting of the proposed supporting document 

for stakeholder review to verify the accuracy of the technical content. This comment period shall be for 30 

days, unless directed otherwise by the Standards Committee. Upon conclusion of the comment period, 

NERC Staff shall compile the comments and provide to the submitter for consideration. If the submitter 

modifies the proposed supporting document based on stakeholder comments, NERC Staff may post the 

document for additional comment periods to ensure sufficient vetting and technical review.  

 

11.3:  Approving a Supporting Document  
Following its determination that the proposed supporting document has received sufficient vetting and 

technical review and meets the other criteria specified above, NERC Staff shall present the supporting 

document to the NERC Standards Committee for approval to post with the approved Reliability Standard 

on the pertinent NERC website page(s). 
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Section 11.0:  Process for Approving Supporting Documents 

The NERC Standards Committee oversees the development and approval of documents identified as 

supporting documents to approved Reliability Standards. The following types of documents are samples of 

the types of supporting documents that may be developed to enhance stakeholder understanding and 

implementation of a Reliability Standard.  These Supporting documents may explain or facilitate 

implementation understanding of Reliability Standards but do not themselves contain mandatory 

Requirements subject to compliance review.  Any Requirements that are mandatory shall be incorporated 

into the Reliability Standard in the Reliability Standard development process.   

While most supporting documents are developed by the standard drafting team working to develop the 

associated Reliability Standard, any entity may develop a supporting document associated with a Reliability 

Standard. This Section provides the mechanism by which any stakeholder may propose a supporting 

document to an approved Reliability Standard.   

The Standards Committee shall authorize the posting of all supporting references1 that are linked to an 

approved Reliability Standard.  Prior to granting approval to post a supporting reference with a link to the 

associated Reliability Standard, the Standards Committee shall verify The process outlined in this section 

is designed to ensure that the each supporting document has had received stakeholder review to verify the 

accuracy of the technical content prior to being posted as a supporting document to an approved Reliability 

Standard.  While the Standards Committee has the authority to approve the posting of each such reference, 

stakeholders, not the Standards Committee, verify the accuracy of the document’s contents.   

11.1: Types of Supporting Documents 

The types of supporting documents that may be approved under this Section are listed below. 

Type of Document Description 

Reference Descriptive, technical information or analysis or explanatory information to 

support the understanding and interpretation of an approved Reliability 

Standard.  A standard reference may support the implementation of a 

Reliability Standard or satisfy another purpose consistent with the reliability 

and market interface principles. 

Guideline Recommended process that identifies a method of meeting a Requirement 

under specific conditions. 

Supplement Data forms, pro forma documents, and associated instructions that support the 

implementation of a Reliability Standard. 

Training Material Documents that support the implementation of a Reliability Standard. 

Procedure Step-wise instructions defining a particular process or operation.  Procedures 

may support the implementation of a Reliability Standard or satisfy another 

purpose consistent with the reliability and market interface principles. 

1 The Standards Committee’s Procedure for Approving the Posting of Reference Documents is posted on the 

Reliability Standards Resources web page. 
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Lessons Learned Documents designed to convey lessons learned from NERC’s various activities 

related to an approved Reliability Standard. A Lessons Learned document is not 

intended to establish new Requirements under NERC’s Reliability Standards or 

to modify Requirements in any existing Reliability Standards. 

White Paper An informal paper stating a position or concept.  A white paper may have been 

used to propose preliminary concepts for a the approved Reliability Standard 

or one of the documents abovea Reference document. 

 
Supporting documents do not include documents that contain specific compliance approaches or examples 

of compliance. Such documents would be developed in accordance with the applicable NERC Compliance 

Monitoring and Enforcement Program process. 

 

11.2: Process for Proposing and Evaluating Supporting Documents 

Proposals for supporting documents to approved Reliability Standards shall be submitted to the NERC 

Reliability Standards Staff.  

 

NERC Staff shall conduct a review of the proposed supporting document. In performing this review, NERC 

Staff may consult any technical resources it deems appropriate. The purpose of this review is to determine 

whether the proposed supporting document meets the following three criteria:  

 

1. the document is a type of supporting document subject to this Section, as described in Section 

11.1;  

2. the document is consistent with the purpose and intent of the associated Reliability Standard; 

and  

3. the document has received adequate stakeholder review to assess its technical adequacy, such 

as through a NERC technical committee review process, public comment period(s) held during 

the development of the associated Reliability Standard, or other stakeholder review process.  

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document has met the three criteria specified 

above, NERC Staff shall submit the proposed supporting document to the Standards Committee as specified 

in Section 11.3 below. 

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document does not meet the first or second 

criteria specified above, NERC Staff shall notify the submitter that the document will not be posted as a 

supporting document under this Section. This notification shall be made in writing with an explanation of 

the basis for the decision. NERC Staff shall also notify the Standards Committee of this determination at 

the next regularly scheduled Standards Committee meeting. 

 

Where NERC Staff determines that the proposed supporting document meets the first and second criteria, 

but has not yet received adequate stakeholder review under the third criteria, NERC Staff shall make a 

recommendation to the Standards Committee to authorize the posting of the proposed supporting document 

for stakeholder review to verify the accuracy of the technical content. This comment period shall be for 30 

days, unless directed otherwise by the Standards Committee. Upon conclusion of the comment period, 

NERC Staff shall compile the comments and provide to the submitter for consideration. If the submitter 

modifies the proposed supporting document based on stakeholder comments, NERC Staff may post the 

document for additional comment periods to ensure sufficient vetting and technical review.  
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11.3:  Approving a Supporting Document  
Following its determination that the proposed supporting document has received sufficient vetting and 

technical review and meets the other criteria specified above, NERC Staff shall present the supporting 

document to the NERC Standards Committee for approval to post with the approved Reliability Standard 

on the pertinent NERC website page(s). 
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SSeeccttiioonn  77..00::  PPrroocceessss  ffoorr  DDeevveellooppiinngg  aann  IInntteerrpprreettaattiioonn 

A valid Interpretation request is one that requests additional clarity about one or more Requirements in 
approved NERC Reliability Standards, but does not request approval as to how to comply with one or 
more Requirements. A valid Interpretation response provides additional clarity about one or more 
Requirements, but does not expand on any Requirement and does not explain how to comply with any 
Requirement. Any entity that is directly and materially affected by the reliability of the North American 
Bulk Power Systems may request an Interpretation of any Requirement in any continent-wide Reliability 
Standard that has been adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees. Interpretations will only be provided for 
Board of Trustees-approved Reliability Standards i.e. (i) the current effective version of a Reliability 
Standard; or (ii) a version of a Reliability Standard with a future effective date. 

7.1: Valid Interpretation 
An Interpretation may only clarify the l a n g u a g e  o f  t h e  Requirement(s) of an approved Reliability 
Standard, including, if applicable, any attachment referenced in the Requirement. The Interpretation may 
not alter the scope or the language of a Requirement or referenced attachment. No other elements of 
an approved Reliability Standard are subject to an Interpretation. 

7.2: Process for Requesting an Interpretation 
The entity requesting the Interpretation shall submit a Request for Interpretation form26 to the NERC 
Reliability Standards Staff explaining the clarification required, the specific circumstances surrounding 
the request, and the impact of not having the Interpretation provided. NERC Reliability Standards and 
Legal Staff shall review the request for Interpretation to determine whether it meets the requirements for a 
valid Interpretation. Based on this review, NERC Staff shall make a recommendation to the Standards 
Committee whether to accept the request for Interpretation and move forward in responding to the 
Interpretation request. 

7.2.1: Rejection of an Interpretation Request 
 A request for Interpretation may be rejected in the following circumstances: 

 Where the request seeks approval of a particular compliance approach. Requests that contain specific
compliance approaches, or examples of compliance, are not candidates for Interpretations and
should be pursued through the applicable NERC Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Program
processes.

 Where the issue can be addressed by incorporating the issue into an existing or future standard
development project.

 Where the request seeks clarification of any element of a Reliability Standard other than a
Requirement.

 Where the issue has already been addressed in the record.
 Where the request identifies an issue and proposes the development of a new or modified Reliability

Standard (such issues should be addressed via submission of a SAR).
 Where the request seeks to expand the scope of a Reliability Standard.
 Where the meaning of a Reliability Standard is plain on its face.

If the Standards Committee rejects the Interpretation request, it shall provide a written explanation for 
the rejection to the entity requesting the Interpretation within 10 business days of the decision to 
reject.  

26 The Request for Interpretation form is posted on the NERC Standards web page. 
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7.2.2: Acceptance of an Interpretation Request 
If the Standards Committee accepts the Interpretation request, the S tandards  Commit tee  sha l l  
au thor ize  NERC Rel iabi l i ty  Standards Staff to assemble an Interpretation drafting team with the 
relevant expertise to address the request.  
 
7.3: Development of an Interpretation  
As soon as practical, the I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d r a f t i n g  team shall develop a draft Interpretation 
addressing the request, consistent with Section 7.1. Interpretations shall be developed in accordance with the 
following process: 
 

 NERC Reliability Standards staff shall review the draft Interpretation to determine whether it has 
met the requirements for a valid Interpretation and to provide a recommendation to the Standards 
Committee whether to authorize posting or remand to the Interpretation drafting team for further 
work.  

 The Standards Committee, based on the Staff recommendation, may authorize posting of the draft 
Interpretation for comment and ballot. 

 Interpretations shall be balloted in the same manner as Reliability Standards, with the following 
exceptions: 

o Interpretations shall be posted for a 30-day informal comment period. 
o The NERC Reliability Standards Staff shall establish a ballot pool during the first 20 days of 

the 30-day informal comment period. 
o The ballot window shall take place during the last 10 calendar days of the 30-day informal 

comment period. 
o Final Ballots shall not be conducted for Interpretations. An Interpretation shall be deemed 

approved by the ballot pool following the first ballot in which the necessary quorum and 
sufficient affirmative votes are obtained. 

o The Interpretation drafting team is not required to respond in writing to comments submitted 
during an Interpretation comment period. 

 
If the ballot results indicate that there is not a consensus for the Interpretation, and the Interpretation drafting 
team cannot revise the Interpretation without violating the basic expectations for what constitutes a valid 
Interpretation (see Section 7.1), the Interpretation drafting team shall notify the Standards Committee of 
its conclusion and may submit a SAR with the proposed modification to the Reliability Standard. The 
entity that requested the Interpretation shall be notified in writing and the disposition of the Interpretation 
shall be posted. 
 
If, during its deliberations, the Interpretation drafting team identifies a reliability-related deficiency in the 
Reliability Standard that is highlighted by the Interpretation request, the Interpretation drafting team shall 
notify the Standards Committee of its conclusion and may submit a SAR with  its recommendation at the 
same time it provides its proposed Interpretation. 
 
If approved by the ballot pool, NERC Staff shall review the final Interpretation to determine whether it 
has met the requirements for a valid Interpretation and shall make a recommendation to the NERC Board of 
Trustees regarding adoption. 
 
 If an Interpretation drafting team recommends a modification to a Reliability Standard as part of its work in 
developing an Interpretation, the Board of Trustees shall be notified of this recommendation at the time 
the Interpretation is submitted for adoption. Following Board of Trustees adoption, the Interpretation 
s h a l l  b e  f i l e d  with the Applicable Governmental Authorities, and the Interpretation shall become 
effective when approved by those Applicable Governmental Authorities.28 The Interpretation shall stand 

                                                            
28 NERC will maintain a record of all interpretations associated with each standard on the Reliability Standards page of 
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until the Interpretation can be incorporated into a future revision of the Reliability Standard or the 
Interpretation is retired due to a future modification of the applicable Requirement. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                     
the NERC website. 
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SSeeccttiioonn  77..00::  PPrroocceessss  ffoorr  DDeevveellooppiinngg  aann  IInntteerrpprreettaattiioonn 

A valid Interpretation request is one that requests additional clarity about one or more Requirements in 

approved NERC Reliability Standards, but does not request approval as to how to comply with one or 

more Requirements. A valid Interpretation response provides additional clarity about one or more 

Requirements, but does not expand on any Requirement and does not explain how to comply with any 

Requirement. Any entity that is directly and materially affected by the reliability of the North American 

Bulk Power Systems may request an Interpretation of any Requirement in any continent-wide Reliability 

Standard that has been adopted by the NERC Board of Trustees. Interpretations will only be provided for 

Board of Trustees-approved Reliability Standards i.e. (i) the current effective version of a Reliability 

Standard; or (ii) a version of a Reliability Standard with a future effective date. 

7.1: Valid Interpretation 

An Interpretation may only clarify or interpret the l a n g u a g e  o f  t h e  Requirement(s) of an approved 

Reliability Standard, including, if applicable, any attachment referenced in the Requirement being clarified. 

The Interpretation may not alter the scope or the language of a Requirement or referenced 

attachment. No other elements of an approved Reliability Standard are subject to an Interpretation. 

7.2: Process for Requesting an Interpretation 
The entity requesting the Interpretation shall submit a Request for Interpretation form26 to the NERC 

Reliability Standards Staff explaining the clarification required, the specific circumstances surrounding 

the request, and the impact of not having the Interpretation provided. The NERC Reliability Standards 

and Legal Staffs shall review the request for interpretation Interpretation to determine whether it meets the 

requirements for a valid interpretationInterpretation. Based on this review, the NERC Standards and 

Legal Staffs shall make a recommendation to the Standards Committee whether to accept the request for 

Interpretation and move forward in responding to the Interpretation request. 

7.2.1: Rejection of an Interpretation Request 
For example, an A request for Interpretation request may be rejected where itin the following circumstances: 

 Where the rRequests seeks approval of a particular compliance approach.; Requests that contain

specific compliance approaches, or examples of compliance, are not candidates for Interpretations

and should be pursued through the applicable NERC Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement

Program processes.

 Identifies a gap or perceived weakness in the approved Reliability Standard;

 Where an the issue can be addressed by incorporating the issue into an active existing or future

standard drafting teamdevelopment project.;

 Where it the requests seeks clarification of any element of a Reliability Standard other than a

Requirement.;

 Where a questionthe issue has already been addressed in the record.;

 Where the Interpretation request identifies an issue and proposes the development of a new or

modified Reliability Standard, (such issues should be addressed via submission of a SAR).;

 Where an Interpretationthe request seeks to expand the scope of a Reliability Standard.; or

 Where the meaning of a Reliability Standard is plain on its face.

If the Standards Committee rejects the Interpretation request, it shall provide a written explanation for 

rejecting the Interpretationthe rejection to the entity requesting the Interpretation within 10 business 

days of the decision to reject.  

26 The Request for Interpretation form is posted on the NERC Standards web page. 
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7.2.2: Acceptance of an Interpretation Request 
If the Standards Committee accepts the Interpretation request, the Standards  Commit tee  shal l  

au thor ize  NERC Rel iabi l i ty  Standards Staff shall (i) form a ballot pool and (ii)to assemble an 

Interpretation drafting team with the relevant expertise to address the request. interpretation for approval 

by the Standards Committee.  

 

7.3: Development of an Interpretation  

As soon as practical, the I n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d r a f t i n g  team shall develop a “final draft”a draft 

Interpretation providing the requested clarityaddressing the request, consistent with Section 7.1. 

Interpretations shall be developed in accordance with the following process: 

 

 NERC Reliability Standards staff shall review the draft Interpretation to determine whether it has 

met the requirements for a valid Interpretation and to provide a recommendation to the Standards 

Committee whether to authorize posting or remand to the Interpretation drafting team for further 

work.  

 The Standards Committee, based on the Staff recommendation, may authorize posting of the draft 

Interpretation for comment and ballot. 

 Interpretations shall be balloted in the same manner as Reliability Standards, with the following 

exceptions: 

o Interpretations shall be posted for a 30-day informal comment period. 

o The NERC Reliability Standards Staff shall establish a ballot pool during the first 20 days of 

the 30-day informal comment period. 

o The ballot window shall take place during the last 10 calendar days of the 30-day informal 

comment period. 

o Final Ballots shall not be conducted for Interpretations. An Interpretation shall be deemed 

approved by the ballot pool following the first ballot in which the necessary quorum and 

sufficient affirmative votes are obtained. 

o The Interpretation drafting team is not required to respond in writing to comments submitted 

during an Interpretation comment period. 

 

If stakeholder commentsthe ballot results indicate that there is not a consensus for the Interpretation, and the 

Interpretation drafting team cannot revise the Interpretation without violating the basic expectations outlined 

abovefor what constitutes a valid Interpretation (see Section 7.1), the Interpretation drafting team shall 

notify the Standards Committee of its conclusion and may submit a SAR with the proposed 

modification to the Reliability Standard. The entity that requested the Interpretation shall be notified in 

writing and the disposition of the Interpretation shall be posted. 

 
If, during its deliberations, the Interpretation drafting team identifies a reliability-related gap deficiency in 

the Reliability Standard that is highlighted by the Interpretation request, the Interpretation drafting team 

shall notify the Standards Committee of its conclusion and may submit a SAR with the proposed 

modification to the Reliability Standard its recommendation at the same time it provides its proposed 

Interpretation. 

 
If approved by the ballot pool, The NERC Reliability Standards and Legal Staffs shall review the final 

Interpretation to determine whether it has met the requirements for a valid Interpretation and . Based on this 

review, the NERC Standards and Legal Staffs shall make a recommendation to the NERC Board of Trustees 

regarding adoption. 

 
If approved by its ballot pool, the Interpretation shall be forwarded to the NERC Board of Trustees for 
adoption.27 

If an Interpretation drafting team proposes recommends a modification to a Reliability Standard as 

                                                           
27 NERC will maintain a record of all interpretations associated with each standard on the Reliability Standards page of 
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part of its work in developing an Interpretation, the Board of Trustees shall be notified of this proposal 
recommendation at the time the Interpretation is submitted for adoption. Following adoption by the Board 
of Trustees adoption, NERC Staff shall file the Interpretation s h a l l  b e  f i l e d  for approval bywith the 
Applicable Governmental Authorities, and the Interpretation shall become effective when approved by 
those Applicable Governmental Authorities.28 The Interpretation shall stand until such time as the 
Interpretation can be incorporated into a future revision of the Reliability Standard or the Interpretation is 
retired due to a future modification of the applicable Requirement. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                 
the NERC website. 
28 NERC will maintain a record of all interpretations associated with each standard on the Reliability Standards page of 

the NERC website. 
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Overdue by 
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Y SC Procedure ‐ Processing Requests for an Interpretation
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) December 9, 2014 26 24 SCPS 2

12/13 SCPS meeting ‐  This document will be retired after SPM changes and will require SC approval 
to retire.

Y
Standards Committee Procedure ‐ Approving the Posting of Reliability Standard Supporting 
References

STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) December 9, 2014 26 24 SCPS 2

12/13 SCPS meeting ‐  This document will be retired after SPM changes and will require SC approval 
to retire.

N Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) December 9, 2014 26 24 SCPS 2

12/13 SCPS ‐ team assigned to review and update.

N
Standards Committee Procedure ‐ NERC Glossary of Terms Used in Reliability Standards 
Definition Development Procedure

STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) December 9, 2014 26 24 SCPS 2

N Standards Committee Charter
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) December 9, 2014 26 24 SCPS 2

12/13 SCPS meeting ‐ SCPS Chair to inform SC of the overdue status of the SC Charter.
Document had been approved by SC 12/9/2014.

N Reliability Standard Quality Review Form 
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) September 23, 2015 17 24 SCPS CURRENT

Endorsed by the SC 9/23/2015

N Drafting Team Reference Manual
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) October 19, 2016 4 24 SCPS CURRENT

Approved by the SC 10/19/2016.

Y
Standards Committee Guideline ‐ Approving a Field Test Associated with a Reliability 
Standard

STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) March 10, 2008 107 24 SCPS 83

Document not finalized during phase I due to objection by the Operating Committee.
3/8/16 SCPS ‐ This document will be retired after SPM changes and will require SC approval to retire.

Y Reliability Functional Model Function Definitions and Functional Entities
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) November 30, 2009 86 24 FMAG 62

Being reviewed by FMAG as noted in 3/8/16 SCPS meeting

Y Guidelines for Interpretation Drafting Teams
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) September 19, 2013 41 24 SCPS 17

3/8/16 SCPS meeting ‐ this document being reviewed with SPM revisions project.

N Guidance Document for Management of Remanded Interpretations
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) April 9, 2014 34 24 SCPS 10

12/14/16 ‐ not on SC agenda. SCPS targeting Jan 17 for approval.

Y Standard Drafting Team Scope
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) May 16, 2014 33 24 SCPS 9

12/14/16 ‐ not on SC agenda. SCPS targeting Jan 17 for approval.

Y Acceptance Criteria of a Reliability Standard
STANDARDS COMMITTEE 
(SC) May 16, 2014 33 24 SCPS 9

12/14/16 ‐ not on SC agenda. SCPS targeting Jan 17 for approval.

Y Violation Severity Level Guidelines Standards Staff NONE UNKNOWN 24 Standards Staff N/A
12/13 SCPS ‐ For NERC Staff owned items, block out Age and Overdue columns.

N Weighted Segment Voting Examples Standards Staff November 4, 2009 87 24 Standards Staff 63

Y Time Horizons Standards Staff 1/28/2010 85 24 Standards Staff 61

Y Violation Risk Factors Standards Staff 1/28/2010 85 24 Standards Staff 61

Y Ten Benchmarks of an Excellent Reliability Standard Standards Staff 3/16/2010 83 24 Standards Staff 59

Y Market Principles Standards Staff March 18, 2010 83 24 Standards Staff 59

Y Reliability Principles Standards Staff March 18, 2010 83 24 Standards Staff 59

N Results‐Based Reliability Standard Development Guidance Standards Staff June 7, 2010 80 24 Standards Staff 56

N Request for Interpretation Form Standards Staff April 22, 2011 70 24 Standards Staff 46

N Reliability Standards Suggestions and Comments Form Standards Staff June 1, 2011 68 24 Standards Staff 44

N Request to Develop a Definition Form Standards Staff July 13, 2011 67 24 Standards Staff 43

Y Standards Development Process ‐ Participant Conduct Policy Standards Staff May 20, 2013 45 24 Standards Staff 21

N Standards Authorization Request Form  Standards Staff June 3, 2013 44 24 Standards Staff 20
Being revised by SCPS

Y Nomination Form Standard Drafting Team Standards Staff January 28, 2014 36 24 NERC STAFF? 12

N Standards Drafting Team Nomination Form Standards Staff January 28, 2014 36 24 NERC STAFF? 12
Also listed as a DT Reference manual resource as Nomination Form Standard Drafting Team

Y FERCs Criteria for Approving Reliability Standards from Order 672 Standards Staff May 16, 2014 33 24 Standards Staff 9

N SAR Form Identifying the Need for a Variance Standards Staff September 10, 2014 29 24 Standards Staff 5

Y NERC Standards Numbering System Standards Staff September 30, 2014 28 24 Standards Staff 4

N NERC Standards Numbering System ‐ NEW Standards Staff September 30, 2014 28 24 Standards Staff 4
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Standards Committee Procedure 
Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard 
 
Title: Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard  
 
Purpose: To provide an approval process for incorporating errata changes in approved Reliability 

Standards 
 
Conditions: When someone notifies the Manager of Standards Information that there is an error in 

an approved standard and the standards staff identifies the error as “errata” 
 
Errata: For the purpose of this procedure, errata are errors in approved standards that, if 

corrected, do not change the scope or intent of the associated approved standard and 
do not have a material impact on the end users of the standard.  Errata can include 
such things as: 

• A misspelled word 

• An incorrect reference to a requirement or measure  

• An error, such as a missing word, etc. that,  when added or corrected, does 
not change the scope or technical content of the standard 

Reliability Standards filed with regulatory authorities as an errata, include a “.1” 
following the standard version number and increase sequentially if multiple errata are 
approved with the same version number.  (See NERC Standards Numbering System 
under Standards Resources.) 

 

Responsibility Activity 

Standard Development 
Administrator 

Forward each notice of an error in an approved standard to the Manager of 
Standards Information.  

Standards Development 
Administrator 

If the error falls into the errata category, produce a clean and red-line version of 
the standard that shows the proposed correction(s). 
If the error is associated with an active project notify the standards drafting team 
of the error so that the error is not duplicated. 
If the error does not meet the errata criteria, and there are no active standards 
projects involving the applicable standard, the issue will be tracked for inclusion 
in the next SAR submitted to revise the associated standard. 

Standards Committee Review the proposed errata modification and determine if it qualifies as errata as 
defined above.  The Standards Committee may seek the opinion of a technical 
committee.  If approved as errata, return to NERC staff for further processing and 
for filing for approval with the applicable governmental authorities as 
appropriate.   



 

Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard 2 

Manager of Standards 
Information 

Modify the Standards Committee’s approved version of the standard to include 
the approved correction, update the standard's identification number and send a 
notice of the approval and associated modification to NERC legal staff.  

NERC legal staff Submit the revised standard and errata to applicable regulatory authorities for 
approval. 

Manager of Standards 
Information 

Once approval is received from applicable regulatory authorities, modify the 
applicable regulatory approved version, post to the Standards web pages and 
notify industry via the Standards Bulletin. 

 
 
 
 
Version History 

 
 

Version Date Owner Change Tracking 
1 January 15, 2010 NERC (Standards Committee 

Endorser)  
 

Approved by SC 

2 August 29, 2014 NERC (Standards Committee 
Endorser)  
 

Updated template 

3 October 15, 2014 NERC (Standards Committee 
Endorser)  
 

Updated job titles 

4 December 9, 2014 NERC (Standards Committee 
Endorser)  
 

Updates endorsed by the 
Standards Committee  
 

5 March X, 2017 NERC (Standards Committee 
Endorser)  
 

Periodic review by Standards 
Committee Process Subcommittee 
and associated changes 
incorporated.  
 



 

 

Standards Committee Procedure 
Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard 
 
Title: Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard  
 
Purpose: To provide an approval process for incorporating errata changes in approved reliability 

Reliability standardsStandards 
 
Conditions: When someone notifies the Standards AdministratorManager of Standards Information 

that there is an error in an approved standard and the standards staff identifies the 
error as “errata” 

 
Errata: For the purpose of this procedure, errata are errors in approved standards that, if 

corrected, do not change the scope or intent of the associated approved standard and 
do not have a material impact on the end users of the standard.  Errata can include 
such things as: 

•   A misspelled word 
• An incorrect reference to a requirement or measure  

• An error, such as a missing word etc. that,  when added or corrected, does not 
change the scope or technical content of the standard 

Reliability Standards filed with regulatory authorities as an errata, include a “.1” 
following the standard version number and increase sequentially if multiple errata are 
approved with the same version number.  (See NERC Standards Numbering System 
under Standards Resources.) 

 

Responsibility Activity 

Standards 
Development 
Administrator 

Forward each notice of an error in an approved standard to the 
Standards Process ManagerManager of Standards Information.  

NERC staffStandards 
Development 
Administrator 

If the error falls into the errata category, produce a clean and red- line 
version of the standard that shows the proposed correction(s). 
If the error is associated with an active project notify the standards 
drafting team of the error so that the error is not duplicated. 
If the error does not meet the errata criteria, and there are no active 
standards projects involving the applicable standard, add the error to 
the “Standards Issues Database” for inclusion in the next SAR 
submitted to revise the associated standard. 

Agenda Item 4b(i) 
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Approving Errata in an Approved Reliability Standard 2 

Standards Committee Review the proposed errata modification and determine if it qualifies 
as errata as defined above.  The Standards Committee may seek the 
opinion of a technical committee. If approved as errata, return to 
NERC Standards staff and direct staff to file the errata with regulatory 
authorities.   

Manager of 
Standards 
InformationStandards 
Administrator 

Modify the Standards Committee’s approved version of the standard 
to include the approved correction, update the standard's 
identification number and send a notice of the approval and 
associated modification to the standards list servers.NERC legal staff.  

NERC stafflegal staff Submit the revised standard and errata to applicable regulatory 
authorities for approval. 

Manager of 
Standards 
InformationStandards 
Administrator 

Once approval is received from applicable regulatory authorities, 
modify the applicable regulatory approved version, and send a notice 
to the standards list servers. post to the Standards web pages and 
notify industry via the Standards Bulletin. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Version History 

 
 

Version Date Owner Change Tracking 
1 January 15, 2010  Approved by SC 

1 August 29, 2014 Standards Information Staff Updated template 

2 January X, 2017 Standards Information Staff Periodic review by Standards 
Committee Process Subcommittee and 
associated changes incorporated.  

 



When completed, please email this form to: 
sarcomm@nerc.com    

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 

NERC welcomes suggestions to improve the reliability of the bulk power system through improved 
Reliability Standards. Please use this form to submit your request to propose a Variance1 to a NERC 
Reliability Standard. 

Request to propose a Variance to a Reliability Standard 

Title of Proposed Variance 
and Associated Standard: 

Example:   MISO Waivers Proposed for Removal 

   BAL-006-2 and INT-003-3 

Date Submitted: 

SAR Requester Information 

Name: 

Organization: 

Telephone: Email: 

SAR Type (Check as many as applicable) 

  New Standard 

X   Revision to Existing Standard 

X      Withdrawal of Existing Standard 

  Urgent Action 

Variance Type (Check Either ‘Interconnection-wide’ or ‘Applies to One or Entities on Less than an 
Interconnection-wide Basis’ ) 

  Applies to Interconnection-wide * 
* Any Variance from a NERC Reliability Standard
Requirement that is proposed to apply to Registered 
Entities within a Regional Entity organized on an 
Interconnection-wide basis shall be considered an 
Interconnection-wide Variance and shall be developed 
through that Regional Entity’s NERC-approved Regional 
Reliability Standards development procedure. 

  Applies to One or Entities on Less than an 
Interconnection-wide Basis* 
(e.g., a Variance that would apply to a regional transmission 
organization or particular market or to a subset of Bulk Power 
System owners, operators, or users) 

1 Standard Processes Manual; Section 9.0, Process for Developing a Variance. 

Agenda Item 4c

mailto:sarcomm@nerc.com
http://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Documents/Appendix_3A_StandardsProcessesManual.pdf


 

 

 

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 2 

 

SAR Information 

Industry Need (What is the industry problem this request is trying to solve?): 

The description of the industry need should identify a clear definition of the basis for the Variance, where 
one or more Requirements cannot be met or complied with as written because of a physical difference in 
the Bulk Power System or because of an operational difference (such as a conflict with a federally or 
provincially approved tariff), but the Requirement’s reliability objective can be achieved in a different 
fashion. 

Purpose or Goal (How does this request propose to address the problem described above?): 

 

Identify the Objectives of the proposed standard’s requirements (What specific reliability deliverables 
are required to achieve the goal?): 

 

Brief Description (Provide a paragraph that describes the scope of this standard action.) 

 

Detailed Description (Provide a description of the proposed project with sufficient details for the 
standard drafting team to execute the SAR. Also provide a justification for the development or revision 
of the standard, including an assessment of the reliability and market interface impacts of implementing 
or not implementing the standard action.) 

See example: MISO Waivers Proposed for Removal; Project 2009-19; BAL-006-2 and INT-003-3; (April 20, 
2009). (Note: Example created prior to existing NERC templates) 

 

Reliability Functions 

The Variance will Apply to the Following Functions (Check each one that applies.) 

 Reliability Coordinator 
Responsible for the real-time operating reliability of its Reliability 
Coordinator Area in coordination with its neighboring Reliability 
Coordinator’s wide area view. 

http://www.nerc.com/pa/Stand/Project%20200918%20Withdraw%20Three%20Midwest%20ISO%20Waivers/Project2009-18_MISO_Waivers_Proposed_for_Removal_2009April22.pdf


 

 

 

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 3 

Reliability Functions 

 Balancing Authority 
Integrates resource plans ahead of time, and maintains load-
interchange-resource balance within a Balancing Authority Area and 
supports Interconnection frequency in real time. 

 Interchange Authority 
Ensures communication of interchange transactions for reliability 
evaluation purposes and coordinates implementation of valid and 
balanced interchange schedules between Balancing Authority Areas. 

 Planning Coordinator  Assesses the longer-term reliability of its Planning Coordinator Area. 

 Resource Planner 
Develops a one year plan for the resource adequacy of its specific loads 
within a Planning Coordinator area. 

 Transmission Planner 
Develops a one year plan for the reliability of the interconnected Bulk 
Electric System within its portion of the Planning Coordinator area. 

 
Transmission Service 
Provider 

Administers the transmission tariff and provides transmission services 
under applicable transmission service agreements (e.g., the pro forma 
tariff). 

 Transmission Owner Owns and maintains transmission facilities. 

 
Transmission 
Operator 

Ensures the real-time operating reliability of the transmission assets 
within a Transmission Operator Area. 

 Distribution Provider Delivers electrical energy to the end-use customer. 

 Generator Owner Owns and maintains generation facilities. 

 Generator Operator Operates generation unit(s) to provide real and reactive power. 

 
Purchasing-Selling 
Entity 

Purchases or sells energy, capacity, and necessary reliability-related 
services as required. 

 Market Operator Interface point for reliability functions with commercial functions. 

 Load-Serving Entity 
Secures energy and transmission service (and reliability-related services) 
to serve the end-use customer. 

 



 

 

 

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 4 

Reliability and Market Interface Principles 

Applicable Reliability Principles (Check all that apply). 

 1. Interconnected bulk power systems shall be planned and operated in a coordinated manner 
to perform reliably under normal and abnormal conditions as defined in the NERC Standards. 

 2. The frequency and voltage of interconnected bulk power systems shall be controlled within 
defined limits through the balancing of real and reactive power supply and demand. 

 
3. Information necessary for the planning and operation of interconnected bulk power systems 

shall be made available to those entities responsible for planning and operating the systems 
reliably. 

 4. Plans for emergency operation and system restoration of interconnected bulk power systems 
shall be developed, coordinated, maintained and implemented. 

 5. Facilities for communication, monitoring and control shall be provided, used and maintained 
for the reliability of interconnected bulk power systems. 

 6. Personnel responsible for planning and operating interconnected bulk power systems shall be 
trained, qualified, and have the responsibility and authority to implement actions. 

 7. The security of the interconnected bulk power systems shall be assessed, monitored and 
maintained on a wide area basis. 

 8. Bulk power systems shall be protected from malicious physical or cyber attacks. 

Does the proposed Standard comply with all of the following Market Interface 
Principles? 

Enter 

(yes/no) 

1. A reliability standard shall not give any market participant an unfair competitive 
advantage. 

 

2. A reliability standard shall neither mandate nor prohibit any specific market 
structure. 

 

3. A reliability standard shall not preclude market solutions to achieving compliance 
with that standard. 

 

4. A reliability standard shall not require the public disclosure of commercially 
sensitive information.  All market participants shall have equal opportunity to 
access commercially non-sensitive information that is required for compliance 
with reliability standards. 

 

 

Related Standards 

Standard No.                                             Explanation 

  

  



 

 

 

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 5 

Related Standards 

  

  

 

Related SARs 

SAR ID                                                Explanation 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

 

Related Regional Variances 

Region                                                                    Explanation 

ERCOT  

FRCC  

MRO  

NPCC  

RF  

SERC  

SPP  

WECC  

 



 

 

 

Standards Authorization Request Form 
Identifying the Need for a Variance 6 

 

Version History 
 

Version Date Owner Change Tracking 
1 September 10, 2014 Standards Information Staff New 
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Agenda Item 6b 
Standards Committee Process Subcommittee  
February 17, 2017 

 

Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (SC Endorsed Project Scopes) 
 

Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Task 
Initiated 

 

Target 
Completion 

 

Status/Remarks 

 

1.   Revisions to NERC Standard 
Processes Manual (SPM) 

 

a.   Section 6: Processes for 
Conducting Field Tests 
and Collecting and 
Analyzing Data 

 

b.   Section 7: Process for 
Developing an 
Interpretation 

 

c.   Section 11.0: Process for 
Approving Supporting 
Documents 

 

Team Lead: Pete Heidrich 
 

John Bussman 
 
Ben Li 
 
Jennifer Flandermeyer 
 
Steve Rueckert  
 
Chris Gowder  
 
Sean Bodkin 
 

 

a. Develop and propose 
recommendations to the SC for 
revisions and/or modifications to the 
SC Charter Section 10 and Section 6 of 
the Standards Processes Manual (SPM), 
which will address the coordination 
and oversight involvements of the 
NERC technical committees. 

 

b. Develop and propose recommendations 
to the SC for revisions and/or 
modifications to the Interpretation 
Process in Section 7 of the SPM which 
will improve the effectiveness and 
efficiency of (i) validation of a request 
for Interpretation (RFI), and (ii) 
development of an interpretation of an 
approved Reliability Standard or 
individual Requirement(s) within an 
approved Reliability Standard. 

 

c. Develop and propose 
recommendations to the SC for 
revisions and/or modifications to the 
Technical Document Approval 
Process in Section 11 of the SPM. 

 

July 2015 
 

March 2017 
 

UPDATE: 
 

 

Section 6: Processes for 
Conducting Field Tests and 
Collecting and Analyzing Data 
 
• SC Endorsed (09.14.2016) 

the SCPS proposed revisions 
to Section 6 Process for 
Conducting Field Tests of 
the Standard Processes 
Manual (SPM). 

 

Section 11: Process for 
Approving Supporting 
Documents 
 
• SCPS Subgroup provided a 

proposal for comment to 
the SCPS, SC Leadership 
and NERC staff. Currently 
reviewing comments and 
making associated revisions 
to the proposal for 
consideration. SCPS 
Subgroup meeting/call will 
be scheduled to discuss the 
revised proposal. 

•  
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Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (SC Endorsed Project Scopes) 
 

Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Task 
Initiated 

 

Target 
Completion 

 

Status/Remarks 

 

Guy Zito (consulting)  
 
Lauren Perotti (NERC Legal) 
 
Sean Cavote (NERC)  
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Section 7: Process Developing 
an interpretation 
 
• SCPS Subgroup provided a 

proposal for comment to the 
SCPS, SC Leadership and 
NERC staff. Currently 
reviewing comments and 
making associated revisions 
to the proposal for 
consideration. SCPS 
Subgroup meeting/call will 
be scheduled to discuss the 
revised proposal. 
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Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (SC Endorsed Project Scopes) 
 

Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Task 
Initiated 

 

Target 
Completion 

 

Status/Remarks 

 

2.  SAR Submittal Form/SAR 
Comment Form (Common 
Question Development) 

 

Team Lead: Ben Li 
 

Chris Gowder  
 
Sean Bodkin 

 

The objective of this project is to review 
the SAR and related comment form, and 
propose recommendations to the 
Standards Committee on: 

 
a. Revisions and/or modifications to the 

SAR Form, 
b. Explore the merit of developing 

certain common questions for the 
comment form for SAR posting. 

 

July 2016 
 

January 2017 
 

 SCPS to present a final 
recommendation to the 
Standards Committee at the 
January meeting. 

 

3.  Evaluate Options to Handle 
Changes to Implementation 
Plan Prior to Final Ballot 

 

Team Lead: Ben Li 
 

Pete Heidrich 
 

The objective of this project is to explore 
options on ways forward with handling 
changes to the implementation plan 
associated with draft standards under 
development, with due consideration to 
the provisions in the existing Standard 
Processes Manual (SPM). 

December 
2016 

 SCPS to present project scope 
document to the Standards 
Committee at the January 
meeting. 
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Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (Projects On-Hold) 
 

Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Task 
Initiated 

 

Target 
Completion 

 

Status/Remarks 

 

1.   Cost of Risk Reduction Analysis 
(CRRA) 

 
Team Lead: TBD  
 
Pete Heidrich  
 
Randy Crissman  
 
Steven Rueckert 
 
Guy Zito (consulting) 

 

To conduct CEAP pilots via: 
 

a.   Conducting the CEA portion of the 
CEAP on the second project of the 
pilot. The Team will develop a 
report for the SC and the Industry. 

 

b.   Proposing a list of standards 
development projects to conduct 
the CEAP on along with potential 
criteria for choosing projects for 
2014 and beyond and bring these 
to the SC for endorsement 

 

c.   Revise the current CEAP guideline 
document into a second-
generation document to reflect 
lessons learned during the pilot 
and to address potential “benefits” 
of standard projects and bring to 
the SC for endorsement. 

 

Task was initiated prior to use of scope 
documents 

 

April 2012 
 

a) March 2014 
SC Meeting 
 

b) August 
2014 SC 
Meeting 

 

c) September 
2015 SC 
Meeting 

 

a) Completed 
 
 
 
b) Complete (note: proposal 
submitted to NERC staff in lieu 
of SC) 

 
 
 
c) On hold pending Cost 
Effectiveness Pilot project and 
results. 

 

In progress 
 

Scope of the project was 
revised to reflect a Cost of Risk 
Reduction Analysis (CRRA) 
approach. Endorsed at Sept. 
23, 2015 Standards Committee 
meeting. 

 

SCPS continue working with 
Standards Leadership to 
evaluate this item and 
determine next steps. 

 

A draft document has been 
presented to H. Gugel for 
review. The MRC may need to 
review some of the issues 
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Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (Projects On-Hold) 

 

Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Task 
Initiated 

 

Target 
Completion 

 

Status/Remarks 

    contained within the 
document. H. Gugel stated that 
the NERC Board and others 
may request input from the 
MRC, and that NERC staff 
is currently working to 
determine the mechanism by 
which this should occur. 

 

UPDATE: Michelle D’Antuono 
has assumed the role of 
Project Liaison to coordinate 
efforts between NERC staff 
and the SCPS. 

 

Project is ‘on hold’ pending 
the results of the Cost 
Effectiveness Pilot project and 
a determination is made on 
the future role of the SCPS 
concerning ‘pilot’ results 
analysis and process 
development. 
 
Add to “On Hold” section at 
the end of the Work Plan. 
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Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (Conceptual Project Stage-No Scope or Endorsement) 
 

Proposed Task 
 

General Scope of Task 
 

Presented 
to SC for 
Project 

Initiation 

 

Scope, 
Development 

Initiated 

 

SC Approval 
of Scope * 

 

Status/Remarks 

      

 
*Upon approval of project Scope, the project will be moved to the “Standards Committee Process Subcommittee Work Plan (SC Endorsed 
Project Scopes) section. 
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Antitrust Compliance Guidelines







I. General

It is NERC’s policy and practice to obey the antitrust laws and to avoid all conduct that unreasonably restrains competition. This policy requires the avoidance of any conduct that violates, or that might appear to violate, the antitrust laws. Among other things, the antitrust laws forbid any agreement between or among competitors regarding prices, availability of service, product design, terms of sale, division of markets, allocation of customers or any other activity that unreasonably restrains competition.



It is the responsibility of every NERC participant and employee who may in any way affect NERC’s compliance with the antitrust laws to carry out this commitment.



Antitrust laws are complex and subject to court interpretation that can vary over time and from one court to another. The purpose of these guidelines is to alert NERC participants and employees to potential antitrust problems and to set forth policies to be followed with respect to activities that may involve antitrust considerations. In some instances, the NERC policy contained in these guidelines is stricter than the applicable antitrust laws. Any NERC participant or employee who is uncertain about the legal ramifications of a particular course of conduct or who has doubts or concerns about whether NERC’s antitrust compliance policy is implicated in any situation should consult NERC’s General Counsel immediately.



II. Prohibited Activities

Participants in NERC activities (including those of its committees and subgroups) should refrain from the following when acting in their capacity as participants in NERC activities (e.g., at NERC meetings, conference calls and in informal discussions):

· Discussions involving pricing information, especially margin (profit) and internal cost information and participants’ expectations as to their future prices or internal costs.

· Discussions of a participant’s marketing strategies.

· Discussions regarding how customers and geographical areas are to be divided among competitors.

· Discussions concerning the exclusion of competitors from markets.

· Discussions concerning boycotting or group refusals to deal with competitors, vendors or suppliers.

· Any other matters that do not clearly fall within these guidelines should be reviewed with NERC’s General Counsel before being discussed.



III. Activities That Are Permitted

From time to time decisions or actions of NERC (including those of its committees and subgroups) may have a negative impact on particular entities and thus in that sense adversely impact competition. Decisions and actions by NERC (including its committees and subgroups) should only be undertaken for the purpose of promoting and maintaining the reliability and adequacy of the bulk power system. If you do not have a legitimate purpose consistent with this objective for discussing a matter, please refrain from discussing the matter during NERC meetings and in other NERC-related communications.



You should also ensure that NERC procedures, including those set forth in NERC’s Certificate of Incorporation, Bylaws, and Rules of Procedure are followed in conducting NERC business. 



In addition, all discussions in NERC meetings and other NERC-related communications should be within the scope of the mandate for or assignment to the particular NERC committee or subgroup, as well as within the scope of the published agenda for the meeting.



No decisions should be made nor any actions taken in NERC activities for the purpose of giving an industry participant or group of participants a competitive advantage over other participants. In particular, decisions with respect to setting, revising, or assessing compliance with NERC reliability standards should not be influenced by anti-competitive motivations.



Subject to the foregoing restrictions, participants in NERC activities may discuss:

· Reliability matters relating to the bulk power system, including operation and planning matters such as establishing or revising reliability standards, special operating procedures, operating transfer capabilities, and plans for new facilities.

· Matters relating to the impact of reliability standards for the bulk power system on electricity markets, and the impact of electricity market operations on the reliability of the bulk power system.

· Proposed filings or other communications with state or federal regulatory authorities or other governmental entities.



Matters relating to the internal governance, management and operation of NERC, such as nominations for vacant committee positions, budgeting and assessments, and employment matters; and procedural matters such as planning and scheduling meetings.
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