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Unofficial Comment Form — Project 2009-02: Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities 

Comment Form for 2nd Draft of SAR for Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities (Project 2009-02)  
Please DO NOT use this form.  Please use the electronic form located at the link below to submit comments on the 2nd draft of the standards for Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities (Project 2009-02).  Comments must be submitted by February 18, 2010.  If you have questions please contact Ed Dobrowolski at ed.dobrowolski@nerc.net or by telephone at 609-947-3673.

http://www.nerc.com/filez/standards/Project2009-02_Real_Time_Tools.html
Background Information:
The Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities SAR Drafting Team (RTT SARDT) has made changes to the first posting of the SAR based on comments received from the industry.  Major changes included: 

· Changing the name of the project to more clearly indicate the intent of the SAR.    
· Emphasizing that the SAR is about functionality and not about specific tools.   
The Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities SAR Drafting Team would like to receive industry comments on this standard.  Accordingly, we request that you include your comments on the electronic comment form located at the link above by February 18, 2010.

1. The Real-time Reliability Monitoring and Analysis Capabilities SAR DT has attempted to clarify the wording of the SAR to show that this SAR is focused on functionality and not on specific tools.  In other words, this SAR addresses ‘what’ vs. ‘how’.  Do you agree that the revised SAR adequately allays industry concerns on being too prescriptive as to how the functionality will be addressed?  If not, please provide recommended wording changes. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
2. In the first set of questions, several entities suggested that this functionality should and could be handled through certification.   The SAR DT has researched the issue and has compiled the following information: 
Certification is a one time process.  New certification criteria do not apply to entities that have already been certified. There is no re-certification process nor are there any plans that the SAR DT is aware of to expand the certification process to include re-certification.  Certification only proves that an entity had the functionality at a single point in time.  There is no operational history associated with certification; therefore, certification criteria that deal with Real-time operations or data are only evaluated by the certification team to determine if the entity has adequate functionality to go operational.  Certification relies on the Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Program (CMEP) to prove compliance for this functionality on an on-going basis.  However, CMEP can only evaluate compliance to requirements defined in the Reliability Standards.  Therefore, the SAR is necessary to allow the creation of standard requirements to address the issues raised in the SAR so they will be evaluated by CMEP.  
Furthermore, there are 2 directives in FERC Order 693 relating to tool capability that need to be addressed.  The existing projects that would have handled these issues (Project 2006-02 for IRO-002 and Project 2007-03 for TOP-006) have clearly indicated that they expect this SAR (Project 2009-02) to address the issues raised by FERC.  It is difficult to perceive how any additions or changes to the certification process could come up with a solution that would satisfy and sustain a mandatory and enforceable status for those directives. Therefore, this SAR needs to move forward or the existing projects need to take back the responsibility for addressing the directives.  
Given this information, do you believe that the issues addressed in the proposed SAR belong in the certification process?  If you respond ‘Yes’, please provide details as to how the goals of the proposed SAR (including the Order 693 directives) could be accomplished within the certification process given that there is no re-certification process to ensure that the goals of the proposed SAR will be met by all applicable entities including those already certified.  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
3. The approach taken by the Standards Development Program is not to write new requirements that assess basic capabilities used to achieve performance measured through other requirements within the Reliability Standards.  The SAR DT has researched the standards and concluded that other requirements do not presently exist to adequately cover the issues raised in the SAR.  Do you agree with this position?  If not, please identify existing standard requirements that would apply and explain how these requirements accomplish the goals of the proposed SAR (including the Order 693 directives).  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
4. Does the revised Detailed Description of the SAR provide sufficient details for the eventual Standard Drafting Team to execute the SAR?  If not, please identify areas of insufficient detail and provide suggested wording for increased clarity.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 

Comments:      
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