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Reliability Standards Development — Posting Request Checklist

Name:   Ken Stenroos, Ed Wingard, Tom Bradish, Harry Tom 
Date:   12-09-2009
Project Name and Number:  Generator Verification 2007-09  
Please return this completed form and associated documents when submitting a set of documents to be posted for industry comment or ballot. 

Please supply the following documents when submitting a request (these are required for each request):

· Approved Standard Authorization Request (if SAR has already been approved)
· Drafting team roster (with e-mail addresses for each member)
· Updated project schedule (pdf version)
Please supply the following documents, as applicable, when submitting a request (check all being submitted with this request):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Applicable portion of the Standards Issues Database with drafting team resolution to each issue noted. For any FERC directive “issue” also provide any issues or problems that FERC staff has identified with the potential resolution (note: please update the “master” Standards Issue Database accordingly).

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Clean and redlined versions of the documents to be posted, including but not limited to:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
SAR
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Standard(s) with embedded Standards Development Roadmap
· Ensure all Violation Severity Levels and Violation Risk Factors are consistent with the latest guidelines.

· If the changes are so extensive that the redline is almost totally red, provide a “mapping” table instead that shows what happened to each requirement when comparing the last version to the version being submitted for posting..
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Implementation plan

 FORMCHECKBOX 

Other (please specify):  ___________

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  
Draft comment form to be used for posting
· Ensure the comment form provides sufficient “background information” to give stakeholders a proper framework for reviewing the documents that will be posted.
· Ensure the comment form includes mandatory questions identified in the Drafting Team Guidelines.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Consideration of Comments document (if this is not the initial posting request)

· If the drafting team made changes to the SAR or standard based on discussions with FERC staff, ensure the Consideration of Comments document FERC staff’s guidance and the drafting team’s modifications based on that guidance. 

· Ensure the report’s cover page includes a summary of what the team changed and a list of minority issues that the team could not resolve.
· Ensure there a summary consideration for each question that identifies how most stakeholders responded to the question and what the team did with that information.  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Provide a thorough requirement-by-requirement written justification/analysis for all Violation Severity Levels (VSL) and Violation Risk Factors (VRF) consistent with the FERC and NERC guidelines and in the format developed by NERC:

· Explain why each VRF was selected, and whether that VRF meets all the NERC and FERC guidelines.  Any deviation must be explained.

· Explain how each set of VSLs was developed, and whether the VSLs meet all the NERC and FERC guidelines.  Any deviation must be explained.
· Include the following questions (as a minimum) on the comment form:

· The drafting team has provided its explanation for setting VRFs.  Do you agree that the drafting team’s proposed VRFs meet the NERC and FERC guidelines for setting VRFs?  If not, please identify any explanation for setting a VRF that you think is incorrect, and identify why.  If you believe a different VRF is more appropriate, please identify the alternative and explain how it meets NERC criteria and FERC guidelines. 

· The drafting team has provided its explanation for setting VSLs.  Do you agree that the drafting team’s proposed VSLs meet NERC and FERC guidelines for setting VSLs?  If not, please identify any explanation for setting a set of VSLs that you think is incorrect, and identify why.  If you believe a different set of VSLs is more appropriate, please identify the alternative and explain how it meets NERC criteria and FERC guidelines.
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 
Other (please specify): ____________

SAR Name or Standard(s) Number and Name(s):   

	MOD-024-2 Verification and Data Reporting of Generator Real Power Capability

	

	

	

	

	


Description of Request – provide clear description of what exactly is being requested (i.e., The standard drafting team is supplying a set of two reliability standards for a second posting for a 45-day industry comment period.):   
	The Standard Drafting Team is supplying reliability standard MOD-024-2 for a first posting for either a 30 or 45 day industry comment period.



Additional Information – please provide any additional information you feel will assist those in reviewing the set of documents being submitted:   
	The Standard Drafting Team would like to post the standard for a 30 day comment period, since compliance elements are not included with this first draft. If it works out that the posting period spans the Christmas Holiday period, then the Standard Drafting Team would like the comment period to be 45 days.



Please supply electronic copies of all documents as attachments to a single e-mail to the Standards Process Manager with a copy to the Manager of Standards Development. Provide the project number and name in the subject line followed by “- Document Posting Request” (e.g., Project 2008-01 Voltage and Reactive Planning and Control – Document Posting Request). Do not send multiple e-mails with individual documents - supply a complete package for review. If a document was inadvertently left off an e-mail, please include a complete package with the follow-up e-mail.

Review of Standard(s) for Completeness

Please use the following as a tool for confirming a standard is ready for posting. Please complete one checklist for each draft standard being submitted. Ensure each standard submitted is complete and comports to the items identified below.
Standard Number and Title: MOD-024-2 Verification and Data Reporting of Generator Real Power Capability  
Title:
	Does the title reflect the intent of the requirements in the standard?
	Yes

	Does the title fits across a single page width when printed?
	Yes


  

Purpose:
	Does the purpose statement identify a reliability objective?  
	Yes

	Does the purpose statement include unnecessary phrases such as, “The purpose” and the phrase, “This standard?”
	Yes


 

Applicability:

	If the applicability deviates from that in the latest version of the compliance registry criteria, is there a justification for the deviation?  
	No deviation

	If the applicability is for a subset of the BES, is there a justification for the subset identified?
	No deviation


Effective date:
	Does the effective date in the standard match the effective date in the implementation plan?
	Yes

	Does the effective date follow the latest approved language to meet the needs of the compliance program and to respect the different approval methods for jurisdictions that do/do not require regulatory approval?
	Yes


 

Each Requirement:
	
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R4
	R5
	R6
	R7
	R8
	R9
	R10
	R11

	Does the requirement identify the responsible entity?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the requirement include a “shall” statement?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the requirement address a single activity? 
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Is the requirement written in the “active” voice?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Is the reliability-related purpose of the requirement either obvious or stated in the requirement?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Is each subrequirement related to the main requirement? (should not be an “R” in front of any subrequirements)
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Are there multiple levels of subrequirements? (goal is no more than 2 levels)
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If actions are “variable” (such as a list of several items where the responsible entity must perform only one of the items listed) are these actions bulleted rather than numbered?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the requirement include any ambiguous words?
	N
	N
	N
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If a specific performance can’t be identified, is the acceptable performance qualified and bounded by measurable conditions/parameters?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the requirement include any explanatory information? 
	N
	N
	N
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Is the required performance clear?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Did spell check identify any grammar or spelling errors that were not corrected?
	Not so far
	Not so far
	Not so far
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Measures:
	
	M1
	M2
	M3
	M4
	M5
	M6
	M7
	M8
	M9
	M10
	M11

	Is there a measure for each requirement?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the measure include a reference to the associated requirement?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the measure follow the guidance in the Drafting Team Guidelines?
	Y
	Y
	Y
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


 

Compliance Elements:

	
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R4
	R5
	R6
	R7
	R8
	R9
	R10
	R11

	Is there a time horizon and VRF for every requirement? 
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If the VRFs are being posted for the first time, has the team provided information for the comment form, indicating its justification for each VRF and providing an analysis of how the VRFs meet FERC’s guidelines?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Do the assignment of VSLs follow the latest VSL Guideline?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	If the VSLs are being posted for the first time, has the team provided information for the comment form, indicating its justification for each VSL and providing an analysis of how the VSLs meet FERC’s guidelines?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Does the Data Retention section follow the latest Drafting Team Guideline?
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
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