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Comment Form — [Name of SAR or Standard] [Project Number]

Comment Form for IROL Standards (IRO-008, IRO-009, IRO-010)
Background Information:
The Interconnection Reliability Operating Limits Standards Drafting Team (IROL SDT) paused its work while waiting for a final ruling on the Facility Ratings Standards (FAC-010-1, FAC-011-1, and FAC-014-1).  The FAC standards were approved by FERC at the end of 2007.  Following that, the IROL SDT modified the set of IROL standards to conform to the latest guidelines for drafting standards.  The compliance elements of the standard were modified to use the same language as used in the ERO Sanctions Guidelines, and Violation Severity Levels were modified to comply with the VSL Guidelines Criteria document developed by the VSL Drafting Team.  In making these changes, the drafting team discovered opportunities to improve the set of standards by combining the set of requirements into a fewer number of standards, and by eliminating a requirement that was focused more on “how” than on “what”.  The team also made some wording changes to improve the alignment between requirements, measures, and associated violation severity levels.
The drafting team encourages you to review the clean and redline versions of the standards and then to complete this comment form.  

1. The drafting team eliminated IRO-007-1 Requirement R1, the requirement for the Reliability Coordinator to “monitor” its wide area.   Monitoring is a “how” – staying within the IROLs is the “required performance.”  Do you agree with this change?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
2. The drafting team moved IRO-007-1 Requirement R2 (from IRO-007 R2 to IRO-009 R5), the requirement for the Reliability Coordinator to use the most conservative value under consideration when there is a disagreement amongst Reliability Coordinators on the value of an IROL or its Tv. This move seemed to put the related requirements together in a single standard and allowed the elimination of IRO-007.  Do you agree with this change?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
3. The drafting team modified the Violation Severity Levels for IRO-008.  Do you agree with the new VSLs?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
4. The drafting team modified IRO-009-1 R1 and R2 by replacing the phrase, “in advance of real-time” with the phrase, “one or more days prior to the current day” to clarify the intent and measurability of these requirements.   Do you agree with the change made to R1 and R2 in IRO-009-1?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
5. The drafting team modified the Violation Severity Levels for IRO-009.  Do you agree with the new VSLs?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
6. The drafting team modified the Violation Severity Levels for IRO-010.  Do you agree with the new VSLs?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
7. The drafting team modified the implementation plan to reflect the modifications made based on the elimination of IRO-007-1 Requirement R1.  Do you agree with the modifications made to the implementation plan?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No comment
Comments:      
8. If you have any other comments on this set of standards that you haven’t already provided, please provide them here. 
Comments:      
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