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Period of Consultation: October 18, 2016 through November 25, 2016 
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Listed below is the summary description of changes for the proposed New “technical feasibility exception” definition. Please place your comments/reasons for position underneath (if any). 
 

Definitions – New 

Existing Proposed Market Participant Comments and/or Alternate Proposal 

No definition currently exists in the 
Alberta Reliability Standards 

“technical feasibility exception” means a variance 
from a requirement in the CIP Cyber Security reliability 
standards that achieves a level of reliability of the bulk 
electric system that is comparable to or higher than 
compliance with the requirement. 

Comment # 1: 

In the draft ID #2016-005RS, Section 5.1 (b) (i) states that one of the necessary criteria for the 
AESO to approve a TFE request is that the “proposed mitigation plan, in the determination of 
the AESO, would achieve a level of reliability of the bulk electric system comparable to or higer 
than compliance with the requirement.”  This is echoed in this definition of technical feasibility 
exception that the variance must achieve a level of reliability of the bulk electric system that is 
comparable to or higher than compliance with the requirement.  However, Section 5.2 of ID 
#2016-005RS lists several grounds for a TFE request where the mitigation would not achieve 
that level of reliability of the BES.  Two examples are 5.2 (c) and (f) which state that compliance 
with a CIP ARS requirement: 

(c) while technically possible and operationally feasible, cannot be achieved by the date the 
Responsible Entity is required to comply with the CIP ARS due to factors such as scarce 
technical resources, limitations on the availability of required equipment or components, or 
the need to construct, install or modify equipment during planned outages;   

(f) would require the incurrence of costs that far exceed the benefits to the reliability of the 
bulk electric system of compliance with the requirement, such as requiring the retirement of 
existing equipment that is not capable of compliance with the requirement but is far from the 
end of its useful life and replacement with newer-generation equipment that is capable of 
compliance, where the incremental risk to the reliable operation of the asset and to the 
reliable operation of the facility and the bulk electric system of continuing to operate with the 
existing equipment is minimal. 
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EDTI recommends that the TFE definition be modified to acknowledge the fact that some TFEs  
will not meet a level of reliability of the bulk electric system that is comparable to or higher than 
compliance with the CIP requirement, but that the impact to the reliability of the BES will be 
minimal and acceptable.  A proposed revised definition is: 
“technical feasibility exception” means a variance from a requirement in the CIP Cyber 
Security reliability standards that achieves a level of reliability of the bulk electric system 
that is comparable to or higher than compliance with the requirement, or in the determination of 
the AESO, would achieve an adequate level of reliability of the bulk electric system. 

 
 
 


