









May 30, 2007 

Wholesale Electric Quadrant Comments on FERC Staff Proposed Meta Data
[Chair comments noted in bold bracketed text.  Highlighted text is to be included in the current focus of standards development, subject to further discussions by NAESB eTariff Subcommittee or technical group.]
Introductory Note:

The Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) would like to see FERC’s proposed list of e-tariff meta data reduced in number and complexity, avoiding unnecessary duplication and ensuring that each of the meta data is needed for particular analytic purposes.   [The need and purpose for each meta data element was discussed on June 4, 2007 (6-4) at the Phoenix meeting.]
In the following table, based on FERC’s March 13 and April 26 lists, we have identified meta data that we believe:  (a) are unnecessary or duplicative and can be deleted, [The need and purpose of each meta data element was discussed on 6-4 at the Phoenix meeting.  See meta data work sheet revised in the June 4, 2007 meeting and attached to the 6-4 meeting minutes.] (b) can be input once at the filing level and then automatically copied to label individual documents being filed if necessary, [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.] (c) can be listed on pull down menus to simplify entering the meta data,  [Certain few meta data under Filing Data can be listed on pull down menus when a party submits eTariff package via the Web Portal.  After completion of technical implementation documentation this item needs to be discussed with FERC Staff in their Web Portal Design.  This comment/concern is not germane for this focus of standards development.  This comment/concern will be included in a separate list of “Participant’s Comments and Concerns” appended to NAESB’s eTariff filing at FERC.  ] (d) can be consolidated, for example having one screen that elicits the contact person’s name and contact information [See comment to (c) above.]; and (e) FERC itself can provide or needs to provide.[See comment to (a) above and the individual meta data elements below.]
We would like each of the following suggestions to be given full consideration at the June 4 meeting.  We also would like to discuss the option for filers to fill out meta data in advance of a filing, to avoid having to input the data at the last minute.  [Web Portal Option A being developed by the NAESB eTariff Subcommittee provides that meta data will be filled out in a complete package in advance of the electronic filing of the package at the FERC Web Portal.  See Meeting minutes 5-21.   ]
	Field No.
	FERC
Name
	FERC March 13 Framework
Description
	WEQ Requested 

Improvements
	Who Should Provide the Meta Data
	Need to Adjust Order 614?

	Filing Data – Defines the filing to which the Filing Attachment Data and Tariff Content Data belong.

	1. 
	Company Identifier
	FERC-designated numeric company identifier code.  
	Use the filer’s corporate legal name rather than a number. [See discussion in 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 5, alphanumeric intelligence coding will be considered.]
Allow multiple companies to be listed for a given filing, to accommodate joint filings and parent filings on behalf of subsidiaries.[Each company’s tariff data base is unique to that company.]
Require a password after this field, to limit filing access. [When filers logon to Web Portal this will be a requirement.]
	FERC should provide a pull down menu of company names in alphabetical order.[Pull down menu on Web Portal may be available. FERC’s Web Portal Design is not germane for this focus of standards development  This comment/concern will be included in a separate list of “Participant’s Comments and Concerns” appended to NAESB’s eTariff filing at FERC.  ]
If FERC requires use of numeric identifiers, FERC should assign them and list them on the pull down menu just mentioned.  [This meta data needs to be in package.  FERC will provide identifiers but filer must enter into package.  See 6-4 meta data comments – Line 5.]
Filers should provide the password. [When filers logon to Web Portal this will be a requirement. . FERC’s Web Portal Design is not germane for this focus of standards development.  This comment/concern will be included in a separate list of “Participant’s Comments and Concerns” appended to NAESB’s eTariff filing at FERC.  ]work,  This comment/concern will be noted in NAESB Comments.]
	

	2. 
	Filing Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier to distinguish the filing from others by the same company. 

	Delete this field and rely instead on the Filing Title (field no. 3 below).[Required field by filer.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 6 discussion.]

	If this field is retained, FERC should assign the number, because multiple company staff may use the filing system from different offices.[Company should generate this ID since it must be included in package.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 6 discussion.]
	

	3. 
	Filing Title
	Title given to the filing by the filing company. 
	OK as proposed.  This is what companies do in e-Filing today, describing the nature of the filing.
	FERC should provide a pull down menu of common filing types. [FERC Office of Secretary has list of filing types posted today.  Filers should use this list to populate this field.  See 6-4 Meeting minutes – Line 7 discussion.] 

Filers should add a brief description.
	

	4. 
	Database Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier for each data base for a given company.  

	Delete this field and rely instead on the Company Identifier (field no. 1 above), because FERC plans to maintain a single data base per company. [This field is required per 6-4 meeting minutes – line 8 discussion.]
	If this field is retained, FERC should assign the number for each data base and provide a pull down menu listing the number for each company, with the companies shown in alphabetical order.  [Filer to assign this number since the filer controls number of data bases it wishes to have.  Possible multiple data base for each company functions.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 8 discussion.]
	

	5. 
	Database Title
	Title given to each company data base.  After the initial filing, this information is no longer required because the Database Identifier will suffice.  
	Delete this field and rely instead on the Company Identifier (field no. 1 above), because FERC plans to maintain a single data base per company. [This field is required per 6-4 meeting minutes – line 9 discussion.] 
	If this field is retained, company staff should be able simply to use the company name for the Database Title. .  [Filer to assign this name since the filer controls number of data bases it wishes to have.  Possible multiple data base for each company functions.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 8&9 discussions.]
	

	6. 
	Type of Filing/
Filing Reference Code
	This defines the type of Tariff filing being made. 

Please refer to http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/etariff/fil-soft-help/etariff-rules-table.pdf for the current list of codes.  
	Delete this field and rely instead on the Filing Title (field no. 3 above), which will indicate the type of filing and describe it. . [This field is required per 6-4 meeting minutes – line 10 discussion.]   


	If this field is retained, FERC should provide a simple pull down menu of common filing types. [Codes to be provided by FERC in a format to load data base to be used by filer to enter this data.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – line 10 discussion.]
	

	7. 
	Point of Contact First Name 
	First name of contact person for the filing.
	Combine this and the subsequent four fields into one screen that requests the name, phone number, and e-mail address of the contact person. [Contact who eRegisters could be used to populate these fields (Lines 11-15).  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 11-15 discussion.]
Allow a filer to list more than one contact person for the filing.  [Additional contacts need to be discussed.  ]  
Clarify whether the contact person needs to be e-registered with FERC. [See comments above.]
Add the contact persons to the service list for the filing. [This comment/concern is not germane for this focus of standards development. This comment/concern will be included in a separate list of “Participant’s Comments and Concerns” appended to NAESB’s eTariff filing at FERC.  ]
	FERC should provide a pull down menu of prior contacts for the company, allowing new ones to be added and old ones to be updated. 
	

	8. 
	Point of Contact Middle Initial
	Middle initial of contact person for the filing.
	  “
	   “
	

	9. 
	Point of Contact Last Name
	Last name of contact person for the filing.
	   “
	   “
	

	10. 
	Point of Contact Phone Number
	Phone number of contact person for the filing.
	  “
	   “
	

	11. 
	Point of Contact Email Address
	E-mail address of contact person for the filing. 
	  “
	   “
	

	12. 
	Company Authorizing Person First Name
	First name of authorizing person for the filing. 

	Combine this and the subsequent three fields into one screen that requests the name and title of the authorizing person IF different than the contact person. [Contact who eRegisters could be used to populate these fields (Lines 16-19).  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 11-15 discussion.] 
Clarify that this person is the “Issuer,” as that term is used in Order No. 614.  [Order 614 does not include filed for “issuer”.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 16-19 discussion.]
	FERC should provide a pull down menu of prior authorizing persons for the company, allowing new ones to be added and old ones to be updated.
	Yes – should no longer need to include the Issuer and Title in the footer.

	13. 
	Company Authorizing Person Middle Initial 
	Middle initial of authorizing person for the filing.
	  “
	  “
	  “

	14. 
	Company Authorizing Person Last Name 
	Last name of authorizing person for the filing. 
	  “
	  “
	  “

	15. 
	Authorizer/
Signer email
	E-mail address of authorizer/ signer for the filing. 
	FERC does not currently require this information, which is not necessary because each filing will include contact information (fields no. 7-11 above). [See comments above for item 12.]
	  “
	  “

	16. 
	Associated Filing 
	This is used to associate the filing with a previous filing made to FERC.  For example, compliance filings and withdrawal filings must identify the previous, applicable filing to which they pertain. 
	Modify this field to call for the Associated Docket rather than Associated Filing.  That would better accommodate dockets where there are multiple filings, avoiding confusion when subsequent filings are submitted.  [This field to be retained as is.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 20 discussion.] 
	If possible without too much work, it would help if FERC could provide a pull down menu of open tariff-related dockets for each company.
	Yes – should no longer need to identify the order as to which a compliance filing pertains in the footer.



	17. 
	Fee Reference Code
	Not listed in FERC framework for March 13 meeting.
	Clarify that this field is for use only when a fee applies. [Yes, this field is required only when fee applies.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 21 discussion.]
	FERC should provide a pull down menu of potentially applicable fees.
	

	18. 
	Suspension Motion
	Not listed in FERC framework for March 13 meeting.
	Clarify the intent and use of this field.  [Clarification for gas industry use.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 22 discussion.]
	
	

	Filing Attachment Data – Data for each supporting document being filed.

	19. 
	Company Identifier
	FERC-designated company identifier code.
	Delete this field because the Company Identifier already has been provided for the overall filing in field no. 1 above.    [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]
	If this field is retained for each supporting document, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 1. [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]
	

	20. 
	Filing Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier to distinguish the filing from others by the same company. 
 
	Delete this field because the Filing Identifier/ Title already has been provided for the overall filing in field no. 2/ 3, on which we have provided comments above.  [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]  
	If this field is retained for each supporting document, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 2/ 3, per the above discussion of the fields. [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]
	

	21. 
	Attachment Reference Code 
	Different filing types have differing sets of CFR-requested supporting documentation.  When an attachment is provided, and that attachment is meeting the request of a specific supporting document, the appropriate document reference code must be provided.  

Please refer to http://www.ferc.gov/docs-filing/etariff/fil-soft-help/etariff-rules-table.pdf for the current list of codes.
	Delete this and the subsequent field, and rely instead on the filing transmittal letter, which identifies the supporting documents being submitted and requests a waiver of inapplicable ones that might be otherwise required. 

The proposed fields do not recognize that FERC regulations and staff provide substantial flexibility as to supporting documents.  A filer should be able to attach as few or as many documents as necessary to support its filing, and should be able to group the documents rather than submitting them individually.[These fields are required.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 26, 26A and 27 discussion.]
	If this and the next field are retained, FERC should make them a single screen for the overall filing, with a pull down menu of possible attachments for each type of filing, allowing the filer simply to attach the documents being submitted while automatically requesting a waiver for any not being submitted.  (In other words, the web portal should assume that a waiver is requested for all items not attached.) 
	

	22. 
	Waiver Requested
	Filers can request waivers of CFR-requested supporting documentation.  For each document that is requested to be waived, the attachment reference code (above) is provided, and a value of "Y" is entered here.  Of course, if an actual document is being provided, this value should be "N" or empty (" ").  
	  “
	  “
	

	23. 
	Supporting Document
	This is the actual document “content” - that is, the binary data of the file contents as it is stored.  


	This field should simply prompt the filer to attach its supporting documents, which should be in native or pdf format at the filer’s choice.  This will require substantial megabytes of filing capacity for rate cases.
A filer should be allowed to attach as few or as many attachments as the filer wants, and should be allowed to attach them separately or in one or more groups, at the filer’s discretion.  
This field should not require a list of each document being submitted because that would duplicate the transmittal letter. [This is required for each filing attachments listed in transmittal letter or required by FERC regulations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 26, 26A, 27 and 28  discussions.]
	Filers should provide the supporting documents.
	

	24. 
	Supporting Document Filename
	The file name of the document being attached.  This file name will be used to recreate the document when needed. 

	Delete this field as unnecessary.  Each electronic file being submitted will already have a name (e.g., “Transmittal Letter.doc” or “Supporting Documents.pdf”). [This is required for each filing attachments listed in transmittal letter or required by FERC regulations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 26, 26A, 27. 28 and 29 discussions.]
	If this field is retained, FERC should copy the supporting document’s electronic file name into the field.
	

	25. 
	Document Security Level
	The level of security of the specific document, if a security level is included.  


	Simplify this into a single screen that allows a filer to indicate whether its supporting documents contain any privileged information, to be elaborated on in the transmittal letter, and if so to submit a redacted public copy of the documents in the same formats and groupings as the non-redacted ones.  [See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 30 discussion.]
Provide additional clarity as to how FERC will maintain confidentiality of protected information. [See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 30 discussion.]
	Filers should indicate the presence of privileged information and provide the redacted supporting documents.
	

	Tariff Content Data – Data for each Tariff sheet or entire document being filed.

	26. 
	Company Identifier
	FERC-designated numeric company identifier code.   
	Delete this field because the Company Identifier already has been provided for the overall filing in field no. 1 above.  [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 32, 33 and 34 discussions.]  
	If this field is retained for each sheet or entire document being filed, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 1. 
	

	27. 
	Filing Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier to distinguish the filing from others by the same company. 

	Delete this field because the Filing Identifier/ Title already has been provided for the overall filing in field no. 2/ 3, on which we have provided comments above. [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]  
	If this field is retained for each sheet or entire document being filed, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 2/ 3, per the above discussion of those fields. 
	

	28. 
	Database Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier for each data base for a given company.  

	Delete this field because the Database Identifier is unnecessary, as discussed under field no. 4 above, or will already have been provided in field no. 4.  [The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 24 and 25 discussions.]  
	If this field is retained for each sheet or entire document, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 4. 
	

	29. 
	Option Designation
	In some cases, companies want to submit "options" for consideration by FERC, for example, to change 3 or 4 sheets in one way versus another.  FERC can look at these changes grouped as options A, B, C, etc. and decide if one is more appropriate than another.  This field allows this.  If only one set of changes is submitted, the option value should be "A.” 
	Do not require this field to be completed unless the filer is actually submitting options for FERC to consider.  In most cases, filers will not submit such options.  [Yes, this field is not required unless filer is submitting multiple options.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 35 discussion.]

	When this field applies, FERC should make it a single screen that allows the filer to attach the alternative text the filer wants considered.

Filers would provide the text.
	

	30. 
	Record Identifier
	Unique numeric identifier of the data contained in each record.  This is what will track the changes to the content over time.  The value must be unique for a specific company.  


	Change this field to the official designation (e.g., Gas Tariff Vol. No. 4, or Electric Rate Schedule No. 78) and version number, and make it part of the Filing Data above. [This field to be retained as proposed.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 36 and 37 discussions.  ]

	Filers should provide this information once for each filing.  

FERC should have the information self populate at the sheet and entire document level.
	Yes – should no longer need to identify the tariff, rate schedule, or service agreement designation (including revision number) in the header, though it should be identified on the cover or first page.

	31. 
	Record Title

	Title of the Record contents.  When the company data base is assembled, this would be printed at the beginning of the record.  


	Use this field only for sheet-based filings, and have it be the name of each sheet, giving filers the flexibility to name each sheet as they wish (e.g. “sections 1-5” or 
“pages 1-20”), along with the Sheet designation (e.g. “First Revised Substitute”). [This field to be retained as proposed.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 36 and 37 discussions.  ]
	Filers would provide this information, which would be unique for each sheet.
	Yes – should no longer need to include the Sheet designation in the header.

	32. 
	Record Number
	Some form of textual identifier.  When the company data base is assembled, this would be printed at the beginning of the content.

	Delete this field and instead:  (a) for the Entire Document option, rely on the Record Identifier (field no. 30 above), which fully identifies the tariff, rate schedule, or non-conforming service agreement being filed or amended; and (b) for the Sheet-Based option, rely on the Record Identifier and Record Title (fields no. 30-31 above). [This field to be retained.  Further development on the use of field will be discussed during technical review.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 38 discussion.] 
	If this field is retained, filers should have the option to use the Record Identifier and Record Title and should provide the information once for each filing, and FERC should have the information self populate at the sheet and entire document level.
	

	33. 
	Record Collation Value
	When the company database is reassembled, this value will determine the sort order in which things are merged.
	Discuss whether this field can be avoided for the entire document option, and describe in more detail how it will be used for sheet-based filings. [This field to be retained.  Further development on the use of field will be discussed during technical review.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 39 discussion.]
	Need more information to determine how best the meta data might be provided.
	

	34. 
	Alternative Record Number
	Not listed in FERC framework for March 13 meeting.
	Clarify the purpose of this field.  Pending further discussion, same comment as on field no. 32 above. [This field to be retained.  Further development on the use of field will be discussed during technical review.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 40 discussion.]
	Pending further discussion, same comment as on field no. 32 above.
	

	35. 
	Record Parent or Container Identifier 


	In some cases, portions of a Record are “subsections” of other portions.  If this approach is used, the value here must be a valid Record Identifier of another Record.  
	Clarify that this section is optional.  In most cases, the field will be unnecessary because one record usually will not be a subsection of another record. [This field to be retained.  Field necessary for hierarchy of section/sheet filing options.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 41 discussion.]

	In the rare case when this applies, the filer should provide the information.
	

	36. 
	Record Effective Date
	The proposed date the specified content is to go into effect.  


	Rename the field “Filer’s Proposed Record Effective Date” to reflect that the filer initially proposes the date. [This needs further discussion in definitions of meta data elements.]  
Provide a separate “FERC Accepted Record Effective Date” for FERC to complete when it has acted on the filing.
	Allow filers to propose a single effective date for an entire filing, or to propose separate dates for individual records.


	Yes – should no longer need to include either the Issued on date or Effective Date in the footer.

	37. 
	Record Effective Priority Order
	When multiple changes to the same content are proposed to go into effect on the same day, this value will determine which change will take precedence.  The change with highest priority value will become effective on the given date.  
	Clarify that this section is optional.  It is unlikely to be used by the electric industry except in very unusual circumstances.  

[Yes, this field is optional.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 43 discussion.]

	In the rare case when this applies, the filer should provide the information.
	

	38. 
	Record Raw Data
	This is the actual document “content” - that is, the binary data of the contents as it is stored electronically.  When the company data base is assembled, this is what is used to display the tariff content.  This is the field for those choosing to file the tariff, rate schedule, contract as a single document.  
	Simplify this field into a single screen that calls for the filer to attach the sheets or entire document being submitted, ideally either in native formats accepted at any given time by e-Library or in pdf format, at the filer’s choice.  [See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 44 discussion.]

	This filer should provide the sheets or entire document being submitted.


	

	39. 
	Record Plain Text
	This is the plain text of the Record Raw Data contents.  Formatting and other binary values are stripped from this content.  This is the field for those filing tariff sections. 
	Delete this field, and instead rely on FERC to obtain the information it needs for its e-tariff data base directly from the records submitted as discussed in field no. 38 above. [This field is retained as proposed.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Line 45 discussion.]  
	If this field is retained, FERC should extract the information from the Record Raw Data in field no. 38.


	

	40. 
	Record Type Change Requested 
	This describes the type of change being requested (e.g. new, change, cancellation).  
	Clarify the purpose of this field, and note that it can apply to an entire filing as well as individual records. [This needs further discussion in definitions of meta data elements.]  
	FERC should provide a pull down menu listing the types of changes and allowing filers to specify the type of change for groups of records or entire filings.
	

	41. 
	Associated Filing
	This is used to associate the filing with a previous filing made to FERC.  For example, compliance filings and withdrawal filings must identify the previous, applicable filing to which they pertain.  
	Delete this field because the Associated Filing information already has been provided for the overall filing in field no. 16 above.  [This field is to be retained as proposed.  The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 47, 48 and 49 discussions.]  
	If this field is retained for each sheet or entire document being filed, FERC should have it self-populate by copying field no. 16. 
	

	42. 
	Associated Record Identifier 
	This is used to associate the specific content with a previous filed content item.  For example, withdrawal filings must identify the content being requested to be withdrawn.  
	Delete this field and rely instead on the Associated Filing information provided in field no. 16.  [This field is to be retained as proposed.  The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 47, 48 and 49 discussions.]
	
	

	43. 
	Associated Option Designation 
	This is used to associate the specific content with a previous filed content item.  For example, withdrawal filings must identify the content being requested to be withdrawn.  And since filings can have multiple options, this value must be specified.  
	Delete this field and rely instead on the Associated Filing information provided in field no. 16. [This field is to be retained as proposed.  The technical implementation requirements will provide, where possible, for automatic input of the same meta data in all required locations.  See 6-4 meeting minutes – Lines 47, 48 and 49 discussions.]
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