Capacity Center hereby respectfully submits the following comments and suggestions as to corrections, clarifications, wording and intent with respect to the NAESB PublicKey Infrastructure (PKI) Standards – WEQ012

Paragraph 1, Certification (p 281) – Subject matter: Even view-only users of informational web-site are required to have an electronic certificate.  
Comment: This is excessive, there is no known business reason to require view-only users to have a certificate.
Definition of Terms (p 282) – Subject matter: The term “Registry”

Comment: The term ‘Registry’ used in 012-0.2 should be a defined term.

O12-1.3.1 (p285) – Subject matter: The term “NERC Registry”

Comment: The term “NERC Registry” should be a defined term in the section ‘Definition of Terms’

012-1.3.3 (p 285) – Subject matter: Requires view-only users of informational web-sites to have a utility sponsor effectively placing a barrier to access of public information in some cases.  
Comment: There are many reasons that the public, including those conducting research or monitoring markets should have open access to view-only informational postings.  In addition, where regulation or statue specify public access, sponsorship should not be a requirement.

012-1.4.5 (p 289) – Subject matter: Funding source for NERC Registry

Comment: What is the funding mechanism for NERC Registry?
012-1.4.5 (p 289) – Subject matter: Checking the status of a certificate.

Comment: Language needs to state unambiguously that all parties may check the status of a certificate without charge.

012-1.9.1 (p 291) – Subject matter: Distinguished Name

Comment: The elements comprising the Distinguished Name (DN) should be articulated in a single list.  In the first paragraph text suggests Name plus Entity Code.  In the second paragraph text suggests additional information.

012-1.9.2 (p 291) – Subject Matter: Global, Name uniqueness

Comment: Authorized CA should be required to check the NERC Registry to enforce global name uniqueness.

012-1.9.4 (p 292) – Subject Matter: Public access to NERC Registry

Comment: There should be free public access to NERC Registry

012-1.19.1 (p 296) – Subject matter:  specific wording suggestion

Comment: Last sentence should include words “on each of the above record entries”.

012-1.19.8 (p 296) – Subject matter: NAESB rescission of CA certification

Comment:  For business continuity, there needs to be a grace period for the users to find another CA when NAESB rescinds a CA certification.

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute our observations
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