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It was hard to comment on the draft without having a fundamental understanding regarding the term "Resource Custodian." Perhaps we can talk about these questions on the call tomorrow. 
1. Is the term "Resource Custodian" intended to be applied to a single entity or is it a term designating "anyone who has access" to the data?  For example, could multiple entities be "Resource Custodians?" 

2. Can anyone foresee a case when the distribution company would not be a "Resource Custodian?" In other words is there a situation where the distribution company would NOT have unencumbered access to the data? 

3. Is there any situation where the non-distribution company (in other words, any third-party) would have unencumbered access to the data without customer approval? if so, how? 
4. Is the scope of this work group intended to just look at third party access to data or does the scope include looking at distribution companies' access to data as well?  If the scope is looking at third party access, does that need to be made more clear? 
5. Is the issue of "distribution company access" being discussed in another NAESB work group? 

6. What is the difference between a "principle" and a "model business practice?" 

REQ.22.2.B.        Technical Definitions 

REQ.22.2.xt        Resource Custodian:  A Resource Custodian manages resource information on behalf of a Retail Customer and will share this information with Third Parties only in accordance with the wishes of the Retail Customer. A Resource Custodian typically has direct access to the pertinent information (e.g., by directly acquiring electricity usage data from a meter).  A Resource Custodian may be a Distribution Company.   

        

Cherron Rinehart
Sr. Regulatory Consultant

AEP - Texas
400 West 15th, Suite 1500
Austin, TX 78701

