Comments Submitted by L. Bertsch, Horizon Technologies


Comments

to NAESB 

Smart Grid PAP 04

By: Ludo Bertsch, Horizon Technologies Inc. 

(250) 592-1488; ludob@horizontec.com

Date: November 4, 2009

In response to NAESB letter of October 30, 2009 please find below our comments and suggestions for the Requirements for PAP04 document.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide feedback and hope our comments are useful for moving the work along quickly.

Please feel free to contact me if you need further clarification of our comments or suggestions.

1.0  Requirements for NIST PAP04

General:

Suggestions:

In order to ensure that a large number of loads do not start all at the same time, sometimes, a random function for start times is included – it is suggested that a discussion be held to discuss possibly incorporating a  random function into PAP 04, and if not, it is suggested that it should be determined where such a feature should reside. 

The document contains two tables “Date and Time Based Data Elements Utilized in Demand Response Programs” and “Requirements for Data and Time Usage” – it would be helpful to define the relationship between the two tables, if there is any relationship?

The NAESB logo should be moved in the document so as not to obscure the tables.

1.1  Section b; Description of Recommendation; Date and Time Based Data Elements Utilized in Demand Response Programs:

Suggestion:

It is suggested that a diagram be used to illustrate the “Data Element Names”.

Does the column “Data Element Names” intend to cover all Data Elements?

1.2  Section b; Description of Recommendation; Requirements for Date and Time Usage:

It is noted that the table is “An incomplete, but representative, set of examples is provided below”.

Suggestions:

Is the note about being “incomplete” for the draft and to aid in our discussions, or is it intended to be “incomplete” when the document is released?  Please clarify.

Does “incomplete” refer to the column called “Usage Examples”? - if so, doesn’t the word “examples” clarify already that it is “incomplete”.  Please clarify.

Does “incomplete” refer to the column “Type of Representation”? – if so, it does not seem appropriate – shouldn’t the table include all the “Types of Representations”.  Please clarify.

It is noted that the “Absolute date/time”, “Effective start date” has an usage example of “2009-11-01”.

Suggestion:

Since the order of year, month, and date can often be confused, it is suggested that the order always consistently be year, month, date (allows for easy sorting).  What level of detail is expected?

It is also suggested that any example use a date larger than 12, to further confirm the order – e.g. use “2009-11-28” as the example.

It is suggested that with every time or date sent, that the time zone be clear [dates also, because the dates can cross time zones as well] (or clearly defined default).  Since the information may cross time zones, it is suggested that all times and dates must explicitly indicate the time zone that is intended.  

It is noted that international ISO 8601 format is “2009-11-28T20:30:15+16:00” or  “2009-11-28T20:30:15Z” (note that it is not “-Z”).   Is there a reason we don’t use ISO 8601 all the time? - ISO 8601 also allows for intervals and duration.  Or is that beyond the level specification that is required?

It is noted that the “Recurring date/time” has the “Data Element” of “Market Closing” and uses the example of  “Every day at 12:00 noon”.

Suggestion:

The table seems to suggest that “Market Closing” is the only Data Element for “Recurring date/time”, yet there are many other uses for the Recurring date/time.  Why is only “Market Closing” used here; shouldn’t others be included? 

What about “every Tuesday”, “every weekend”  and other many permutations?  Is this intended to be defined in this document – if so, there are many terms missing.  If not, where will that be defined?  Again, ISO 8601 allows for these cases.

It is noted that the column “Data Element” includes multiple entries for each “Type of Representation”.

Suggestion:

It is suggested that clarification be made for what the intent is of the column “Data Element”.  Is it intended that all “Data Elements” for each “Type of Representation” be included in the table?  If so, it seems that there are many Data Elements missing.  If not, what is the real purpose of the table?

Suggestion:

“Demand Responsde” should be “Demand Response”.

 Ludo Bertsch, Horizon Technologies
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