NAESB Smart Grid Standards Task Force
Compilation of Comments/Modifications

Priority Action Plan 9 Phase 2

This document contains a compilation of the comments submitted in response to recommendation REQ 2010 AP Item 9 (c)(ii) and WEQ 2010 AP Item 6(c)(ii); Requirements Specifications for Retail/Wholesale Standard DR Signals – for NIST PAP09 Phase 2. The comments were individually posted and are available for download from the NAESB website at http://www.naesb.org/retail_request.asp and http://www.naesb.org/weq_request.asp. 

	
	Company
	Category
	Cite
	Suggested Change
	Task Force Response

	1
	Xtensible Solutions
	Suggested Modification
	No site given
	"Similar to DR resources, DER assets need to be registered and enrolled into a DR program." 

This is not necessarily true. For example, while a customer must obtain building permits to install solar PV on their home and they can apply for statewide rebates through SCE, they DO NOT have to be registered in an ongoing program. They can elect to be on a Net Energy Metering rate, but this is not required nor can it be monitored, policed or enforced. 
	

	2
	Lawrence Berkely National Laboratory
	
	
	On behalf of DRRC/LBNL, I request the NAESB committee to create a matrix of traceability of sources and standards covered in the Retail Electric Quadrant recommendations, “Requirements Specifications of Retail DR Signals – for NIST PAP 09.”  This is very important to recognize the contribution coming from different sources.  A table in the document for contributions/recommendations from different sources and how these individual contributions/recommendations were included in the document will recognize the work in this important effort by NAESB.

Please note that most of the contributions from UCA related to DR standards for requirements and use cases came from Open ADR1.0.  I appreciate if such sources could be acknowledged accordingly

	

	3
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	Redline Modifications
	Throughout REQ Recommendation
	http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w15.doc 
	

	4
	Trane - Ingersoll Rand 
	Technical
	REQ.17.3.1.4.3.2
	"Response Time" - framed with respect to DR.  However, couldn't this also be viewed in terms of being used for DER?
	

	5
	Trane - Ingersoll Rand 
	Technical
	REQ.17.3.1.4.7.1
Event Modification Number
	Suggest modifying to: "this number is incremented by one."  It may seem to be blatantly obvious but, in Industry Standards that have "implied" the by one… there have been implementers who did not think it was all that obvious.  Easier to remove any ambiguity from the outset.
	

	6
	Southern Company
	Redline Modifications
	Throughout REQ and WEQ Recommendation
	REQ:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w25.doc 

WEQ:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w29.doc 
	

	7
	Cox Software Architects LLC
	Technical
	All documents in the public review starting October 15, 2010
	It is not clear (except in one footnote) that these requirements documents are not specification documents, i.e., that the structures, schemas, data element names and types, are requirements stated in very specific form.  Add the following to the Execuive Summary and the Introduction of each document:   "All data element names, and implied or stated structures are not intended to specify specific message payloads or information object. The intent is to clearly specify the business information that is required to be exchanged to make effective and reasonable business decisions, and NAESB understands that standards that do not directly use such schemas and element names may conform to these requirements."
	

	8
	California ISO
	General
	No cite provided
	CAISO understand the requirements for PAPs 3,4 and 9 are generic and does not distinguish between load adjustment and load curtailment for demand response. In its future expansion of DR , the CAISO will be concentrating  on load adjustment.  Wholesale demand response products in the future will require a positive and negative signal to provide regulation and the potential for other non-regulation load following services. The CAISO believes standards should support the broader concept of demand response as load adjustment versus simply load curtailment.
	

	9
	California ISO
	General
	No cite provided
	Understanding that PAP 9 was not meant to consider local attributes, in the future discussion we would like the group to distinguish separated enrollment and effective dates. A DR can enroll early and have a later effective date. We also believe in future discussions it may be useful to differentiate between scheduled load is the expected load , expected load would be the load for the hour and does not factor in any DR dispatch that the resource has been awarded.
	

	10
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	In the Short Descriptions and Long Descriptions there are many words capitalized but not defined.  For example, see the Short Description Energy Schedule Cleared MW Interval Value.  In the Short Description the following terms are capitalized: Energy Value, Time Interval, and Energy Schedule.
	

	11
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	It is unclear why some data elements do not have a Short Description when they have a Long Description.  When the data elements are incorporated into the PAP-03 and PAP-09 recommendation the result is there is no description in these recommendations.  For example, see Ancillary Service Instruction ID, Instruction ID, and Schedule ID.
	

	12
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	In most cases there are spaces between terms Program ID, and Min Gen MW.  There are a few data elements where this is not the case.  From a consistency perspective spacing be included in the following data elements:

· GenEMSID

· GenBillingID

· MinGenCost
	

	13
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Contact Middle Name – consider changing to “Middle Name” to be consistent with First Name and Last Name which do not have the prefix “Contact.”
	

	14
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Parent Meter id – consider changing “id” to “ID” for consistency.
	

	15
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Capacity Type description – consider changing “description” to “Description” for consistency
	

	16
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Qualified Capacity – the acronym ICAP is used but is not defined
	

	17
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Event & Performance comments – consider changing “”comments” to “Comments” for consistency.   
	

	18
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Suggested Modification
	Data Requirements Table
	For the Data Requirements tables it would be helpful to the user if there was a legend or an explanation for the columns and that O is for Optional and M is for Mandatory.
	

	19
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Suggested Modification
	WEQ Data Element
	In the data elements the following data element names do not match the data element names in the Master Data Requirements List

PAP 09

Master Data Requirements List

Service Location State/Province

State/Province

Service Location Zip/Postal Code

Zip/Postal Code

Service Location Country

Country

Load-Serving Entity ID

Load Serving Entity ID

Load-Serving Entity Name

Load Serving Entity Name

Device QA Plan

Meter Device QA Plan

Generator In-Service Date

In-Service Date

StrikePriceType

Strike Price Type

Operational Constraint Type

Constraint Type

Operational Constraint Interval

Constraint Interval

Operational Constraint Value

Constraint Value

Measurement Value Timestamp

Measurement Value Timestamp (CIM)

Measurement Value

Measurement Value (CIM)


	

	20
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Suggested Modification
	WEQ Table 4 and 5
	In the Data Tables 4 and 5 there are a number of data elements listed which are not designated as either Mandatory or Optional.  Is this because some of the data elements are used in the processes 1.0.1a through 1.0.9 and not used is 1.0.10 through 1.0.16 and vice versa?  If so, should both tables contain the same list of data elements?  Currently, Table 5 does not include the same set of data elements found in Table 4.  For example, Table 5 Category 1 does not include Address 1, Address 2, City, etc.  An explanation may be beneficial.
	

	21
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Editorial
	WEQ Table 4
	In Table 4 the vertical line between 1.0.1 b and 1.0.1.c is not printing.


	

	22
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Editorial
	
	The left line for Category 9 for the Set Point data element is not printing
	

	23
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Technical
	WEQ Table 8
	In Table 8 the following data elements are listed but are not defined as either Mandatory or Optional: Base Point, Breaker Status, Output MW, Output MVAR, DR Bus Load MW, Set Point, Regulation Base Point, and Base Load MW
	

	24
	California ISO, ERCOT, IESO, ISO New England, Midwest ISO, New York ISO, PJM, SPP
	General
	
	The ISOs/RTOs listed above support the formal comments submitted by the NAESB Standards Review Subcommittee
	


� Piette, M.A., G. Ghatikar, S. Kiliccote, E. Koch, D. Hennage, P. Palensky, and C. McParland. 2009. Open Automated Demand Response Communications Specification (Version 1.0).  California Energy Commission, PIER Program.  CEC-500-2009-063 and LBNL-1779E (� HYPERLINK "http://openadr.lbl.gov/pdf/cec-500-2009-063.pdf" ��http://openadr.lbl.gov/pdf/cec-500-2009-063.pdf�). 
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