NAESB Smart Grid Standards Task Force
Compilation of Comments/Modifications

Priority Action Plan 4 Phase 2

This document contains a compilation of the comments submitted in response to recommendation WEQ 2010 AP Item 6 (b)(ii) / REQ Annual Plan Item 9(b)(ii); Phase 2 Requirements Specifications for Common Scheduling Mechanism for Energy Transactions – for NIST PAP04. 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
	Southern California Edison
	Suggested Modification
	General
	Looks good. Note that there could be some push back on the italics portion of the following (even though it is illustrative) as the DRPs interested in participating in CAISO want the opportunity for more than one service provider per customer: 
Proper (and Improper) Usage of the Entity-Relationship Model.    The entity-relationship model is used to show cardinality among objects in the model, for example every Resource belongs to one and only one Service Provider and a Service Location contains one or more Service Delivery Points. 

	No change.  

2010-12-07

The entity-relationship diagram is intended to illustrate that for any given product, the Resource belongs to one and only one Service Provider. 

	2
	Baltimore Gas and Electric
	Redline Modifications
	Throughout REQ Recommendation
	http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w14.doc 
	

	3
	Trane – Ingersoll Rand
	Editorial
	Appendix
	"End Device" / "End Devices" are used, throughout.  This was removed as a defined term therefore, suggest considering removal of the capitalization and change it to "end device" / "end devices".
	End Device has been replaced with Service Delivery Point.
2010-12-07

Appendix A in this Recommendation is now consistent with Appendix A in PAP 03 and PAP 09.

	4
	Southern Company
	Redline Modifications
	Throughout REQ and WEQ Recommendation (verify with Leonard)
	REQ:   http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w24.doc 

WEQ:  http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/smart_grid_ssd111810w28.doc 
	

	5
	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 Executive 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."
	Added to Executive Summary during NAESB meeting of 11/18/2010.

2010-12-07 WEQ:

Revised as follows:

 "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 or implementations that do not directly use such schemas and element names may conform to these requirements through clearly defined mapping documentation."

	6
	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.
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	7
	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.
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	8
	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
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	9
	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.”
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	10
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Parent Meter id – consider changing “id” to “ID” for consistency.
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	11
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Capacity Type description – consider changing “description” to “Description” for consistency
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	12
	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
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	13
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	General
	General Comments on Data Elements (no cites given)
	Event & Performance comments – consider changing “”comments” to “Comments” for consistency.   
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Not applicable to PAP 04

	14
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Editorial
	Introduction
	Extra “that” should be removed from the second sentence of the introduction as highlighted “They communicate information about events that that occur during power management and distribution. They invoke financial or business transactions that guide those events.”
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Corrected.

	15
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Editorial
	WEQ017-2.1
	First paragraph of 017-2.1 should refer to data rather than date as highlighted ”The use case modeling technique is used for capturing business and date requirements relative to electric product and price information.”
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Corrected.

	16
	NAESB WEQ Standards Review Subcommittee
	Editorial
	Appendix 
	In 017-A in paragraph heading Proper (and Improper Usage of the Entity-Relationship Model, System Operator should be singular in the sentence as highlighted ”For example, a Service Provider is associated with many Resources; however the enrollment of those Resources may be managed by a System Operators or a Utility Distribution Operator.”
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

Changed to singular.

	17
	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
	2010-12-07 WEQ:

No action required.
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