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These comments are in response to the “Subcommittee Late Comments – redlined” http://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_120810_weq_ee_workgroup_4d_late_rec_redline.doc, which were included as a link in the March 21, 2011, Executive Committee agenda.  
1. Prior to posting the recommendation for membership ratification it would be beneficial if the NAESB office would format the section number and references to sections per the WEQ format.  For example, the WEQ does not preface all sections within a given set of standards with “WEQ.”  Also, there are some instances where the standards numbers are referenced as “020-“ and others referenced as “020.”
2. Footnote 1 explaining IPMVP is not applied to the first occurrence of IPMVP but rather the second occurrence.  It may be more appropriate to have the footnote moved from section WEQ.020.3.6.1.1 to WEQ.020.3.2.5.

3. In section WEQ.020.3.6.1.4 there is a reference to DOE-2.  Should this be a defined term?

4. It is recommended that “Project” be changed to “project” in section WEQ.020.3.6.2, since “Project” is not a defined term.

5. In section WEQ-020.3.8.2, is “t-test” the same as “two-tailed” test?  If so, is there a need for having t-test in the document?  If not, should “two-tailed” not be included in parenthesis?
6. In section WEQ.020.3.9.1, there is an extra space after “equipment failure rate,” that should be deleted.

7. In section WEQ.020.3.10.1, a period should be added at the end of the last paragraph.

8. After reading the text in section WEQ.020.3.12.1.5 it appears that the section heading may be inappropriate for the text within the section.  It may be more appropriate to label the section as “Identification of Estimated Data.” 
9. In section WEQ.020.3.12.1.6, it is unclear to me as to how you categorize data which passed validation and used in Demand Reduction Value calculations as missing data.  If the data passes validation and is used in the calculation is the data either actual data or estimated data.
