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Responses to Comments Submitted to the E-Tag 1.8 specification, Implementation Plan, and Schema
The NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Working Group, NERC Interchange Subcommittee, and NAESB Executive Committee thank all respondents for their thoughtful comments to the e-Tag 1.8 Specification, the Project Implementation Plan, and Schema.  Responses are provided below.

Question 1: Do you agree with the new E-tag 1.8 Specifications as modified?  If not, please explain your answer.

	Commenter
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	First Energy Corp
Dave Folk
	X
	
	

	JISWG Response
	

	Southern Company Services
J. T. Wood

Marc Butts

Dan Baisden
	X
	
	

	JISWG Response
	


Question 2: Do you agree with the timeline suggested in the E-tag project plan?  If not, please explain your answer.

	Commenter
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	First Energy Corp

Dave Folk
	X
	
	

	JISWG Response
	

	Southern Company Services

J. T. Wood

Marc Butts

Dan Baisden
	X
	
	Not sure of the intent of the July 13, 2007 date. By early September, if the over-all project is not on schedule, then reconsiderations should be given to the actual implementation date. The actual implementation date does appear to be somewhat late in the year. With major holidays in November and December, it might be advantageous to have an implementation date of mid October if possible.

	JISWG Response
	The dates in the left hand column are completion date targets.  July 13, 2007 is the target date for JISWG to have completed the structured interoperability test plan.  The target dates in the left column will be driven by successful achievement of milestones.  It is unlikely that the December 5 target will be moved up to October as JISWG and IS would like to allow ample time for interoperability testing, downstream software modification as needed by industry participants, and training.


Question 3: The Interchange Subcommittee would like to solicit industry input regarding how the E-Tag system should handle MW hourly/daily rounding.  What values should be displayed and how should they be aggregated?

	Commenter
	Comment

	
	

	JISWG Response
	No comments received


Question 4:  Are you aware of any conflicts between the proposed E-tag 1.8 specifications and any regulatory function, rule/order, tariff, rate schedule, legislative requirement or agreement?  If yes, please explain your answer.

	Commenter
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	First Energy Corp

Dave Folk
	
	X
	

	JISWG Response
	

	Southern Company Services

J. T. Wood

Marc Butts

Dan Baisden
	
	X
	

	JISWG Response
	


Question 5: Do you have other comments on the proposed E-tag 1.8 specifications or project plan? If yes, please describe.

	Commenter
	Yes
	No
	Comment

	First Energy Corp

Dave Folk
	
	X
	

	JISWG Response
	

	Southern Company Services

J. T. Wood

Marc Butts

Dan Baisden
	X
	
	The change log for “e-Tag version 1.7.097” states 48 hours for e-tag creations in the past and 96 hours for Dynamic e-tag adjustments in the past. And this is what is in the specifications for 1.7.097. Change log for 1.7.097 in e-Tag 1.8 version states these options were set at 168 hours in version 1.7.097. And, in e-Tag 1.8, the specifications also say 168 hours. 

Section 4.6.1.1, submitting a Profile Change Request; specifically a Market Operator’s Market Level Profile Change. There appears to be a few items that may need additional clarification. One is the Market Operator’s market. This appears to be a rather general statement. Another item of concern is that the transaction must Source or Sink in the Market Operator’s market. Should that statement say, … Source and Sink…? Again, this seems like it could cover a lot of territory. And, the last item, is in the form of a question. Does a Market Operator’s Market Level Profile change subject to the same timing rules as a PSE adjustment? 


	JISWG Response
	So much for global replace functions…  The change log modification was accidental and has been corrected.  Regarding the “Market Operator’s market”, you are correct this doesn’t have a specific meaning.  We’ve modified this to “Market Operator’s Balancing Area(s)”.  Regarding the question of which e-Tags the Market Operator may submit market adjustments for, the intent is source or sink as stated (parallel to reliability adjustment permissions).  This allows the Market Operator to set the market profile based on the output of their market process (when market conditions are setting the flow of the transaction).    Market Level Profile change requests are subject to the same timing and approval rules as a PSE adjustment.



	NYISO
Robert Pike
	X
	
	NYISO will not be able to complete their assessment of the impact to our software systems until such time as the vendors (OATI) provide detailed information as to how their software interfaces will be modified, as well as document any additional functionality, or changes to existing functionality, not already covered in the E-tag 1.8 specification that will be incorporated into this release.  The current schedule suggests this information will not be available until September 5, 2007 for the Industry Tutorials.  NYISO maintains a code deployment freeze that starts on October 15th of each year to support completion of a required SAS70 audit opinion.  If changes are identified in the information distributed on September 5th, it is unlikely that sufficient time will be available to complete software changes prior to that code freeze window.  This may result in the need to reschedule the implementation date or result in the inability of the NYISO to interface with the E-tagging systems.  We would recommend that software release notes documenting the scope of the vendor system changes be made available earlier and/or defer the E-tag 1.8 implementation date.



	JISWG Response
	JISWG and IS will discuss implementation details, including the provision of software release notes with the vendors.  There are numerous issues that need to be addressed and may affect the implementation date.  While there are many improvements in e-Tag 1.8, the implementation of this new version is not time critical, therefore NAESB and NERC intend to take steps to ease transition issues and minimize the impact on industry participants.  NAESB and NERC for example are requiring successful completion of project milestones before moving to the next phase of implementation rather than compressing final phases of the project to meet a target implementation date.  There are other entities that also have various “no touch” days and dates.  To the extent possible we will try to coordinate with the industry participants to avoid these and allow sufficient time for participants to modify downstream software and train users.



	Pugeot Sound Energy
Bob Harshbarger
	X
	
	The Change Log in the posted 1.8 spec indicates that the current 1.7.097

spec allows for 168 hours in the past creation and adjustment.  This is

not true.

The posted 1.7097 spec (November 15, 2006) lists creation up to 48 hours

in the past and adjustments on Dynamic tags up to 96 hours in the past.

If we are moving to 168 hours in the 1.8 version, then the change log

should list that change accordingly (and not in the 1.7.097 section).



	JISWG Response
	This change was made in error and has been corrected.

	Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Phil Odonnell
	X
	
	ISO had a concern the other day that may require some comment for the 1.8 tag spec.

They had curtailed a dynamic tag. After the hour they asked the PSE (tag creator) to adjust the tag to reflect the actual energy.  Surprise! Even though the adjustment was approved the tag was capped by the curtailment AND the curtailment could not be changed after the hour. Defeating the purpose of the ATF change.

 

Perhaps this should be considered in the spec. If it is allowed for the sink BA to put in an integrated value for the tag, Would this also override a cap set by curtailment from some intermediate TP or BA?  If so then (there is) no problem.  If not then we may be going through an effort to allow ATF updates that will not really be possible on a curtailed tag.

Despite the effort at changing the spec, it may still prevent ATF updates.



	JISWG Response
	This issue has been addressed in e-Tag 1.8 as follows:  “Modifications to DYNAMIC type e-Tags more than one hour in the past are used to set the actual interchange quantity.  The current level needs to be set to this actual interchange quantity regardless of any other profile values.  This is achieved by clearing any existing reliability limit and setting the Market Level profile” and also “Changes to the reliability limit, with the exception of limit clearing, must not be allowed for DYNAMIC e-Tags if they are for a period more than one hour in the past.”
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