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1) Market Operator Adjust

a) This is a request from the Interchange Distribution Calculator Work Group to allow for “near after-the-fact” energy profile modifications to reflect centralized market results.

b) Spec. currently treats adjustment requests from registered Market Operators the same as a market level adjustment request, it requires approval of all reliability entities listed in the tag.
c) Until like a Market Level Adjustment, the entity requesting the Market Operator Adjustment does not have to be the Tag Author but must be a registered Market Operator.
d) Like a Market Level Adjustment, the Tag’s market level profile is changed.
e) Within the e-Tag specification, change Tag Authority service to: 

i) Recognize a Market Operator adjustment request
ii) Verify the requesting entity (the submitter) is a valid registered Market Operator.
iii) Verify proper syntax of the request.

iv) Verify the requested adjustment is within the start and stop times of the referenced (original or parent) tag. 
v) Assign a composite status to the request based on the INT Business Practice Standards timing table.

(1) Assign a composite status of Pending if submittal time occurred prior to the submittal deadline.

(2) Assign a composite status of Late if submittal time occurred after the submittal deadline.

vi) Distribute the request for assessment only to the Source and Sink BAs. Copy all other participants listed in the Tag.
vii) Regardless of initial composite status assignment, the request’s composite status will not change until both Source and Sink BAs have actively responded to the assessment request.

(1) If one or both BAs denies the request, set adjustment request composite status to Denied and distribute to all participants listed in the parent tag.
(2) If both BAs approve the request, set adjustment request composite status to Implement, change the referenced tag’s market level profile according to the adjust request, and distribute.
(3) If one or both BAs fail to respond to the assessment request, set the adjustment request’s composite status to expire and distribute to all participants on the parent tag.   
2) Add optional transmission contract rights holder approval 

a) From NAESb Standards request R05xxx - revise the e-Tag specification to allow Purchasing-Selling Entities (PSEs) associated with a transmission segment in the tag optional approval rights.  This option will be similar to the existing mechanism associated with Generation Providing Entities (GPEs) where, through the registry, a PSE can elect to participate in the e-Tag approval process. 

b) Part of the NAESB CI BP standards

c) Requires minimal changes to Tag Authority service

i) Treat in same manner as GPE and LSE optional approval rights

(1) PSE may register with the NERC Registry an Approval Service URL

(2) The Authority Service will include any PSE listed as either the GPE, the LSE, or a PSE listed in a transmission segment who has a registered Approval URL in the assessment distribution for initial new tag requests.
ii) This is applicable for initial tag assessment, only (not for Market Level Profile adjustment requests)

iii) Since the e-Tag Authority Service performs both Market Assembler and Interchange Authority tasks concurrently, it is not possible to distinguish the commercial assessment distributions to BAs and TSPs from the reliability assessment distributions to BAs and TSPs. Therefore, once all reliability entities listed in the tag (that is, the Source and Sink BAs, the TSP(s), and the SE(s)) have actively Approved, and none of the PSEs with optional rights have actively Denied the request, the Authority Service will set the composite request status to Implement.  These optional PSE approval rights are for commercial considerations and should not impact the IA’s reliability role.  This still allows the optional rights holders to participate – but does not allow them to delay the assessment process through inaction.

Modifications to the spec:

3.6.1.1

Identifying the Distribution List

Tag Authorities must determine the distribution list for an e-Tag.  The distribution list is comprised of the following entities as listed on the e-Tag:

· The Tag Author

· The Generation Providing Entity (Merchant)

· The Load Serving Entity

· All Intermediate Purchasing Selling Entities (Title Holders)

· All Transmission Customers

· The Balancing authority in which the generation is located (GCA)

· The Balancing authority in which the load is located (LCA)

· All Transmission Providers

· All Scheduling Entities for those transmission providers

· Any entities listed as notification participants for an MRD transaction

· All Reliability Coordinators listed in the Registry as being associated with the GCA, LCA, and intermediate CAs.

In order to determine a Service URL for the above entities, the following rules must be used:

· For GPEs and LSEs, there will be potentially two entries.  The first Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Agent service.  The second Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Approval service.

· For intermediate PSEs who are not listed as Transmission Customers in the Tag, the Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Agent service.

· For intermediate PSEs who are listed as Transmission Customers in the Tag, there will be potentially two entries.  The first Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Agent service.  The second Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Approval service..

· For all other entities, the Service URL will be the entity’s registered URL for their Approval Service.

· For the GPE or LSE, approval rights may be held, delegated, or waived.  When holding rights, the Service URL is based on the registered Approval URL for that entity. When delegating rights, the Service URL is based on the Approval URL of the alternate entity specified for the specific source/sink in the tag; this delegation always supersedes that specified as the registered approval URL for the GPE/LSE.  If the delegated entity is not already in the distribution list, they must be added. When waiving rights, the entity will have explicitly not listed an approval service in their registration or that of the source/sink.

· For PSEs who are Transmission Customers, approval rights may be held, delegated, or waived.  When holding rights, the Service URL is based on the registered Approval URL for that entity. When delegating rights, the Service URL is based on the approval URL of the alternate entity specified for the specific segment in the   tag; this delegation always supersedes that specified as the registered approval URL for the PSE.  is this necessary??   If the delegated entity is not already in the distribution list, they must be added. When waiving rights, the entity will have explicitly not listed an approval service in their registration or that of the source/sink. 
No duplicate entities may be in the distribution list.  A duplicate is defined as entities sharing both the same entity type (BA, TP, PSE, RC),  NERC Acronym, Service Type (i.e., Agent, Approval, Authority),  and Service URL.  Any entity that does not have a registered Service URL shall be removed from the distribution list, and any approval rights waived. Each entity will have a record in the list, identifying their Delivery URL for the transaction. A record in the list should have the following general format:

	Tag ID
	Request ID
	Entity Code
	Service Type
	Service URL


3) Remove certain Authority Service defaults (this needs discussion)

a) The NERC INT Standards do not allow the Interchange Authority function to “second guess” BAs and TSPs regarding the reliability assessment of e-Tag request.  The IA will only set a request to Implement only if all listed reliability with approval rights have actively approved the request and, for initial new tag requests, none of the optional PSEs have actively denied the request.
b) Except for Reliability Limit and Market Operator Adjustment requests, if one or more reliability Approval Services fail to respond to the assessment distribution before the assessment time expires, the e-Tag Authority Service will change the composite request status from Pending to Expired .
c) A new final state of Expired will be assigned to a request that fails to get one or more active reliability entity approvals before the assessment deadline.
d) The composite status Expired will be assigned to a request in accordance with NAESB INT Business Practice Standard’s timing tables.
4) Create new final composite Request States to assist compliance and market monitoring: 
a) Replace existing status state “Dead” with the following for states:

i) Cancelled (previously Implement) – this is when the Tag Author sets the market level and transmission allocation of an e-Tag with a composite status of Implement to zero prior to the start time.
ii) Terminated (previously Implement) – this is when the Tag Author sets the market level and transmission allocation of an e-Tag with a composite status of Implement to zero after the start time but prior to the stop time.
iii) Withdrawn (previously Dead) – this is when a request submitter (Tag Author or Adjustment requester) withdraws a request before it has reached its final state (e.g., Implement, etc.).
iv) Denied (previously Dead) – this is when one or more approval entities denies a request.
v) Expired (previously mostly Dead) - this is when one or more reliability Approval Services fail to actively respond to the IA’s assessment distribution before the assessment period ends.

b) Primarily requires changes to the Tag Authority Service with minor changes to the Agent and Approval services (i.e., interface changes recognizing the new final states, etc.), and a small schema change.
5) Eliminate the 24 hour limitation on adjustment requests

a) This change could be made without Standard changes – no such limitation in the standards exists. 

b) Unable to find meaningful reason why restriction was originally created – processing burden could be one reason; might be IDC related.
c) Changes would be required in Tag Agent, Tag Approval, and in Tag Authority services.

i) Remove validation checks in order to allow start-stop time periods greater than 24 hours.
d) ALTERNATIVE – allow user interfaces to create adjustments requests of any length, but have their service still adhere to the 24 hour limitation.
6) Allow requests (both initial and adjustment) to be submitted up to 119 minutes after listed start time  (consider limiting)
a) Simple change to the validation checking in Agent, Approval, and Authority services.
b) All other processing criteria remains the same.
7) Addition of MWh element

a) Create a new schema element to allow a source or sink BA to enter the actual MWh of the tagged transaction (further discussion needed).
b) Could be useful to communicate a variable transaction’s total energy transfer – such as dynamic schedules or mid-hour adjusted transactions.

c) Could replace phone calls

8) Allowance of Transmission Operator (TOP) to initiate all cut adjustment??[rhh: not sure where this came from] (Bill B. will take to the IS)
a) Idea was in cases of multiple TP paths/flowgates, have the path or flowgate operator (or facility operator) issue reliability adjustment request(s) for all tags citing that operator’s path/flowgate when the rating (TTC) goes to zero.

b) Definite INT standard change – missed this – where?
c) Is this a user interface issue?

d) Current INT standards have either the TSP or the RC creating reliability adjustment requests.  For multi-owner facilities, some have suggested have the TOP have the ability to issue reliability adjustment requests for all tags where they are listed as the SE over a specific POR-POD (path).

9) CounterParty Reports references removal 
a) While at one time this functionality had great hopes in aiding check-out procedures, the industry for the most part has automated check-out in one fashion or another.

b) To require implementation of this feature will require a fair amount of testing and coordination – perhaps more work than it is worth. 
c) Suggest that it is removed from the spec.

10) Historical sections of the specification (e.g., 1.1.2., etc.) removal
a) Some of the explanations – especially the historical – seem misplaced in a technical specification
b) Suggest we consider removal.

11) Tagging World vs. Interchange Standards and IA World
a) The standards use terms such as Arranged Interchange and Confirmed Interchange which are not used in the e-Tag specification. 

b) The Tag Authority service is not a true IA – it concurrently processes reliability and commercial approvals (the IA report contemplated separate transaction approval processes, first commercial, then reliability, etc.).

12) Update diagram in 1.4.1. for several nomenclature problems
13) Capacity Tag

a) More clearly define the treatment and handling of Tag Type = Capacity by the tag services.
Existing Spec language:

3.6.2.1.2

Capacity e-Tag Type Processing

If a new e-Tag represents a Capacity transaction, the distribution process is preceded by the following actions:

· Exception profiles are automatically built setting the reliability limits for the duration of the transaction to zero.  For each Base Profile, the Exception Profile must be populated with the following information: RequestRef = 1, Profile Type: Reliability Limit, Absolute Start = beginning of transaction, MW level = 0,  Absolute Stop = end of transaction. Following this, standard distribution and processing then resumes.

14) Transmission Provider Adjust to Transmission Allocation
a) Revise the specification such that reliability adjustment requests issued by TSPs would impact a particular Transmission Allocation and not the Reliability Limit profile.
b) As an alternative, allow TSPs to choose between Trans Allocation or Reliability Limit Profile.
c) Source and sink BAs would continue to adjust the Reliability Limit profile.
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