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At the recent WECC Interchange Scheduling and Accounting Subcommittee (ISAS) meeting, held July 20 & 21, 2005 in Seattle, WA, I was asked to inform your respective committee’s of proceedings in the ISAS that are soon to be introduced by our membership in your group.    

ISAS members are currently working towards resolution on several issues surrounding the current e-Tagging Specification. The items are:

1. Currently within the e-Tag specification, a Reliability Entity (RE) has the ability to “step on” another RE’s curtailment, and subsequently has the ability to reload the transaction to it’s original MW amount, regardless of the Reliability Limit set by the first curtailment.  This e-Tag problem was recognized when intermediate SEs and TPs were given the ability to initiate reliability adjustments.

It is also understood that the existing functionality has a benefit of allowing a reload by another RE.  This is desirable if the original initiator cannot reload the transaction due to problems on their system or with their tools.  However, the Specification should not allow for a reload greater than the lowest Reliability Limit (RL), or greater than a current Market Adjustment (MA) level. 

The IDC Work Group brought forward a similar concern and has a solution proposed in IDC Change Order #148, but this will not resolve the issue for e-Tagging in general or for the WECC.  The NERC/NAESB Joint Interchange Scheduling Work Group (JISWG) will draft a SAR requesting language and possible Specification modification to the current e-Tagging Specification.

2. The WECC is currently promoting a discussion regarding the potential removal of the ability to Deny a Curtailment (reliability adjustment).  The question of whether there is ever a time that a Reliability Entity’s Curtailment should be denied raises another question.  If the Curtailment should not be denied, then why should we have an approval period?  Shouldn’t the Curtailment occur immediately?

The ISAS will pursue this issue through the NERC/NAESB JISWG for resolution and potential Specification modification.

3. We are also reviewing the current e-Tagging Specification limitation on Curtailment duration.  Presently, the specification restricts a single reliability adjustment to a duration of no more than 24 hours.  This requires operators who wish to curtail for multiple days to perform several adjustments. We are looking for information as to why this limit was imposed (performance issue, operator protection??) and whether it should be removed from the specification.

4. The ISAS Transaction_Type Task Force (TTTF) has been working on refining the functionality of Transaction_Types Emergency, Capacity and Dynamic.  The Task Force is looking at specification changes and business practices that would be required to allow for desired functionalities.  This includes the ability for the e-Tag to carry integration information to transaction participants after the transaction has run.  

The WECC is pursuing a path to make the e-Tag the official means of schedule communication in the WECC.  We continue to examine the various forms of communications used in the scheduling activities and have seen how e-Tag could be adapted to perform that communication in a consistent and standardized manner.  An example of such communication is the exchange of integrated values for dynamic schedules at the end of the hour.  Instead of faxes or e-mails or phone calls each hour, there could be an automated means of distributing the MWhs associated with each dynamic.

I realize these proposed changes en masse may look like a Herculean task, but the ISAS plan is to use the formal, visible, standards development processes of NERC and/or NAESB to incrementally seek these changes, and that our intent is to have minimal impact on your individual groups work loads.  We believe the primary benefits of these proposals lie in the efficient utilization of both the existing e-Tagging communication network as well as in future integration of related scheduling, settlement and accounting software solutions as we move towards a completely electronic submittal universe.

The ISAS membership looks forward to working with your respective committee’s to achieve a favorable solution to these issues.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me. 

Sincerely,
Robert D. Schwermann
Robert D. Schwermann
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