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We are requesting that the JISWG consider the following comments to the “Proposed e-Tag 1.8.1 Revisions” document, which was posted for informal comments on March 27, 2008.
Item # 3:  Should IMPLEMENTED transition to COMPLETED after end of e-Tag?  Suggestion by NAESB member to add clarity to e-Tag status.

Comment: We would prefer not to move forward with the transition from IMPLEMENTED to COMPLETED.  This terminology has always been associated with an APPROVED status.  The need to make the change would need to be more than a matter of preference, since existing procedures and documents support the current terminology.
Item # 7: Consider making the miscellaneous info field correctible by the author after the e-Tag has been confirmed.  Suggested by NAESB member.
Comment: The miscellaneous field is used a great deal by some entities to identify Ramp availability. It has little use otherwise (at least in the Eastern Interconnection). It is believed that an increase in the ability-to-correct this field would lead to an increased processing time of eTags and an increased ability to manipulate Ramp calculations. This increased processing time would supersede any perceived benefit for the change.
Item # 9: Allow Source BA to override approval state of tag.  See section 3.3.1 of e-Tag specifications.  Suggested by NAESB member.

Comment: The sink-BA override functionality has its base in several NERC operating standards that give ultimate authority over interchange to the Sink BA. There are no corresponding standards for sources. All entities have approval rights to transactions. To reduce confusion, there should be only one override authority.


