ISO New England Comments: In reviewing this document, ISO New England is concerned that the ‘purpose’ of the document is not clear and raises the following questions: 

1. Will this document continue down the formal NAESB voting process or is this just a query to the industry that the JISWG will consider in its work on Version 1.8.1?
2. If the document will be continuing down the formal NAESB voting process, does that mean that ONLY the items voted on can be included in Version 1.8.1?
3. If this is a request to the industry of whether they agree with pursuing these changes being included in Version 1.8.1, then additional information should be provided; such as the level of impact (none, low, medium, high) on entities involved such as vendor, TSPs, and customers.
4. If this is NOT a request to the industry of whether they agree with pursuing these changes – will that request occur at some point and when?
Proposed e-Tag 1.8.1 Revisions

During development of e-Tag 1.8 several issues arose that were put off for later consideration in order to minimize the risk to successful 1.8 implementation.  These issues are summarized below.  Several issues were brought by various entities and some were added by the e-Tag vendors and JISWG to technically improve the e-Tag specification.
1. Modify definition of forward URL in the CA, TP, and PSE registry to be anything the customer wants.  Clean up section 1.4.1.2 to be consistent with 3.6.1.1.1.  Enhancement suggested by vendor.  

2. Clarify when the composite states of TERMINATED and CANCELLED occurs (such as at termination time).  e-Tag specification cleanup. Suggested by the NERC Interchange Distribution Calculator Working Group (IDCWG).
3. Should IMPLEMENTED transition to COMPLETED after end of e-Tag?  Suggestion by NAESB member to add clarity to e-Tag status.
4. ActOnByTime and TimeClassification needs to be set for all Requests, not just new.  e-Tag specification cleanup.
5. Add validation rule that requires all base energy profiles be submitted and that the time ranges match in adjustment requests.  Automated e-Tag validation improvement.
6. Increase Query Summaries limit to 25 hours (to account for DST cutover).  Enhancement suggested by vendor.  
7. Consider making the miscellaneous info field correctible by the author after the e-Tag has been confirmed.  Suggested by NAESB member.
8. There has been a long-standing issue with a single reliability profile and multiple reliability entities curtailing and reloading.  Provide solutions (such as multiple curtailment profiles) – reload would apply only to curtailment issued by reload requestor.  Suggested by NAESB member and NERC Transmission Load Relief Standard Drafting Team.
9. Allow Source BA to override approval state of tag.  See section 3.3.1 of e-Tag specifications.  Suggested by NAESB member.
10. Review use of the term Authority Operator throughout the e-Tag specifications.  e-Tag specification cleanup.
WECC Specific

1. Clarify which entities have approval rights on miscellaneous info corrections.  Related to item 7 above.  Suggested by NAESB member.
2. Update the WECC Tagging Implementation Guide as appropriate.  Consider publishing or posting.  Suggested by NAESB member.
