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JISWG,

OATI is concerned with the JISWG’s proposed changes on how reliability profiles are handled.  Specifically, these concerns include:

         Companies attempting to adjust the reliability profile of a tag will find it difficult to determine the final outcome of a tag, especially when there are multiple pending competing reliability profiles.  Various displays in both tagging and back-end systems will need to be re-written to display additional data so that it is clear who needs to issue which curtailment/reload.  Depending on the availability and willingness of the participants on a tag, this could result in curtailments/reloads that should be lifted but are not, and could result in other reliability problems.  For Entities who utilize counter flow schedules, this process will become much more cumbersome.  Typically they would create a tag in the opposite direction and then reload curtailments.  Under the proposed scheme, no single party can do the reload; anyone with a curtailment will have to do it separately.  This could potentially be every reliability party on the tag.

         Looking at a set of overlapping pending requests, it will not be obvious which request (if any) will set the MW level for any given time period.  To know that, approval parties will need to do a lot of extra profile calculation.  Additional tools will need to be written to support this.  In particular, this may hamper the ability of the GCA and LCA to analyze the impact of profiles on a tag.  

         The proposal, as written, will require the distribution of current profiles with implemented requests.  That will cause messages to be much larger than they need to be, with significant increase in bandwidth with very little relevant information. 
         The proposal will fundamentally change the structure and behavior of Tagging. The participants on an e-Tag will no longer be able to query for the most recent approved request to determine the current profile. Instead, they will need to query for all reliability requests for a given time period from different submitters to determine the current profile.  This paradigm shift will require significant changes to the e-Tag systems for every vendor and back-end systems such as scheduling, accounting and settlement for every utility, thus requiring significant testing and personnel training.

         NERC Standards and NAESB Business Practices Standards may need to be revised to accommodate the limited approval rights on a reliability profile, still limited to the GCA and LCA of a tag.

         Implementation of the proposed e-Tag changes will be time consuming and quite expensive to the industry in general.

OATI would like to propose the following as an alternative solution that is less intrusive and much more cost effective:

All parties that are capable of issuing curtailments on a given tag will be given approval rights over every curtailment on that tag.  Source and sink BAs will always be required to take an approval action (i.e. active approval).  All other parties will have optional approval rights (i.e. passive approval).  If company A has issued a curtailment and company B attempts to reload that curtailment prematurely, then company A has the right to deny the new curtailment request from company B.  This alternative has the following benefits:

         The fundamental request order principle is not changed. The scope of changes is limited to the Tag Authorities and Approval entities.  Some back-end systems directly related to the approval of e-Tag requests and that automate request approvals may need to be changed as well. Nevertheless, the changes are much less significant than the proposal from the JISWG.

         There should be no confusion on the current profile of an e-Tag. The same principles that apply today will apply in the future; that is, the most recent request takes precedence over previously submitted and approved requests.

         There is no reason to distribute current profiles.

         There is no need to revise the NERC Standards and NAESB Business Practice Standards.  In fact, the proposed alternative modifies the e-Tag system to comply with the current standards whereby all reliability entities will have approval rights over reliability requests.

         The proposed alternative solution addresses the intent that drove the need for change to the e-Tag specification – all Transmission Service Providers and other reliability entities in the path of a tag, other than the GCA and LCA will have a say in the outcome of the energy profile on a tag.

OATI is in favor of finding a solution to deal with the multiple competing tag curtailment issue; however, we feel strongly that the current proposal will prove too burdensome.  We believe this alternate idea can better balance the solution to impacts.  Thank you.

Mark Nielson, PE

Director of Transmission Operations Applications
