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NERC/NAESB e-Tag 1.8 FAQ
1. What are the criteria for the “CC” field?

e-Tag 1.8 provides this capability, but does not specify its use.  “Criteria” would be part of NAESB business practice standards, NERC reliability standards, and/or regional business practices.  The purpose of the CC field is to provide notification (copy of the e-Tag) to parties who are not in the physical or market path.  This is useful for scheduling jointly owned units, etc.  Entities who are in the physical or market path may not also appear in the CC list.  Entities in the CC list have no approval rights.
2. Who designates/requests entities that will be placed on the “CC” list?

The tag author is the only tagging entity that can populate the carbon copy list.  Any other entity may request that they or some other entity be placed in the list according to applicable business practices, standards, contractual requirements, etc.
3. If entries are made to the e-Tag 1.8 incorrectly, will the author be notified with some sort of text message?

Tag authors are informed of errors through three mechanisms – the agent has certain required validation checks and possibly has other optional validation checks provided by the vendor.  Violation of either of these validation checks is presented to the tag author through the vendor’s graphical user interface (GUI).  
The authority service also performs certain required basic validation checks and will return an error message to the agent service.  The display of the error message contents is vendor specific.  

Lastly, approval entities to the tag may in their assessment discover errors and will deny the tag with a meaningful reason.  The denial reason field is returned from the approval service to the author and distributed to all entities on the tag.  Again, display of denial reasons is vendor specific. 
4. How will the mechanics work on the December 4 or 5 switch-over?  Will the User’s PC have to be turned off (rebooted)?  What are the details for the cut-over plan?

To a certain degree, the transition from 1.7097 to 1.8 is vendor specific.  In general, the vendors and JISWG have developed the following:
· December 4, 2007 target date
· Tags with TP in the SE field past the cutoff date/time are terminated at the cutoff date/time.
· 21:30 to 22:00 CST quiet time

· All pending requests set to Dead

· All active 1.7097 tags ported to 1.8

· Users probably log-out, log-back-in

· 22:00 CST 1.8

Please coordinate with your vendor for exact instructions.
5. Who has the final say in performing the cut-over plan?  Do the industry participants have the authority to say “no-go” or “are good to go”?  Do we need to perform an individual user approval process?
The JISWG requests that any entity that believes they will be unable to affect the planned 1.8 transition on or about December 4, 2007, to please notify JISWG, NERC, NAESB, their regional council, FERC, the Office of Homeland Security, and your local search and rescue organizations.   The JISWG will post periodical updates of each deficient entity’s progress and send reports to FERC.
6. Will the tagging templates roll over to e-Tag 1.8?

Please contact your vendor for details.  All vendors have been given a transition cross reference for active tag migration.
7. Will delaying the cut-over to 1.8 on Dec 4 or 5 cause any side effects?

If any entity delays the cut-over and the rest of the industry cuts over to 1.8 then you will be unable to participate in tagging.  In addition, you may be in violation of NAESB and NERC standards.  Should these side effects last over 4 hours, please see your compliance officer.  If the entire industry delays cutting over to 1.8 on Dec 4th, then the benefits provided by 1.8 will be delayed as well.

8. What is the impact of the 1.8 e-Tag changes?

In general, there should be limited need to change downstream applications.  On January 3, 2007, e-Tag 1.7097 was rolled into production to provide a minimum level of compliance with the new NERC INT standards.  Several of the 1.8 features further that goal of providing an effective tool for interchange compliance, as well as provide certain capabilities associate with Order 890.  Additional 1.8 modifications remove previous limitations in the tool.  These modifications are not necessarily required to implemented, but are there to facilitate current and future business practices.  
The “impact” of the changes will vary from entity to entity depending on their vendor, architecture, downstream utilization of various fields and structures, etc.  Each entity will need to assess and answer that question.
9. Regarding the tag correction process, the tutorial refers to the “network” transmission service and product codes.  Please explain that slide?  Who are impacted entities?
During 1.8 development, it was brought to JISWG’s attention that there are situations where a denying approval entity would not be considered an impacted entity for corrections to that denial.  Specifically, Order 890 reemphasized the need for firm energy and transmission to support designated network resources.  Typically, a tag representing the energy flow from a designation network resource to network load shows the network transmission service provider listed as the last transmission segment or sink segment.  This tag may be denied by the network transmission service provider because one or more products (either energy or transmission) listed in the tag are non-firm.  Typically, these products are listed in the generation or first transmission segments.  Corrections to the first part of the physical path under 1.7097 did not include the last TSP, BA or LSE as impacted entities.  It is the impacted entities that are required to reassess the tag after a correction.  E-Tag 1.8 now defines (in addition to the existing impacted entities) the last TSP, BA, and LSE in the physical path as impacted entities. 
10. Will the practice of using a “TSP” code in the SE field remain in 1.8, or do we need to put the “TSP” code in the carbon copy field?

Only BAs can listed in the SE field under 1.8.  Any other entities that need to receive a copy of a tag must be entered into the carbon copy list.  The NERC definition of Scheduling Entity is the entity implementing the transaction.  The NERC standards define the BA as performing the function of transaction implementation.  Additionally, NERC standards require that the BA across which the power is flowing for a physical segment be notified.  Additionally, TP and BA codes frequently match, even though they are different entities.  Restricting the use of the SE field to BA will help prevent this error.
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