Proposed e-Tag 1.8.1 Revisions


During development of e-Tag 1.8 several issues were put off for future consideration in order to minimize risk in the 1.8 implementation.  The issues summarized below, were brought by various entities including e-Tag vendors and the JISWG to technically improve the e-Tag specification.
At the May 21-22, 2008 JISWG, comments on the proposed 1.8.1 revisions were reviewed and responses were developed.  As a result, the list has been revised.

1. Modify definition of forward URL in the CA, TP, and PSE registry to be any valid URL the registrant wants.  Clean-up section 1.4.1.2 to be consistent with 3.6.1.1.1.  Enhancement suggested by vendor.  Completed 20080723 3:23pm ADT.
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). Completed 20080723 3:43pm ADT.
3. ActOnByTime and TimeClassification needs to be set for all Requests, not just new e-Tag requests.  e-Tag specification cleanup. Completed 20080723 3:56pm ADT.
4. Add validation rule that requires all base energy profiles be submitted and that the time ranges match in all requests.  Automated e-Tag validation improvement. Completed 20080723 4:40pm ADT. Note: When considering changes associated with ensuring that time ranges match in all requests the JISWG was unsure of whether this modification was intended to ensure that the Request itself is internally consistent or whether this was related to ensuring that all Requests were consistent (new tag request and subsequent Requests).  In the case of the profile change request, it is not necessary to specify matching time ranges in the exception profile list since either there is only one profile or, in the case where there are multiple profiles, the e-Tag agent software is already ensuring that the absolute start and stop times match.  For other profile changes the time ranges need not match.  For example the transmission allocations may be changed on different physical segments with different start/stop times.  Therefore the JISWG did not make any specification modifications to address this second issue.
5. Increase Query Summaries limit to 25 hours (to account for DST cutover).  Enhancement suggested by vendor.  Completed 20080521.
6. 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 request would only be allowed by entity issuing curtailment request.  Suggested by NAESB member and NERC Transmission Load Relief Standard Drafting Team. At the January 2009 JISWG meeting this item was postponed until required changes to the NERC Coordinate Interchange standards could be made and adopted by FERC.  The CISDT has been formed and begins revisions in May.  The revisions through approval processes will most likely take about 2 years.
7. Review use of the term Authority Operator throughout the e-Tag specifications.  e-Tag specification cleanup. Completed 20080723 5:16pm ADT.
8. Create Regional/Interconnection Appendices where the specification for special e-Tag functionality for a particular region or interconnection is published and maintained. Completed 20090312.
9. Add generic software management and roll-out section.  Include discussions of items such as release dates, interoperability testing, vendor notification, and other.  Completed 20090312 (New Section 8).
10. Include in the specification language that states the schema reflects the specification requirements – i.e. the schema is subservient to the specification. Completed 20080724 11:56am ADT.
Regional/Interconnection Specific
20090114 Suggestion made to not have these two as part of the e-Tag specification but posted on the EIR site or other NAESB site.  Jim asks for NAESB investigation of their web site if it can be used to post these.  RRO and Interconnection specific modifications may be posted to specification in Appendix A while NAESB will offer to maintain links to Market Operator, Transmission Service Provider, Balancing Authority, etc specific business practices and e-Tag requirements.
1. Include an update to the WECC Tagging Implementation Guide, as appropriate.  Suggested by NAESB member. 20090114 no action known, yet.
2. Include list of registered practices, etc? Resolved 20090312, see above.
M,S,P:  To be added to 1.8.1:
e-Tag vendors implementing a modification(s) to any e-Tag service shall send advanced notification to the appropriate e-mail list server(s) if the e-Tag vendor anticipates an impact to interoperability. Completed 20090312.  See section 8.  20080724 added to new draft section of specification. 20090115 can not find addition – here is the text we need “e-Tag vendors implementing a modification(s) to any e-Tag service shall send advanced notification to the appropriate list server(s) if the e-Tag vendor anticipates an impact to interoperability.”
Modify section 7.1.1 of spec to require NAESB compliant certificates?
Suggestion to defer server-side certificates until there is a list of compliant Certificate Authorities. Completed 20080522.
Items below – not addressed at 20080723-24 meeting: 20090114 still no action – not e-Tag, is it?.
Roles and responsibilities for EIR oversight JISWG:
Oversight and coordination of enhancement requests and their processing.  Partially addressed in section 8, review 20090312.
Determine EIR overlap relationship between NERC and NAESB.

Suggested make-up of Oversight Committee
1 NERC staff

1 NAESB staff

1 NERC Board

1 NAESB Board

1 industry volunteer NERC (committee member)

1 industry volunteer NAESB (member)
Adding on September 16, 2008 the following two items:
1. Ability for merchant function to make ATF adjustments to dynamic transactions and relaxing/removal of reliability limits.  Here’s some background: 20090114 Mr. Hansen will take action 20090115 Jim came through - complete
Per E-Tag 1.8.01 Technical Specification section 2.6.1.3 paragraph 1 - 
 

Authorities will not auto-generate upstream/downstream values as done during reliability limit setting.  Agents are not allowed to make changes to the Reliability limits. Furthermore, Agents are not allowed to submit Current Level profiles, because these profiles are calculated.
 

…….or per E-Tag 1.8.01 Technical Specification section 1.4.6 paragraph 3 - 
 

Tag Authors can modify the energy profile up or down without exceeding the Transmission Allocation. Should a curtailment occur for reliability reasons, then the reliability limit must be adjusted to become the new maximum level.  The e-Tag Author can modify the energy profile on the e-Tag up or down even while under curtailment, but the reliability limit will always be the maximum level. The lowest of the reliability limits or the market level will indicate the actual flow on the e-Tag.
 

……and per E-Tag 1.8.01 Technical Specification section 4.6.1.2 paragraph 4 - 
 

In the case of DYNAMIC e-Tags, the sink BA or source BA may specify limit clearing and Market Level Profile changes.  This is intended to allow the LCA or GCA to set the energy level of the e-Tag to the metered (actual) interchange value.  This type of modification is allowed ONLY for historic data up to 168 hours in the past.  When any entity changes a market level, they must also supply all of the profiles in the e-Tag.  Changes to the reliability limit, with the exception of limit clearing, must not be allowed for DYNAMIC e-Tags if they are for a period more than one hour in the past.
2. Clean-up and clarification of reliability adjustments – curtail versus reload and approval by source/sink – look at INT-005-2, e-Tag spec, and schema.  Should reloads – the upward adjustment of the reliability profile -  require all reliability entities to assess?  INT-005-2 R1.1 specifically calls out curtailments – commonly viewed as the downward adjustment of the reliability profile.
20090114 suggested that this be considered as part of the NERC INT rewrite effort coordination (new AP item ix).
Adding on 1/12/2009
Unique Key is unique per tag or per tag and entity?

20090114 modified section 1.4.2.2 and 3.6.1.1.1 and added definition of Tagging Entity ID.  Complete.
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