
ESS/ITS ISSUES
Conditional Firm Recommendation
1. May offer combination of hours/conditions? Need cite = Order 890, paragraph 960. Combination of planning redispatch and CCO (with CCO having to pick either hours or conditions, but not both).
Status: 
2. First in line for short term firm ATC that becomes available? If so, how?
Status: 

3. Definition of Conditional Curtailment refers to tagging priority (6NN) which is not in OASIS. Need to review and adjust accordingly.
Status: 

4. Under the number of hours option, the count for number of hours is when curtailment of a tag actually occurs during a reduced priority hour/period. Curtailment when in priority of 7, does not count in the number of hours. Reduction in tag curtailment priority does not count in the number of hours. See 3.1.1 and 6.3 of OATI + WC draft
Status: 

5. If priority is dropped from 7 to 6, does not mean will automatically begin curtailing. Need to review language to ensure it is not suggested that this will occur.
Status: 

6. May need additional priority code other than 6NN for tag validation because conditional firm can be used for a DNR. Also, need to be able to differentiate so that don’t trigger an unreserved used penalty.
Status: 

7. Do we modify transstutus or create a new template.
Status: 

8. 3.3 – need further discussion: should it be a “document”? more specificity on what “detailed” would include? Can a query of OASIS suffice, such as described in 3.3.1?
Status: 

9. Is the biennial study completed by a date certain or started by a date certain? OATI + WC draft is written as a completed date, could be changed to a target date completed. 4.3 and 4.4
Status: 

10. Is there a need for new SIS agreement for biennial assessment with a cost estimate? Should NAESB address or is this a TP/Regional practice? This will have some bearing on how #9 above is handled.
Status: 
11. 3.5 of Draft Comment - How much specificity in data elements should we include or exclude in these standards.  One could argue that all these references to data elements be deferred to the Implementation Guide.
Status: 

12. Check Order 890/890-A for 4.2.
Status: 
13. 4.5.1 if customer does not re-up, when does the service terminate? Should we define a term? Need to ensure that terminology is consistent. “Reassessment due time” Should tender of study be 15 days before this date? Section 4.7
Status: 
14. 3.5 – multiple sets of conditional data elements for one contract, continuation records?
Status:
15. Don’t duplicate rollover rights provisions. They should follow the same standards for rollovers that all other LT firm service uses (WEQ-001-9.7) Will need to verify that 9.7 has all of the needed pieces. Delete 5.2 and 5.1 of OATI + WC draft?
Status:
16. Review 5.3 – reassessment time line vs. rollover rights notification – need to make sure this is appropriate, for example if term of contract is 3 years – how does it fit into reassment?
Status:
17. Review 6.2 against Order 890 and 890-A to determine when can curtailment. Paragraph 566 of 890-A
Status:
18. As currently written, 6.3 requires notification through the reduction template that priority has been reduced.  Note that the use of the term “Conditional Curtailment” may not be the appropriate term. Is Conditional Curtailment when the priority is reduced or when the schedule is actually curtailed? Is there a correlation in tag validation? Need to be clear that in conditions scenario, the update of the reduction template may be a bit delayed from the actually tag cut. Use of the reduction template for this notification will require modification to the definition of the template and perhaps other items associated with this template. This is for reduction in priority only, how does it work for when it goes back to 7 priority. No need the notice in the reduction template is “removed”. Reduction template doesn’t have an audit, is there a need for an audit for the reduction template? [MO – break into several parts when clean-up document]
Status:
19. Should TP provide a reduction reason? Should we 1) be silent on this, 2) explicitly state its optional, or 3) required TPs to supply REDUCTION_REASON
Status:
20. 6.4.1.2 For a given Transmission Provider physical segment, The Transmission Provider shall deny any attempts to reference more than one CCO transmission service reservation in a given Request for Interchange submitted by a customer.
 Need to consider various permutations and make sure this is what we recommend.
Status:
21. 6.4.3 - When in NERC curtailment priority 6 and curtailments are needed, is it pro rata or last in, first out. If last in, first out is it tag time, reservation time, or something else. Should NAESB answer or leave to TPs ? TPs may have various practices now for curtailing 6NN, NAESB might require something different which can then be problematic for the TP.
Status:
22. Review 6.4 against reduction template section to ensure consistency and non-duplication.
Status:
23. Are 6.6 and 6.6.1 and 6.6.2. sections needed? – the requirements for posting curtailed schedules of any kind are elsewhere. WEQ-001-1.6 (f) information to be posted on OASIS, requires the posting of schedules 7 calendar days from the start of service. Order 605 requires posting of curtailed schedules, which may not be in the WEQ requirements. Search of WEQ standards for “7” didn’t turn up any additional references. Should any of these be in the implementation guide?
Status:
24. Redirect on a firm basis if at priority 6, are there issues? It is still a firm product; therefore,  there should not be issues. Per redirect standards, redirects can’t occur if there is a schedule on a reservation.
Status:
25. Should New Firm Capacity be “assigned” to the conditional firm customer first? How would this occur? Is this, in practice, does this mean not releasing the capacity (in the amount of conditional firm service granted) from firm sales?
Status:
26. In doing reassessments, how do you queue the conditional firm contracts when firm capacity becomes available. For example, if there are 3 conditional customers that are conditional for the same reason and capacity becomes available but the next reassessment that is scheduled to be done is the conditional customer that was queued last, what do you do with the reassessment? Doesn’t seem quite fair that the last queued may get that capacity. Should the capacity be awarded on queue position of the conditional firm customers?
Status:
27. How is conditional firm factored in for study purposes/new builds? What if the long term forecast has transmission additions that may have capacity available in future years, if due to lumpiness there is now capacity, how does the conditional firm customer get that capacity? Are they no longer conditional firm? How does this work with rollover rights and the ability to restrict for future load growth?
Status:
28. Clean up item: get Appendix C updated to refer to WEQ-001
Status:
�Reason for this restriction is trying to sort out aggregating of different conditional firm TSRs with different conditions.  Could be dome, but this simplifying requirement should ease burden of implemtation.






Page 3 of 3
April 3, 2008


