ESS/ITS Parking Lot – Conditional Firm
1. Make sure section 1.4 (Limitations) does not preclude study of CCO in association with rollover rights for firm redirects.
Status: Revised 5-27-2008 version Section 1.7, no issues.
2. Does there need to be any restriction on firm redirects of service that is at a conditional curtailment priority level? Probably not, but need to think about.
Status: 5-27-2008 proposed standard says that CCO reservations may be redirected the same as all other LT Firm PtP reservations.
3. Is a template mechanism needed to “assign” short term firm to CCO Reservation?
 Status: No.
4. Firm redirects? Biennial assessment of firm redirect? Recall of reservation if re-directed?
Status: 5-27-2008 proposed standard says that CCO reservations may be redirected the same as all other LT Firm PtP reservations.
5. Section n.2.2 – does it need to say where to post on OASIS and that it will be posted on OASIS?

Status: 5-27-2008 There will be a field in the cco template to put this information.
6. Does the security template need to have some additional capability to post when the conditions are in effect (see section n.2.5)

Status: No additional security template postings are required by the 5-27-2008 version of the proposed standard; therefore, no additional capability is required for the security template.
7. Consistent use or non-use of hyphen in System-Conditions and others. Conditions or Condition – make it plural when talking about “Criteria” – review others for appropriateness.
Status: Use hyphens.
8. The NERC standards for calculating ATC may not have taken into account conditional firm if the reservation priority level is changed (this question is not focused on changing the tag curtailment priority level). If CCO has been moved to a curtailment priority level 6 for the reservation, should it be released to non-firm ATC if it is unscheduled? How do you handle the firm ATC calculation when it is at a curtailment priority level 6 for the reservation?  
Status: Will speak with NERC this Thursday, May 29th.
9. How do we validate a new or submitted tag against a conditional firm reservation if the reservation stays at 7 but we want the tag to be at 6?
Status: TP implementation specific.
10.  Change the mechanism on OASIS to allow profiling of the curtailment priority on a reservation.
Status: As of 5-27-2008 won’t allow.
11. Make sure 5.3.1 is worded correctly when done with template discussion.

Status: This is now section 4.3.1 and it appears okay.
12. After template determination, have overall discussion on how/where information will be viewed on OASIS (for those who aren’t well versed on template structures) and ensure prior agreements to post data are met.
Status: 
Request is made (transrequest), when confirmed (transstatus) then TP adds flag (transstatus) for CCO and TP will populate a new template (cco or, if a rollover then rollover template) that contains the information specified in 001-n.2 of the proposed standard.
To change the curtailment priority level up or down, the TP creates a reduction record (reduction) which includes an AREF (the reference # for the reservation). TP or customer modifies existing eTags to new curtailment priority or customer submits new eTags with specified curtailment priority. Schedule information will be made publicly available (scheduledetail) no later than seven days after implementation of the eTag.
To curtail the schedule, the TP or customer modifies the existing eTag (depending on implementation, the customer may receive a dynamic notification of the eTag change) and a reduction record must be created (reduction) which includes an AREF. Schedule information will be made publicly available (scheduledetail) no later than seven days after implementation of the eTag.

13. Review tagging requirements against section 5.3.3 (number based on May 21, 2008 version) – don’t want to create conflict or a double jeopardy. Also review to determine the may/shall requirement for TPs to adjust tag. This is important where the IDC is used because curtailments are done on the tag priority; typically in the west curtailments are done on the reservation priority. Need to deal with both reduction and restoration.
Status:  5-28-2008 discussed. Will have RFI language verified by JISWG folks.  eTag spec needs to have a unique curtailment priority identifier (6CF or 6-CF) added before we can complete this proposed standard. Marilyn will forward both requests to Jim Hensen and Bob Harshbarger.
14
May need to add language in 001-11.1.2 that grants the TP the ability to reject a resale of a CCO pursuant to n.5.3.
Status:  
14
Review WEQ-013 to see if response_time_limit needs to be changed so that it can be used for CCO Reservation reassessment

Status:  
To be reviewed after Conditional Firm recommended standard has been voted out of subcommittee.
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