BPS/ESS/ITS Parking Lot
Postbacks/Counterflows Recommendation

1. Request to NERC regarding appropriately including unscheduled firm in the determination of non-firm ATC in the MODs in either the definition of ETC or Postback.
Status: Completed 3/11/2008, memo send to A. Rodriquez
2. Clarify definition of scheduling horizon in the postback table.
Status: 
3. Delete “horizon” language in column 1 of the postback table
Status: 
4. Should CBM and TRM (scheduled or otherwise) be part of the postback list.
Status: No. Separate, specifically identified components of the ATC/AFC algorithm.
5. What does “scheduled” and “unscheduled” mean? Is it the energy component on the tag or is it the transmission allocation on the tag? For example, if the reservation is 150 MW and the tag shows 100 MW of firm reservation capacity and 60 MWh of energy, is the unscheduled (for the non-firm ATC calculation) MW 50 or 90?
Status: 03/12/2008 – No decision, including no decision on whether to include definition in standard. Subcommittee members to do research to answer questions specified in the postback concepts document.

6. Decide whether to create a requirement for TPs to define “non-standard” postbacks on OASIS. (added on 04/16/08)
Status:
7. Review Andy’s list to make sure he didn’t identify a postback item that was not included in “the A table”. (added 04/16/08)

Status:  JT will review by the meeting on 04/17/08.
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