ETC – Questions Related Rollover Rights
Standard MOD-028-1 — Area Interchange Methodology (Draft 4: April 16, 2008)
R8. 
When calculating Existing Transmission Commitments (ETCs) for firm commitments (ETCF) for all time periods for an ATC Path the Transmission Service Provider shall use the following algorithm: [Violation Risk Factor: Lower] [Time Horizon: Operations Planning]
 ETCF = NITSF + GFF + PTPF + RORF + OSF
RORF 
is the capacity reserved for roll-over rights for Firm Transmission Service contracts granting Transmission Customers the right of first refusal to take or continue to take Transmission Service when the Transmission Customer’s Transmission Service contract expires or is eligible for renewal. 
Standard MOD-029-1 — Rated System Path Methodology (Draft 4: April 16, 2008)
R5.
When calculating ETC for firm Existing Transmission Commitments (ETCF) for a specified period for an ATC Path, the Transmission Service Provider shall use the algorithm below: [Violation Risk Factor: Lower] [Time Horizon: Operations Planning] 

ETCF = NLF + NITSF + GFF + PTPF + RORF + OSF

RORF 
is the firm capacity reserved for Roll-over rights for contracts granting Transmission Customers the right of first refusal to take or continue to take Transmission Service when the Transmission Customer’s Transmission Service contract expires or is eligible for renewal.

Standard MOD-030-1 — Flowgate Methodology (Draft 4: April 16, 2008)
R6.
When calculating the impact of ETC for firm commitments (ETCFi) for all time periods for a Flowgate, the Transmission Service Provider shall sum the following: [Violation Risk Factor: Lower] [Time Horizon: Operations Planning] 
R6.3.
The impact of all confirmed firm Point-to-Point Transmission Service expected to be scheduled, including roll-over rights for Firm Transmission Service contracts, for the Transmission Service Provider’s area. 

Scope B:

1. consistency – No issue. The NERC standard appears to require ROR be included in ETC and therefore decrement ATC. 
2. sufficient specificity – no issues

3. clarity – no issues
· No further discussion needed.

Scope C:
No issues – it is in the “new” templates
· No further discussion needed.

Scope D:

1. consistency – No issues
2. sufficient specificity – No issues

3. clarity – May need to ensure this requirement (see note in consistency) is clear to all TPs.
· Possible WEQ-001 business practice reference WEQ-013-2.6 rollover rights posting requirements.
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