From: Paul Sorenson [mailto:Paul.Sorenson@oati.net] 
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2010 3:59 PM
To: Pritchard, Alan C; WEQ Task Force - Scope Coordination of TX Reservations (ectf_cord_samp@naesb.org)
Subject: RE: Linked request where one is a Matching request (Linked request 2)

I would definitely advocate removing the ROFR MATCHING obligation from a linked request.  There are enough complexities with that process alone let alone coordinating it.   If one is subject to competition and elects to NOT match, you aren’t recalling across other TPs even though they may now be orphaned fragments of a linked request (or are you?).  There are also the aspects if an intermediate leg of service is preempted without ROFR.  Again, don’t think you all want to try to unwind the linked request in other’s systems because of loss of a leg along the way – either by preemption/displacement or by voluntary REDIRECT or RESALE, etc., that may make one leg non-useable in its originally intended form.  Of course one could simply limit the linked study of service to 12 months or longer and there is no longer a preemption issue to deal with.
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