
 

 

B O N N E V I L L E P O W E R A D M I N I S T R A T I O N

Motion 11 
Redirect on a Firm basis shall be treated as any other ORIGINAL reservation and subject to 
preemption and competition on its own merit and afforded ROFR based on the nature of the 
challenging request. Conditionality of the Redirect on a Firm basis reservation shall be based on 
the service and term of the Redirect on a Firm basis reservation. 
 
Original pulls from inventory only, Redirect pulls from the parent, and if needed, from ATC 
inventory. 
See WEQ 013-2.6.1 for Original Requests 
See WEQ 013-2.6.5 for Redirects 
 

a) Redirect does not inherit the conditionality of the parent (motion 11) 
b) While pending, the capacity that came from the parent is not subject to preemption or 

competition (only capacity that came from or needs ATC inventory) 
 If the redirect is challenging for capacity, only what is needed from ATC inventory 

is competed for. 
 If the redirect is preempted before being confirmed, only the capacity coming from 

ATC inventory is available for the challenger. 
 The capacity in common between the parent and the redirect is not at risk, but is 

then moved to the child when confirmed. 
c) Once confirmed, capacity of the redirect is subject to preemption on its own merit. (Motion 

11) 
d) The matching of a redirect is different than the matching of an original. (New) 

 
Pros 
 Should have no impact on NT preemption 
 Seems to fit with Credit of Redirects 

 
Cons 
 Clark’s concern is that this doesn’t seem consistent with Pro forma 
  

 
Find the motion that says a matching request keeps the AREF number. 
 
Next Steps 
 Email any pros and cons to Tech Forum. 
 Robin will take the above and develop a propose rewrite of Motion 11 
 Bonneville will set up a web-ex later this week to discuss and finalize this motion for next 

week’s NAESB OS meetings. 

 


