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-SUMMARY OF ACTIONS TAKEN- 
#  MOTION  PROVIDED BY 

(SECOND) 
STATUS

1. Motion to approve the minutes from the meeting on September 
28, 2011. 

Robert 
Walker (Ed 
Hammons) 

Approved 
 

2. Motion to approve BPR 024 with a recommendation that the 
MOPC approve BPR024 with an effective date of February 1, 
2012.  

Richard Ross 
(Rick 
McCord) 

Approved 

3. Motion to approve BPR018 as revised by email vote no later than 
Thursday, November 17, 2011. 

Jim Hotovy 
(Richard 
Ross) 

Approved 

 
 
 
 

-SUMMARY OF ACTION ITEMS- 
#  ACTION ITEMS  ASSIGNED TO
1. Send out revised BPR018 to BPWG Exploder.  Clint Savoy 
2. Send out BPR018 to BPWG Members for email vote. Clint Savoy 
3. Work to develop a Business Practice to provide clarity to the 

timing of the Waiver request and to develop a consistent 
approach to the amount of additional funding available through 
Base Plan funding.  The funding limit would utilize a 2.5% 
increase above the safe harbor limit for each year of project 
commitment over the 5 year minimum. 

Jim Hotovy 
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AGENDA ITEM 1 - ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS 

a) Chairman Grant Wilkerson called the meeting to order at 8:57 a.m.  There were 16 
people in attendance, representing 7 members, 2 SPP Staff members, and 7 guests. 
BPWG members Jessica Collins, Mark Foreman, and Randy Gillespie joined the meeting 
in progress. (Attachment 1 – BPWG_Attendance Record_11_10_2011) 

b)  Proxies recognized were Mark Foreman for Kara Whillock. (Attachment 2 – Proxies for 
BPWG Meeting on 11-10-2011) 

c) The minutes from the September 28, 2011 meeting were reviewed. The group approved 
the minutes after a motion by Richard Ross and a second by Ed Hammons.  

d) The agenda was reviewed and accepted.  (Attachment 3 – Agenda 11_10_2011). 

 

AGENDA ITEM 2 - REVIEW OF PAST ACTION ITEMS 

The following updates were given for the past action items: 

a) Clint Savoy to forward Lanny Nickell’s Generator Interconnection and 
Aggregate Study improvement presentation to the group. This action item was 
completed on September 28 following the conclusion of the BPWG meeting. 

b) Carrie Bumgarner with Wright and Talisman to analyze concerns regarding 
treating DC Ties differently than AC flowgates with respect to offering 
capacity made available due to a redirect. Should this analysis change the 
previous FERC counsel analysis of whether or not BPR 024 is in conflict with 
the Tariff, counsel should report that to the RTWG. Carrie reported to the 
RTWG that in the legal opinion of Wright and Talisman BPR 024 was not in 
conflict with either the SPP OATT or the NAESB Business Practice 
Standards.  

c) Katherine Prewitt to present BPR 021 to the ORWG, TWG, and RTWG for 
review. Jim Hotovy reported that the RTWG reviewed BPR 021 at its meeting 
on November 2-4. The group discussed the BPR for several hours and 
Katherine will attempt to address concerns and present the revised BPR to the 
RTWG at a later date. 

d) Jim Hotovy to continue working on BPR 018 to address comments and concerns 
reported by RTWG and ORWG. BPR 018 was discussed during this meeting.  

 

 

 

AGENDA ITEM 3 – BPR 024 – REVISION TO BUSINESS PRACTICE 1.11  
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Clint Savoy reported that BPR 024 (Attachment 4 – BPR024 – Revisions to Business Practice 
1.11) was accepted by the RTWG as being consistent with the Tariff on September 29.  

Robert Walker stated that it continues to be the position of Cargill that BPR 024 is in conflict 
with the NAESB Business Practice Standards, specifically Section 2.6.5.1 of WEQ 013. Mr. 
Savoy reported that SPP FERC Counsel (Wright and Talisman) reviewed the BPR at the request 
of the RTWG and found it not to be in conflict with the SPP Tariff or NAESB Business Practices.  

Mr. Walker mentioned that he would be more likely to support this Business Practice revision if it 
would “grandfather” reservations or agreements that were already confirmed at the time the 
revision took effect because the revision would possibly have a significant impact on a 
transmission service agreement that Cargill currently has in place.  

Discussions followed regarding why the change was being requested with multiple parties adding 
input. The supporters of the revision emphasized that they merely wanted an equal opportunity to 
receive the capacity that was freed up by a firm redirect that the customer performing the redirect 
had.   

Richard Ross asked Mr. Walker if he would be less likely to oppose the BPR at the MOPC if the 
revision was made effective on the end date of the affected Transmission Service Reservation that 
Cargill currently has in place. Mr. Walker replied that he may be less likely to oppose it at MOPC 
but was not certain.     

Richard Ross made a motion to approve BPR 024 with a recommendation 
that the MOPC approve it with an effective date of February 1, 2012. The 
motion received a second from Rick McCord and was approved by the 
group with one (1) no vote (Walker) and two (2) abstentions (Adamczyk, 
Gillespie). 

 

AGENDA ITEM 4 – IMPROVEMENTS TO THE GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AND AG 
STUDY PROCESSES 

Chairman Wilkerson asked for comments from the group regarding any past experiences with the 
Aggregate Transmission Service or Generation Interconnection study processes. Several 
participants provided comments regarding first-hand experience with either of the processes to be 
improved. It was suggested that even though the improvement effort could be done concurrently 
for both processes, it made more sense to consider the processes independent of one another by 
possibly dividing the discussions into two user groups, workshops, or task forces. 

There were several issues raised and suggestions made regarding both processes, including: 

• The Generation Interconnection process (GIP) is a very uncertain process because 
there are multiple study types that an entity can enter into, ex. PISIS, DISIS. 

• Each process should have defined milestones to assist the participants in budget 
planning and management of timing expectations. 

• Combining the Generation Interconnection and Transmission Service study processes. 

• Increase or strengthen the requirements to enter into the DISIS. 
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• Revisit suspensions of Network Upgrades. 

• Require “binding” agreements earlier in the processes. 

• For the Aggregate Transmission Service Study, require a deposit of “x” months of 
transmission service charges to be put up as collateral that the entity will stay in until 
the study is complete. 

• Participants suggested soliciting input from Generation Interconnection participants 
and stakeholders as well as Long Term Transmission Service Study participants and 
stakeholders. 

The BPWG will coordinate a workshop to solicit input from Generation Interconnection studies 
participants, Aggregate Transmission Service studies participants, and SPP Staff conducting the 
Generation Interconnection and Aggregate Transmission Service studies.  

 

AGENDA ITEM 5 – WAIVER REQUESTS 

Chairman Wilkerson introduced a discussion regarding Transmission Service Base Plan Funding 
waiver requests in accordance with Attachment J of the SPP OATT. At its October 2011 meeting, 
the MOPC directed the RTWG and BPWG to review the waiver process and determine if any 
revisions or Business Practices are necessary. 

Richard Ross suggested that a Business Practice for waiver requests should be fairly short and 
simple, stating that a waiver can be requested any time after the first iteration of an aggregate 
study but no later than 15 days after being notified that the aggregate study is final. 

Other participants voiced concerns over the lack of standardization and consistency with how 
much of the cost is waived. Another issue was that the language regarding the timing can be 
considered ambiguous. 

This item will be discussed again at the next BPWG meeting. 

Action Item: Jim Hotovy will work to develop a Business Practice to provide 
clarity to the timing of the Waiver request and to develop a consistent approach 
to the amount of additional funding available through Base Plan funding.  The 
funding limit would utilize a 2.5% increase above the safe harbor limit for each 
year of project commitment over the 5 year minimum. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 6 – BPR 018 – GENERATION INTERCONNECTION 

Jim Hotovy reported that the RTWG had reviewed BPR 018 and submitted comments on the 
Business Practice. One concern from the RTWG was that the Business Practice as submitted 
placed a requirement on the interconnection customer, which may not be under the jurisdiction of 
the SPP OATT. One solution to the concern is to place the responsibility of coordination with 
SPP on the Transmission Owner. Lloyd Kolb from Golden Spread commented that even though 
Golden Spread was not a Transmission Owner under the SPP OATT, they feel that they are 
required by NERC Standard FAC-002 to coordinate with neighboring systems that may be 
impacted by generation interconnections on the Golden Spread system. The group discussed and 
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further revised the Business Practice (Attachment 5 - BPR018-Generator Interconnection 
Procedures_BPWG_Revisions_11_10_2011_REDLINED).  

Some members requested time to review the Business Practice with their internal groups before 
voting on it.  

Jim Hotovy made a motion to approve BPR 018 as revised by email vote no 
later than Thursday, November 17, 2011. The motion received a second 
from Richard Ross and was unanimously approved by the group. 

Action Item: Clint Savoy to send out the revised BPR 018 to the BPWG 
Exploder and send a request for an email vote on BPR 018 to the BPWG 
Members.  

 

AGENDA ITEM 7 – FUTURE MEETINGS 

The next meeting will be a teleconference to be held on Monday, December 12, 2011, from 1:00 
pm CST to 3:00 pm CST. 

 

REVIEW OF ACTION ITEMS 

The identified Action Items are as follows: 

1. Clint Savoy to send out revised BPR018 to BPWG Exploder. 

2. Clint Savoy to send out BPR018 to BPWG Members for email vote 

3. Jim Hotovy to work to develop a Business Practice to provide clarity to the 
timing of the Waiver request and to develop a consistent approach to the 
amount of additional funding available through Base Plan funding.  The 
funding limit would utilize a 2.5% increase above the safe harbor limit for 
each year of project commitment over the 5 year minimum. 

 

AGENDA ITEM 8 - ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 2:08 p.m.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 

Clint Savoy 

BPWG Secretary 



BUSINESS PRACTICES WORKING GROUP 
Meeting Attendance 
November 10, 2011 

 
NAME  ATTENDANCE  STATUS  COMPANY  E‐MAIL  PHONE 

Clint Savoy  Y  S  SPP  csavoy@spp.org  501‐614‐3590 
Ken Quimby   Y  S  SPP  kquimby@spp.org  501‐614‐3982 

Grant Wilkerson  Y  M  Westar  Grant.L.Wilkerson@westar.com  785‐575‐8074 

Robert Walker  Y  M  Cargill  Robert_Walker@cargill.com   

Jessica Collins  Y  M  Xcel Energy  Jessica.L.Collins@xcelenergy.com   

David Adamczyk  Y  M  KCPL  David.Adamczyk@kcpl.com   952‐984‐3747 
Richard Ross  Y  M  AEP  rross@aep.com  303‐571‐7740 

Ed Hammons  Y  M  GRDA  ehammons@grda.com   
James Hotovy  Y  M  NPPD  jrhotov@nppd.com  918‐599‐2966 
Randy Gillespie  Y  M  Kelson Energy  Randy.gillespie@kelsonenergy.com 443‐542‐5137 

Rick McCord  Y  M  EDE  RMccord@empiredistrict.com  417‐625‐5129 

Mark Foreman  Y  P  Tenaska    402‐563‐5674 
Lloyd Kolb  Y  G  Golden Spread 

Electric 
Cooperatives 
 

   

Jeff Brusven  Y  G  Rainbow Energy 
 

   

Mark Mortensen  Y  G  Rainbow Energy     

John Seck  Y  G  KMEA     

Kristen Rodriguez  Y  G       

Terry Frank  Y  G       

Virat Kapur  Y  G  The Wind Coalition     

           
           
           
Status: M – Member  P – Proxy  S – SPP Staff  G – Guest   





 

 

Southwest Power Pool, Inc. 
BUSINESS PRACTICES WORKING GROUP MEETING 

November 10, 2011 
9:00am to 3:00pm CST 

Kansas City Airport Marriott, Kansas City, MO 

Face to Face with Conference Call and Webcast 
 

 
•  A G E N D A  •  

 

 

1. Administrative Items ................................................................................................. Grant Wilkerson 

a. Call to Order 

b. Receipt of Proxies 

c. Approve minutes of 9/28/2011 meeting 

d. Review the Agenda 

2. Review of previous Action Items ...................................................................................... Clint Savoy 

a. Clint Savoy to forward Lanny’s Generator Interconnection and Aggregate Study 
improvement presentation to the group. 

b. Carrie Bumgarner to analyze concerns regarding treating DC Ties differently than AC 
flowgates with respect to offering capacity made available due to a redirect. Should this 
analysis change the previous FERC counsel analysis of whether or not BPR 024 is in 
conflict with the Tariff, counsel should report that to the RTWG. 

c. Katherine Prewitt to present BPR 021 to the ORWG and RTWG for review.  

d. Jim Hotovy to continue work on BPR 018 to address the RTWG and ORWG concerns. 

 

3. BPR 024 – Revision to Business Practice 1.11 ............................................................... Clint Savoy  

4. Improvements to the Generator Interconnection and Ag Study Processes ............. Grant Wilkerson 

5. Waiver Requests ...................................................................................................... Grant Wilkerson 

6. BPR 018 – Generation Interconnection ........................................................................... Jim Hotovy 

7. Future Meetings ............................................................................................................... Clint Savoy 

a. Currently scheduled – Wednesday, December 14, 2011 1:00 pm-3:00 pm CST – Also 
scheduled are: MWG (8:15am-12:00pm) 

b. Thursday, December 15, 2011 – No other WG meetings currently scheduled 

 

8. Adjourn ..................................................................................................................... Grant Wilkerson 
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BPR 
Number BPR024 BPR 

Title Revision to Business Practice 1.11 

Business Practice 
Section(s) Requiring 
Revision (include Section 
No., Title, and Protocol Version) 

New business practice  

Impact Analysis 
Required 
 (Yes or No) 

No 

MMU Report Required 
 (Yes or No) No 
Requested Resolution 
(Normal or Urgent) Normal 

Revision Description 
Change Business Practice 1.11 to include the redirection of firm 
transmission service. 
 

Reason for Revision To ensure fair and equitable treatment to all market participants for 
available non firm service on a DC tie 

Tariff Implications or 
Changes (Yes or No; If 
yes include a summary 
of impact and/or 
specific changes) 

No 

Criteria Implications or 
Changes (Yes or No; If 
yes include a summary 
of impact and/or 
specific changes) 

No 

Credit Implications 
(Yes or No, and 
summary of impact) 

No 

Working 
Group/Committee 
Review and Results 

BPWG –  
ORWG – Accepted as having no reliability impact on 9/21/2011 
RTWG – Approved as being consistent with the SPP OATT on 

9/30/2011. 
TWG –  
MOPC –  

 



Business Practice Revision  
 

Page 2 of 5 

 
Sponsor 

Name Mark Mortensen 
E-mail Address m.mortensen@rainbowenergy.com 
Company Rainbow Energy Marketing Corp 
Company Address 6400 Glenwood St. Building 4 Suite 320 Overland Park, KS  66202 
Phone Number 913-236-6600 
Fax Number 913-236-7089 

 
Proposed Business Practice  Language Revision 

 

1 OATT General Requirements 
 

1.11 DC TIES 
SPP administers transmission service across two sets of DC Ties, two to ERCOT and three to 
WECC. Services across these ties have different criteria. The basic approach to reserving service 
is the same as for other SPP service. However, since these are ties connecting to transmission 
providers outside the Eastern Interconnection, some additional actions are involved.    
 
 
Business Practice 
ERCOT 
Both DC ties to ERCOT are owned and operated by AEP, an SPP transmission owner.  SPP will 
limit the amount of transmission service granted across the DC ties in each direction to the 
capacity of the tie.  If counter-flow schedules exist across the DC ties, SPP may grant additional 
non-firm service in excess of the DC tie capacity but not to exceed the transmission capacity 
scheduled in the opposite direction and in no case will SPP grant more than twice the capacity of 
the DC tie in any direction. Transmission service sold across the DC ties as a result of capacity 
created by counter-flows are curtailed with all other counter-flow purchases, on a pro rata basis. 
The following requirements must be met to reserve SPP OATT service across the two ERCOT 
DC Ties at Oklaunion (ERCOTN) and Welsh (ERCOTE)1. 
 

• The SPP portion of the service must include a valid SPP POR/POD set with an 
appropriate DC tie (ERCOTE or ERCOTN). 

• The request must include the ultimate source / sink system within the Eastern 
Interconnection, and either the ultimate source / sink within ERCOT or the DC tie 
identified as the POR or POD, unless service is being requested for unidirectional 
capacity exclusively for the DC tie. 

• Service may be sold, upon request, to provide unidirectional capacity exclusively 
on the DC tie. That service will have to be linked with another SPP reservation 
showing the true Source/Sink or, if the service is firm, it can be redirected. To 
specify that service is being requested into an ERCOT tie, the reservation shall 
show the true source as either ERCOTE or ERCOTN and the appropriate DC tie 

                                                 
1
 Additional facilities usage fees may be incurred for use of transmission service inside the ERCOT region and be billed by companies other than 

SPP.  See ERCOT  

     for transmission service reservation and scheduling practices for use of facilities within ERCOT. 
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as the POR, POD and sink. Comments showing the direction of flow must also be 
shown in the Customer Comments area of the request so that all customers may 
identify the direction of flow. 

• To specify that service is being requested out of an ERCOT tie, the reservation 
shall show the true sink as either ERCOTE-SPP or ERCOTN-SPP and the 
appropriate DC tie as the POR, POD and source. 
Example: Service into ERCOT across the ERCOTE tie  

 Source = ERCOTE-SPP 

 POR = ERCOTE 

 POD = ERCOTE 

 Sink = ERCOTE 

 

WECC 
The DC ties to WECC are separately owned and operated.  All of these connect to the 
Southwestern Public Service Co (SPS – An Xcel Energy Company) transmission system, 
which is under the SPP OATT.  The Blackwater (BLKW) tie is owned and operated by 
Public Service Company of New Mexico (PNM). The Eddy County tie (EDDY) is owned 
by El Paso Electric (EPE) and Texas - New Mexico Power (TNP) but operated by SPS. 
The Lamar tie is owned and operated by Public Service Company of Colorado (PSCO). 
SPP will limit the amount of Non-Firm transmission service granted across the BLKW 
and EDDY DC ties in each direction to the capacity of the tie. If the WECC provider 
allows and counter-flow schedules exist across the DC ties, SPP may grant additional 
non-firm service in excess of the DC tie capacity but not to exceed the transmission 
capacity scheduled in the opposite direction and in no case will SPP grant more than 
twice the capacity of the DC tie in any direction. Transmission services sold across the 
DC ties as a result of capacity created by counter-flows are curtailed with all other 
counter-flow purchases, on a pro rata basis.  The WECC does not allow additional Firm 
service to be sold based on counterflow and SPP does not sell additional Firm service 
based on counterflow; therefore no additional Firm service in excess of the capacity of 
the tie will be sold against schedules flowing in the opposite direction.  The following 
requirements must be met to reserve SPP OATT service up to the  WECC DC Ties 
LAMAR,  BLKW and EDDY. 

 
• The SPP portion of the service must include a valid SPP POR/POD with an 

appropriate WECC tie (LAMAR, BLKW or EDDY). 
• The request must include the ultimate source / sink system within the Eastern 

Interconnection and the ultimate Source / Sink within the Western Interconnection 
or the DC tie identified as the POR or POD, unless service is being requested for 
unidirectional capacity exclusively for the DC tie. 

• Service may be sold, upon request, to provide unidirectional capacity exclusively 
on the DC tie. This service will have to be linked with another SPP reservation 
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showing the true Source/Sink or, if the service is firm, it can be redirected. To 
specify that service is being requested into a WECC tie, the reservation shall 
show the true source as either LAMAR_SPP, BLKW-SPP or EDDY-SPP and the 
appropriate DC tie as the POR, POD and sink. Comments showing the direction 
of flow must also be shown in the Customer Comments area of the request so that 
all customers may identify the direction of flow. 
 

•  To specify that service is being requested out of a WECC tie, the reservation 
shall show the true sink as either LAMAR-SPP, BLKW-SPP or EDDY-SPP and 
the appropriate DC tie as the POR, POD and source. 
Example: Service into WECC across the BLKW tie  

 Source = BLKW-SPP 

 POR = BLKW 

 POD = BLKW 

 Sink = BLKW 

• Transmission service must be reserved with both SPP for the SPP portion (SPP 
OASIS site2) and the appropriate WECC Transmission Providers for the WECC 
portion of the service. 

• SPP emphasizes to customers that they must get service from the owner of 
LAMAR (PSCO),  BLKW (PNM) or Eddy (EPE, and/or TNP) to be able to go out 
of SPP from SPS across the DC ties. 

 
 

Additional General Rules 
 
SPP will not offer any service above the continuous operating capability rating of the ties 
except non-firm service under counter flow situations where schedules in the opposite 
direction have been submitted. Any counter flow schedules must be profiled to flow for 
the entire duration of the new reservation request before any new request would be 
considered that would make the total reserved in one direction above the continuous 
capability of the tie. 
 
SPP will not knowingly sell more across the ties than can be accommodated during 
maintenance or other times when the ties may be de-rated. However, outage and de-
rating situations will arise from time-to-time.  If there is an outage on the SPP AC system 
that prevents SPP from allowing schedules to the full amount sold, pro rata curtailments 
based on NERC TLR procedures will be enforced and rebates for curtailment periods 
will be made. For the ERCOT DC Ties, these rules will also apply when the curtailment 
is necessary due to the DC Tie facilities themselves. For curtailments due to AC system 
problems in WECC or ERCOT or for problems on the WECC DC Ties, there will be no 

                                                 
2
 SPP OASIS site - http://www.oatioasis.com/spp_default.html 
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rebate of SPP service. Curtailment procedures will also be the responsibility of the 
ERCOT ISO or the appropriate WECC entity. 
 
SPP will not immediately offer for resale capacity across a DC tie which is made 
available due to the voluntary actions of an entity that holds the rights to the DC tie. 
These actions include, but are not limited to, the following processes: 

• A tag with the priority of 7-F, 7-FN, or 6-NN has been cancelled, terminated, or 
withdrawn.  

• A NITS reservation has been annulled. 
• A request to undesignate a Designated Network Resource causes capacity to be 

made available across a DC tie. 
• A firm transmission service reservation for a DC tie has been redirected to 

another path so that the entity submitting the redirect no longer holds capacity 
of the same DC tie. The capacity is not considered “available” until a request to 
redirect has been confirmed on OASIS, therefore the capacity will not be posted 
until a request to redirect reaches a status of CONFIRMED. 

• A DC tie returning to service earlier than the end of the scheduled outage time 
posted on the OASIS DC Tie Update page.     

To ensure fair and open access, the capacity will be made available at the top of the 
next hour if it can be posted for a minimum of thirty (30) minutes. If there is less than 30 
minutes until the top of the hour, the ATC will not be made available until the top of the 
following hour. The available capacity will be granted using the same process that is 
used at Noon of each day for Non-Firm service. This capacity may still be bumped by 
the scheduling of a higher priority service. A notice will be posted on the SPP OASIS 
specifying how much capacity is available and for how long. 

 
 
 

Additional Information 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Explanation / Rationale 
 
 
 
 

Deleted: by

Deleted:  the cancellation or withdrawal of a 

Deleted: or the Annulment of a 

Deleted: There is a bundled agreement under SPS 
contracts across the DC ties, 150 East to West 
across BLKW to Public Service Company of New 
Mexico (PNM). This agreement remains under SPS 
administration and is treated as a dynamic schedule 
by SPS. Schedules against this reservation are 
tagged, but as long as they are treated as dynamic 
schedules and under SPS Transmission rules, SPP 
cannot offer non-firm service for schedules not 
received by the SPP scheduling deadline.

Comment [CPS1]: Bill Grant reported that this 
contract expired on May 31, 2011.

Deleted: ¶

Deleted: SPP has agreed to an operating practice 
that, in effect, releases the service under the dynamic 
schedules to the market. When the dynamic schedule 
above is interrupted for reasons other than 
transmission constraints SPS will notify SPP by 
telephone at least 10 minutes prior to the opening of 
the next-hour-only reservation window if that next 
hour will be available. SPP will post any such 
availability on the OASIS under the heading 
“Blackwater DC Tie Availability”.  The posting will 
specify the time frame (one hour only) that is 
available, and the time SPP will start accepting 
requests for that declared availability.  Any 
reservation submitted prior to that time will be 
refused. Once the availability has been declared by 
SPS, it cannot be retracted.¶
¶
All other reservations sold under the SPS Open 
Access OATT were converted to SPP service as of 
June 29, 2000 including the remaining service sold 
across the DC ties.
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BPR 
Number BPR0018 BPR 

Title 
Guideline for determining Jurisdiction of SPP Generator 
Interconnection Procedure 

Business Practice 
Section(s) Requiring 
Revision (include Section 
No., Title, and Protocol Version) 

New business practice  

Impact Analysis 
Required 
 (Yes or No) 

No 

MMU Report Required 
 (Yes or No) No 
Requested Resolution 
(Normal or Urgent) Normal 

Revision Description New BP 
 

Reason for Revision 
To provide a guideline to determine which generator interconnection 
requests fall under the jurisdiction of the SPP Generator 
Interconnection Procedures 

Tariff Implications or 
Changes (Yes or No; If 
yes include a summary 
of impact and/or 
specific changes) 

Yes, --This may impact or be impacted by the tariff language in 
Attachment V of the tariff 

Criteria Implications or 
Changes (Yes or No; If 
yes include a summary 
of impact and/or 
specific changes) 

No 

Credit Implications 
(Yes or No, and 
summary of impact) 

No 

Working 
Group/Committee 
Review and Results 

BPWG – Pending final email approval  by 11/17/2011 
ORWG – Pending final review for reliability impacts on 8/16/2011 
RTWG – Reviewed on 1/6/2011 and submitted comments. Reviewed 

on 8/25/11 and submitted comments. 
TWG – Reviewed on 2/2/2011 and submitted comments. 
MOPC – Voted to send the approved language back to the BPWG 

on 4/12/2011 for further editing. 

Deleted: on 9/28/2011

Deleted: Pending final review on 8/24/2011 for 
Tariff implications.
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Sponsor 
Name James R. Hotovy 
E-mail Address jrhotov@nppd.com 
Company Nebraska Public Power District 
Company Address 1414 15th Street, Columbus, Nebraska  68601 
Phone Number 402 563-5674 
Fax Number  

 
Proposed Business Practice  Language Revision 

 
 

X.XX GUIDELINE FOR JURISDICTION OF SPP GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION 
PROCEDURES  
 
 
 
Business Practice  

Guidelines for Application of SPP Generator Interconnection Procedures 

 
Any generator of any size interconnecting to the Southwest Power Pool (SPP) 
Transmission System must submit an Interconnection Request (IR) pursuant to the 
Generator Interconnection Procedures (GIP) found in Attachment V of the SPP Regional 
OATT, with the following exceptions: 

1. Where the Generating Facility will be a Qualifying Facility where 100% of the 
output will be sold to its host utility according to PURPA and subject to state 
jurisdiction. A) The interconnection customer may still be required to enter into the 
appropriate SPP studies and agreements, provided that the Transmission Owner’s 
Tariff directs the interconnection customer to the SPP Tariff.  

2. Where the Generating Facility will interconnect to a facility not under Tariff  
jurisdiction at the time the request is submitted, whether or not it plans to make 
wholesale electric energy sales. B) The interconnection customer may still be 
required to enter into the appropriate SPP studies and agreements, provided that 
the Transmission Owner’s Tariff directs the interconnection customer to the SPP 
Tariff.  

3. Where the Generating Facility will produce electric energy to be consumed only 
on the Interconnection Customer’s site. C) 

4. Where the Generating Facility will be used to supply energy only to unbundled 
retail customers over local Distribution Facilities. D) 

5. Where the Generating Facility will not operate in sustained parallel with the 
Transmission System.  
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SPP and the Transmission Owner will evaluate the request and make the final 
determination if the interconnection request must be submitted to SPP or to the 
Transmission Owner for further study. 
 
If any of the above exceptions applies, the Generating Facility does not fall under the 
GIP. However, the request for interconnection may be required to be coordinated with 
SPP in accordance with NERC standards. In such instances, the following shall apply: 
 
 

1) When notified, the Transmission Owner is responsible for conducting any required 
studies to determine if the request may impact the Transmission System. 

 
2) Should the Transmission Owner determine that the generator interconnection may 

impact the Transmission System; the Transmission Owner shall notify SPP of such 
impacts and provide to SPP any system impact studies that detail such impacts. 

3)  
As an impacted system, SPP will determine what additional studies will be 
required to coordinate the impacts, up to and including studying the impact in the 
Generator  Definitive Interconnection System Impact Studies.  The Transmission 
Owner/distribution provider shall require as a condition of interconnection with 
the interconnection customer, that all SPP required studies be completed.  The 
Transmission Owner/distribution provider shall have the option to  enter into the 
applicable Affected System study agreements and to be financially responsible for 
such studies1, or as a condition of interconnection,  to require the interconnection 
customer to submit an Interconnection Request to enter the Definitive 
Interconnection System Impact Study Queue or other Queue as applicable2..  

4) It shall remain the Transmission Owner’s responsibility to complete any generator 
interconnection agreements in accordance with the Transmission Owner’s generator 
interconnection procedures regarding the completion of Network Upgrades required 
on the Distribution System and on the Transmission Owner’s transmission system.   

 
5) If SPP’s studies show that Network Upgrades are required on the Transmission 

System, the Transmission Owner/distribution provider shall have the option to enter 
into a facilities agreement with SPP or require, as a conditon of interconnection, the 
interconnection customer enter into a facilities agreement with SPP and any 
affected Transmission Owner(s)/distribution provider(s) to complete the Network 
Upgrades required on their Transmission System. 

 
6) All Network Upgrades must be completed prior to operation of the Generating 

Facility. 
 

 
 

                                                 
1 The Transmission/Distribution Owner has the ability to pass through the Interconnection Study costs to its 
customer.   
2 As allowed by FERC 
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Comment [s1]: 8/25/11 RTWG – Chair Dennis 
Reed suggested that this subpart be revised to make 
it an option, rather than a requirement, for the 
Interconnection Customer to fund the upgrades. 
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Applicable References 

 
A. Interconnection customer must provide documentation of Qualifying Facility FERC 

certification, substantiating state jurisdiction and documentation from the host 
that100% of the output will be sold to the host utility. See FERC Order No .2003 PP 
813-814; FERC Order No. 2006-A, PP 100-102; PURPA 292.203.a (3); PURPA 
292.303. 

B. See FERC Order No. 2006, PP 5, 8; FERC Order No. 2003 P 804; FERC Order No. 
2003-A P 710; FERC Order No. 2003-C P 51. At the time an Interconnection Request 
is made to interconnect to a non-jurisdictional facility, the interconnection is not 
subject to the GIP. After a Generation Facility that makes wholesale electric energy 
sales has been connected, the interconnection facility is now subject to an OATT for 
Interconnection Requests made after that time. 

C. See FERC Order No. 2003, P 805; FERC Order No. 2003-A, P 747, n. 173. 
D. Unbundled retail service over local distribution facilities is not under FERC 

jurisdiction. See FERC Order No. 2006, PP 7-8 & n.8.   
 
Explanation / Rationale 
This Business Practice is intended to be general information for SPP customers. 
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