
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

October 29, 2004 
 
 
 
VIA HAND DELIVERY 
 
Honorable Magalie R. Salas  
Secretary  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission  
888 First Street, N.E.  
Washington, D.C.  20426  

 
Re: Southwest Power Pool, Inc., Docket No. ER05- -  

Submission of Proposed Tariff Revision – Aggregate Transmission 
Service Study Procedures 

 
Honorable Secretary Salas:  
 

Pursuant to section 205 of the Federal Power Act (“FPA”), 16 U.S.C. § 824d, and 
Part 35 of the regulations of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (“FERC” or 
“Commission”), 18 C.F.R. part 35, Southwest Power Pool, Inc. (“SPP”), as authorized by 
its Board of Directors (“Board”), hereby submits an original and five copies of a revision 
to its regional Open Access Transmission Tariff (“OATT”) to provide for an Aggregate 
Transmission Service Study process.  This process, reflected in the proposed Attachment 
Z to SPP’s OATT (with conforming changes to other tariff provisions), will be used to 
evaluate long-term transmission service requests in order to provide the necessary 
available transmission capacity (“ATC”) to accommodate all such requests at the 
minimum total cost.  Support and justification for the proposed tariff revisions is 
provided in the accompanying affidavit of Bruce A. Rew, SPP’s Director of Engineering.  
SPP requests an effective date of February 1, 2005 for the proposed tariff revisions.  
 
I. Background 
 
 A. SPP 
 
 SPP is an Arkansas non-profit corporation with its principle place of business in 
Little Rock, Arkansas.  SPP currently has 48 Members, serving more than 4 million 
customers in a 250,000 square-mile area covering all or part of eight states.  SPP's 
members include 14 investor-owned utilities, 7 municipal systems, 8 generation and 
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transmission cooperatives, 2 state authorities, 1 federal power marketing agency, 3 
independent power producers and 13 power marketers.  SPP currently provides 
independent transmission administration, planning, and security coordination for its 
region, among other duties.1 
 
 On February 10, 2004, the Commission conditionally recognized SPP as a 
regional transmission organization (“RTO”).2  Final recognition of SPP as an RTO was 
withheld pending SPP’s compliance with various terms and conditions specified in the 
RTO Order.  On May 3, 2004, SPP submitting a compliance filing pursuant to the RTO 
Order, which resolved several of the terms and conditions.3  On August 2, 2004, SPP 
submitted a second compliance filing designed to address the remaining issues and 
conditions discussed in the RTO Order, and on October 1, 2004, the Commission granted 
full recognition to SPP as an RTO.4 
 

B.  SPP Stakeholder Process and Approval of Proposed Aggregate 
 Transmission Service Study Procedures  

 
In the instant filing, SPP proposes new Aggregate Transmission Service Study 

(“ATSS”) procedures to be used to evaluate long-term transmission service requests. 
These procedures were developed through SPP’s stakeholder process, with initial 
responsibility for ATSS recommendations tasked to SPP’s Regional Transmission 
Working Group (“RTWG”).5  The RTWG voted out proposed ATSS procedures on July 
1, 2004 and forwarded them to SPP’s Markets and Operations Policy Committee 
(“OPC”) for further review and consideration.6  On July 14, 2004, the OPC approved the 
approved procedures for recommendation to the SPP Board, which approved the 
proposed procedures on July 27, 2004. 

 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1  See Southwest Power Pool, Inc., 89 FERC ¶ 61,084 (1999); Southwest Power 

Pool, Inc., 86 FERC ¶ 61,090 (1998); Southwest Power Pool, Inc., 82 FERC ¶ 
61,267 (1998). 

2  See Southwest Power Pool, Inc., 106 FERC ¶ 61,110 (2004) (“RTO Order”). 
3  See Southwest Power Pool, Inc., 108 FERC ¶ 61,003 (2004). 
4  See Southwest Power Pool, Inc., 109 FERC ¶ 61,009 (2004). 
5  The RTWG is responsible for the development, recommendation, overall 

implementation and oversight of SPP’s regional OATT. 
6  The OPC reports to and is subject to the control of the Board.  The representatives 

to the OPC consist of an officer or employee of each SPP member.  Among its 
responsibilities, the OPC recommends modifications to the regional transmission 
service tariff. 
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II. Discussion 

 
A.  Description of Proposed Aggregate Transmission Service Study 

 Procedures 
 
 The proposed procedures reflected in Attachment Z (and related tariff revisions) 
will be used to evaluate long-term transmission service requests.  Specifically, SPP will 
combine all long-term point-to-point and long-term designated network resource requests 
received during a specified period of time into a single aggregate transmission service 
study.  Such an aggregation of requests will result in an optimal expansion of SPP’s 
transmission system, providing the necessary ATC to accommodate all such requests at 
the minimum total cost. 
 
 The ATSS procedures will be implemented through sequential open seasons that 
run for 4 months.  During the open seasons, customers may make requests for long-term 
transmission service that start no earlier than 4 months after the close of the season.  
Customers may submit and withdraw requests during the open season without any 
obligation.  At the close of the open season, the Aggregate System Impact Study 
(“ASIS”) will include only queued requests for which Aggregate System Impact Study 
Agreements (“ASISAs”) have been executed. Existing long-term firm service 
Transmission Customers who desire to exercise a reservation priority under Section 2.2 
of the SPP OATT shall do so pursuant to the terms of Section 2.2 and shall not be 
included in the aggregate study.  At the close of the open season, the customer will have 
15 days to execute such ASISAs, pursuant to Section 19 of the SPP OATT.   
 

For the purpose of determining the cost responsibility for each transmission 
service request, all upgrades required to provide transmission service for all transmission 
service reservations included in an Aggregate Facilities Study shall be included in an 
Aggregate Cost Allocation Assessment.  The cost of each transmission upgrade 
component will be allocated to each customer in the aggregation group on a pro-rata 
impact basis for the positive incremental power flow impacts of the requested service on 
such upgraded facility in proportion to the total of all incremental impacts on such 
upgraded facility.  The cost of a facility upgrade shall be allocated to all customers in the 
aggregate group whose reservation period begins after the commercial operation date 
(“COD”) of a facility upgrade or begins before the COD of a facility and extends past the 
COD. 

 
 Cost recovery will be accomplished by taking the portions of the facilities 
allocated to each customer and applying a levelized fixed charge rate to the facilities to 
derive the dollars to be paid by each customer.  The fixed charge rates used by SPP will 
be submitted to the Commission, along with supporting documentation, as part of the 
service agreements.  For Point-to-Point Service, the levelized monthly revenue 
requirement derived from the cost allocation process shall be compared to the charge 
applicable for each request under the base transmission service rates of Schedule 7, 
Section 1 of the SPP OATT, and each customer shall be required to pay the higher of the 
total monthly base rate charges or the monthly revenue requirement associated with the 
facility upgrades.  Charges for Network Integration Service customers shall be by direct 
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assignment pursuant to Schedule 9, Section 4 of the SPP OATT, and each customer will 
be required to pay the monthly revenue requirement associated with the facility upgrades 
in addition to the total monthly base rate charges applicable under Schedule 9, Section 1 
of the SPP OATT.  Any charges paid by a customer in excess of the transmission service 
base rate shall be credited back to the customer from future transmission service revenues 
until the customer has been fully compensated. 
 
 B. Justification for Proposed ATSS Procedures 

 
1. The Existing Procedures for Processing Long-Term Service Requests   

Are Inefficient and Do Not Promote Economic System Enhancements 
 

 As Mr. Rew explains, under SPP’s existing tariff procedures, long-term 
transmission service requests are processed on a sequential, first-come, first-served basis. 
Thus, the request at the top of the queue (i.e., the first request received) is evaluated 
independently from any lower-queue requests that may have comparable system impacts.   
 

Currently, SPP’s transmission queue contains approximately 100 requests for long 
term service.  As Mr. Rew explains, the Order 888 pro forma tariff based approach used 
by SPP has proven to unworkable in a regional setting where service is being 
administered over many more facilities to many more customers than in a single 
company setting.  In the SPP context, many more transmission service requests are in 
competition for ATC, potentially impacting any given facility, in contrast to the situation 
typically encountered in a single company context.  Many requests share common 
destinations/sources or have common impacts on the transmission system.  In spite of 
SPP’s efforts at process improvements and reductions in the request backlog, SPP has 
concluded that the present approach is inefficient in meeting the needs of its customers 
and the SPP regional market.  As shown in Mr. Rew’s affidavit almost 200 days were 
required on average in 2003 to conclude the service requests confirmed in 2003.  
Processing of the current backlog of long-term transmission requests under the sequential 
evaluation procedures could take years to complete.  Accordingly, SPP’s ability to 
respond to market needs in a timely fashion is significantly impaired.  

 
The current procedures are economically inefficient as well.  Projects that can and 

should be considered together from a system impact perspective are instead evaluated 
separately – i.e., solely on the basis of queue position.  SPP’s current protocols require 
transmission upgrades to be priced at the higher of either the embedded access charge or 
the incremental cost of the transmission upgrades.  As a result, a marginal incremental 
load requiring a facility upgrade can be required to bear all the costs of the upgrade even 
though subsequent customers may utilize, and undoubtedly benefit from, the upgrade.   
As Mr. Rew explains, under this pricing methodology upgrades that exceed the 
embedded access charge are rarely built and, although existing transmission facilities 
have been upgraded, no new transmission facilities have been constructed in the five 
years since SPP has been providing regional service under its OATT.  
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2. The Proposed Attachment Z Procedures Will Facilitate New 
Construction By Processing Service Requests on an Aggregate Basis 
that Promotes Equitable Cost Sharing 

  
As Mr. Rew describes, the proposed Attachment Z procedures provide an open, 

nondiscriminatory process by which SPP will be able to more timely respond to 
customers’ service requests.  Just as importantly, the proposed procedures more fairly 
align cost responsibility with service benefits.  Upon Commission approval of 
Attachment Z, multiple service requests loading the same facilities at one time will be 
grouped for purposes of determining the costs associated with necessary facility 
upgrades.  The inequities and inefficiencies associated with the existing queuing/pricing 
procedures will therefore be eliminated through the aggregation of requests and the 
formalized sharing of costs between customers utilizing the same upgrade.7   
 
 According to Mr. Rew, by reducing costs for projects that can be considered 
together instead of separately, SPP anticipates that the Attachment Z procedures will 
allow more expeditious treatment and study of service requests tendered during the open 
season process.  These procedures will also enhance SPP’s ability to cost out system 
upgrades associated with properly combined service requests, leading to more efficient 
system planning.  By streamlining the process for evaluating service requests, and pricing 
new upgrades in an economically rational manner that more equitably distributes costs, 
the Attachment Z procedures will facilitate new construction within the SPP footprint. 
  

3. The Proposed Cost Recovery Procedures Are Fully Supported 
 

 As noted, SPP’s proposed cost recovery procedures for Attachment Z upgrades 
will replace the existing pro forma methodology adopted to conform to Order No. 888 
requirements.   The new procedures are designed to ensure that customers bearing the 
cost of new upgrades will, after crediting of revenues generated through third-party 
utilization of the new facilities, pay only the base transmission charge.  In this regard, 
customers under both network and point to point will receive credits from future 
transmission service revenues for any charges paid in excess of the transmission service 
base rate.  Thus, SPP’s cost recovery will not constitute “and” pricing.8   Moreover, all 
Transmission Owners will be considered to be taking Network service, ensuring that the 
proposed procedures will not give Transmission Owners an unfair advantage.  
                                                 
7  The Commission has, in other contexts, recognized the coordination benefits and 

efficiencies of aggregating service requests.  See Standardization of Generator 
Interconnection Agreements and Procedures, Order No. 2003, III FERC Stats. & 
Regs., Regs. Preambles ¶ 31,146, at 30,452-53 (2003), order on reh’g, Order No. 
2003-A, III FERC Stats. & Regs, Regs. Preambles ¶ 31,160 (2004) (The 
Commission “strongly encourage[s]” Transmission Providers to cluster large 
generator interconnection requests, as it will lead to better coordination and 
greater efficiencies). 

8  See Consumers Energy Co., 95 FERC ¶ 61,233 (2001), reh’g denied, 96 FERC ¶ 
61,132 (2001). 
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Furthermore, because SPP intends to file service agreements and supporting information 
with the Commission before facilities are constructed – and because these materials will 
provide detail support for the derivation of the levelized monthly charge and/or the direct 
assignment charge – there is no need, at this time, for any additional cost data to approve 
this filing.9 
 

Finally, protective provisions are included to address the situation where a facility 
upgrade that is initially paid for pursuant to the provisions of Attachment Z is 
subsequently rolled into the revenue requirements used for the development of generally 
applicable transmission service rates. See Attachment Z, Section 8.  In that situation, 
customers that have paid upgrade charges under Attachment Z shall be kept whole for 
any difference in the aggregate charges paid and the rolled-in system wide charge.  See 
Rew Affidavit, ¶ 14. The Transmission Owner that constructed the facility upgrade is 
required to pay the remaining balance of each customer’s unrecovered payments that are 
applicable to that facility upgrade, thereby preventing any over-recovery.10 
 
III. Additional Information 
 
 A. Information Required by Section 35.13 of the Commission’s  
  Regulations, 18 C.F.R. § 35.13:11 
 
  (1) Documents Enclosed  
 

In addition to this transmittal letter, the following material is 
provided with this filing: (a) a clean version of the Attachment Z 
and other proposed revisions to SPP’s OATT, reflecting the 

                                                 
9  SPP intends to file the service agreements from all aggregated projects together.   
10  Id.  The proposed cost allocation procedures are also fully supported and should 

be approved as filed.  By accounting for and measuring incremental power flow 
impacts, SPP has developed a reasonable, usage-based, basis for allocating costs.   
Such a methodology comports with Commission policy and precedent.  See 
Inquiry Concerning the Commission’s Pricing Policy for Transmission Services 
Provided by Public Utilities Under the Federal Power Act, Policy Statement, 
1991-1996 FERC. Stats. & Regs., Regs. Preambles ¶ 31,005, at 31,145-46 (1994), 
order on reh’g, 71 FERC ¶ 61,195 (1995) (Describing how flow-based pricing is 
an acceptable form of transmission pricing to be used by Regional Transmission 
Groups).  See  also Allegheny Power, 106 FERC ¶ 61,241 at PP 12-17 (2004) 
(Commission rejects company’s proposed direct assignment of subtransmission 
charges based on company’s failure to perform system-wide flow study; 
Commission faults company for relying on sample “cost allocation zones” that 
disregarded actual power flows and zonal impacts).  

11  Because the proposed Transmission Service Prepayment procedure does not 
involve any change in rates, the use of the abbreviated filing procedures as set 
forth in 18 C.F.R. § 35.13(a)(2)(iii) is appropriate. 
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Aggregate Transmission Service Study procedures described 
herein, as Exhibit I; (b) a redlined version of the proposed changes, 
as Exhibit II; (c) an affidavit of Bruce A. Rew of SPP detailing the 
benefits of the proposed Attachment Z, as Exhibit III; and (d) a list 
of the parties served, as Exhibit IV.  A complete copy of this filing 
will also be posted on SPP’s web site, www.spp.org.  In addition, a 
form of notice suitable for publication in the Federal Register, 
together with an electronic version of the notice, is also included. 

  
(2) Effective Date  

 
SPP respectfully requests that the enclosed tariff revisions become 
effective February 1, 2005. 

 
  (3) Requisite Agreements: 
 

As described herein, the proposed procedure has been approved by 
SPP’s Board of Directors. 

 
 (4) Form of Notice: 
 

A form of notice suitable for publication in the Federal Register is 
attached hereto.  In addition, an electronic version of the notice is 
included on the enclosed diskette. 
 

(5) Specifically Assignable Facilities Installed or Modified: 
 
There are none. 

 
B.  Correspondence and Communications  

 
 Correspondence and communications with respect to this filing should be sent to, 
and SPP requests the Secretary to include on the official service list, the following: 
 
L. Patrick Bourne     Michael E. Small 
Manager – Transmission and Regulatory  Jeffrey G. DiSciullo 
Policy       Wright & Talisman, P.C. 
Southwest Power Pool, Inc.    1200 G Street, NW 
415 North McKinley, #800 Plaza West  Suite 600 
Little Rock, AR 72205    Washington, D.C.    
Telephone: (501) 614-3249     Telephone: (202) 393-1200  
Fax: (501) 664-9553     Fax: (202) 393-1240 
pbourne@spp.org     small@wrightlaw.com 
       disciullo@wrightlaw.com 
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IV.  Conclusion  
 

For all of the foregoing reasons, SPP respectfully requests that the Commission 
accept its proposed Aggregate Transmission Service Study procedures.  SPP further 
requests waiver of any additional Commission regulations that the Commission may 
deem applicable. 

 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
___________________________ 
Michael E. Small 
Jeffrey G. DiSciullo  
Matthew K. Segers 
 
Attorneys for 
Southwest Power Pool, Inc. 
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ATTACHMENT Z 

 

AGGREGATE TRANSMISSION SERVICE STUDY PROCEDURES 

 

1. Introduction 

 

 This attachment describes the process used to evaluate long-term transmission 

service requests using an Aggregate Transmission Service Study process.  The 

Transmission Provider will combine all long-term point-to-point and long-term 

designated network resource requests received during a specified period of time into a 

single aggregate transmission service study.  Using this aggregate study process, SPP will 

combine all requests received during an open season to conclude an optimal expansion of 

the transmission system that provides the necessary ATC to accommodate all such 

requests at the minimum total cost.  This attachment also details cost allocation, cost 

recovery, and credits associated with the new facilities.  For the purposes of this 

Attachment Z, all Transmission Owners that are not taking Network Integration 

Transmission Service will be treated the same as Transmission Customers taking 

Network Integration Transmission Service. 

 

2. Open Season 

 The Aggregate Transmission Service Study process commences with the 

initiation of an open season.  The open season will be 4 months in duration.  During that 

period, customers may make requests for long-term transmission service that start no 

earlier than 4 months after the close of the season.  Customers may submit and withdraw 

requests during the open season without any obligation.  At the close of the open season, 

the Aggregate System Impact Study (ASIS) will include only queued requests for which 

Aggregate System Impact Study Agreements (ASISAs) have been executed.  At the close 

of the open season, customer will have 15 days to execute such ASISAs per Section 19.  

Existing long-term firm service Customers who desire to exercise a reservation priority 
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under Section 2.2 shall do so pursuant to the terms of Section 2.2 and shall not be 

included in the aggregate study. 

 

3. Aggregate Impact Study 

a. At the close of the Open Season, all transmission service requests subject to an 

ASISA will be included in the ASIS.  This study shall be done in accordance with 

Section 19.  The power flow models shall be developed for each season for the period 

from the earliest start of service to the latest end of service for the applicable requests.  

The models will include all other applicable existing reservations having equal or greater 

queue priority including prospective renewals of existing service having a reservation 

priority pursuant to Section 2.2.  System constraints will be identified and appropriate 

upgrades determined during the ASIS.  The Transmission Provider shall determine the 

upgrades required to reliably provide all of the requested service.  SPP shall also perform 

a regional review of the required upgrades to determine if alternative solutions would 

reduce overall cost to customers.  The Transmission Provider shall estimate the total cost 

of these upgrades. 

 

b. SPP shall recognize constraints due to contractually limited facilities and allocate 

available capacity on a first come first served basis on the contractual constraint only.   

 

c. Within the ASIS the Transmission Provider will identify the facilities limiting the 

availability of the requested aggregate transmission service and the upgrades required to 

provide this service.  It will also provide an estimate of the cost of those upgrades.  The 

assignment of upgrade costs to each reservation will be provided to enable customers to 

estimate their costs.  Upon receipt of the Impact Study, customers will have 15 days to 

execute an Aggregate Facilities Study Agreement (AFSA) per Section 19. 

 

4. Aggregate Facilities Study 

 The Transmission Provider shall perform an Aggregate Facilities Study including 

the requests of all customers who have executed an Aggregate Facilities Study 
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Agreement (AFSA).  The first phase of the facilities study process shall consist of a 

revision of the impact study to reflect the withdrawal of requests for which an AFSA was 

not executed, if any.  The Aggregate Facilities Study shall be done in accordance with 

Section 19 of the Tariff.  The Transmission Provider, in conjunction with the applicable 

Transmission Owners, shall determine the necessary cost and lead-time for construction 

of each upgrade and the estimated cost of service for each request.  The Transmission 

Provider, in conjunction with the applicable Transmission Owners, shall determine the 

optimal set of solutions to reduce the overall costs for the study group and reliably 

provide the requested service in a timely manner.   

 

5. Cost Allocation 

a. For the purpose of determining the cost responsibility for each transmission 

service request, all upgrades required to provide transmission service for all transmission 

service reservations included in an Aggregate Facilities Study shall be included in an 

Aggregate Cost Allocation Assessment.  The cost of each transmission upgrade 

component will be allocated to each customer in the aggregation group on a pro-rata 

impact basis as provided in paragraph b.    The cost of a facility upgrade shall be 

allocated to all customers in the aggregate group whose reservation period begins after 

commercial operation date of a facility upgrade (COD) or begins before the COD of a 

facility and extends past the COD.  If an upgrade is first required during a season after 

completion of service, no cost would be assigned to the customer.   With regard to the 

cost allocation, SPP shall review all upgrades and determine the earliest date that each 

upgrade is required.  This date is considered the COD for each upgrade.  All requests that 

have a positive impact on the upgrade and for which the service has not been completed 

prior to the COD for such upgrade, shall be allocated costs for the upgrade.  These 

requests shall be reviewed and the request that ends at the latest point in time (End of 

Term:  EOT), shall define the amortization period for the facility. 

 

b. An allocation of the cost of each facility upgrade to each request shall be 

determined on a pro-rata basis for the positive incremental power flow impacts of the 
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requested service on such upgraded facility in proportion to the total of all incremental 

impacts on such upgraded facility.  For each upgraded facility identified, the average 

incremental power flow impact of each request in the aggregate study shall be determined 

using each summer model available for the aggregate study period, after the COD of such 

upgraded facility.   Each impact amount shall be determined by first establishing an 

initial case that excludes flows associated with all requests included in the Aggregate 

Facilities Study. Then each request will be added to the model and the change in flow 

across such upgraded facility shall be determined for each request included in the 

Aggregate Facilities Study.  The cost of an upgrade allocated to each request shall be 

proportional to the average positive incremental impact of each request on such facility 

divided by the total average positive incremental impact of all requests included in the 

Aggregate Facilities Study on such upgraded facility.  The cost of each upgrade shall be 

allocated to requests independently.  Incremental flows having a negative impact on an 

upgraded facility shall be ignored. 

 

c. After concluding the above cost allocations to each reservation in the aggregate 

group, the Transmission Provider shall determine the charges for each request by using 

the levelized monthly revenue requirement associated with the transmission service 

requested by each customer in the aggregate group.  This levelized monthly revenue 

requirement is determined by calculating the present worth of the revenue requirements 

associated with the upgrades as allocated to each customer in the aggregate group and 

then calculating an appropriate monthly amount for each customer in the aggregate group 

for each respective reservation. 

 

6. Cost Recovery 

a. For Point-to-Point Service, the levelized monthly revenue requirement derived 

from the cost allocation process shall be compared to the charge applicable for each 

request under the base transmission service rates of Schedule 7, Section 1, and each 

customer shall be required to pay the higher of the total monthly base rate charges or the 

monthly revenue requirement associated with the facility upgrades.  For Network 
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Integration Service customers the charge shall be a direct assignment charge pursuant to 

Schedule 9, Section 4 and each customer will be required to pay the monthly revenue 

requirement associated with the facility upgrades in addition to the total monthly base 

rate charges applicable under Schedule 9, Section 1.  Customers paying the above 

charges may receive credits in accordance with paragraph b of this section.   

 

b. Any charges paid by a customer in excess of the transmission service base rate in 

compensation for the revenue requirements for allocated facility upgrade(s) shall be 

recovered by such customer from future transmission service revenues until the customer 

has been fully compensated.  Such amount shall be recovered, with interest calculated in 

accordance with 18 CFR §35.19a(a)(2)(ii), from new point-to-point service that increases 

loading on the new facility upgrade in the direction of the initial overload.  For each new 

point-to-point reservation having such loading impact on such new facility upgrade, made 

after the facility upgrade is completed (EOC date), the customer shall receive a portion of 

the transmission service charge equal to the positive response factor of such new 

reservation on the upgraded facility times the new reservation capacity times the rate 

applicable to such new reservation.  The response factor shall be calculated on a monthly 

basis.  This allocation from new service shall continue until the customer has been fully 

compensated for all charges paid in excess of the transmission service base rate. 

 

7. Transmission Owner Upgrades 

 Each SPP Transmission Owner shall possess the right of first refusal to obtain all 

rights and responsibilities afforded to customers under this Attachment Z by assuming the 

cost responsibility for any or all of the upgrades to their facilities or new facilities which 

it constructs to provide transmission service pursuant to this Attachment Z.  If a 

Transmission Owner elects to exercise this right of first refusal, the cost of the upgrade 

shall not be allocated to the requests in the aggregate group.  SPP shall notify each 

Transmission Owner of the upgrades required and provide the Transmission Owner the 

opportunity to exercise its right of first refusal. 
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8. Future Roll-In 

 When a facility upgrade being paid for pursuant to the provisions of this 

Attachment Z is rolled into the revenue requirements used for the development of 

generally applicable transmission service rates, the Transmission Owner that constructed 

the facility upgrade shall pay the remaining balance of each customer’s unrecovered 

payments described in Section 6 b that are applicable to that facility upgrade. All 

customers and Transmission Owners who have upgraded facilities and have remaining 

balances subject to cost recovery pursuant to Section 6, Cost Recovery, of this 

Attachment Z, shall be paid in full.  The customer shall continue to pay the charges 

specified in the customer’s transmission service agreement for the transmission service 

initially reserved.   
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I. COMMON SERVICE PROVISIONS 

1 Definitions 

1.1 Aggregate Transmission Study:  Transmission system impact and facilities 

studies that aggregate Transmission Service requests received over a 120-day 

period.  These requests are evaluated simultaneously to provide for optimization 

of transmission expansion. 

1.1a Ancillary Services:  Those services that are necessary to support the transmission 

of capacity and energy from resources to loads while maintaining reliable 

operation of the Transmission Provider's and Transmission Owner's(s) 

Transmission System in accordance with Good Utility Practice. 

1.2 Annual Transmission Cost:  The total annual cost of the Transmission System 

for purposes of Network Integration Transmission Service shall be the amount 

specified in Attachment H until amended by the Transmission Provider or 

modified by the Commission. 

1.3 Application:  A request by an Eligible Customer for transmission service 

pursuant to the provisions of the Tariff. 

1.3a Attachment Facilities:  Facilities that serve to interconnect a generating unit with 

a Transmission Owner’s transmission facilities. 

1.4 Commission:  The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.  

1.5 Completed Application:  An Application that satisfies all of the information and 

other requirements of the Tariff, including any required deposit. 

1.6 Control Area:  An electric power system or combination of electric power 

systems to which a common automatic generation control scheme is applied in 

order to: 

(1) match, at all times, the power output of the generators within the electric 

power system(s) and capacity and energy purchased from entities outside 

the electric power system(s), with the load within the electric power 

system(s);  

(2) maintain scheduled interchange with other Control Areas, within the limits 

of Good Utility Practice; 
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II. POINT-TO-POINT TRANSMISSION SERVICE 

Preamble 

The Transmission Provider will provide Firm and Non-Firm Point-To-Point 

Transmission Service pursuant to the applicable terms and conditions of this Tariff. Point-To-

Point Transmission Service is for the receipt of capacity and energy at designated Point(s) of 

Receipt and the transmission of such capacity and energy to designated Point(s) of Delivery.  

13 Nature of Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

13.1 Term:  The minimum term of Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service shall be 

one day and the maximum term shall be specified in the Service Agreement.   

13.2 Reservation Priority:  Long-Term Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

shall be available based on the results of an aggregate study.  Requests will be 

aggregated during a 120-day open season and all Point-To-Point service requests 

and designated network resource requests received during that time shall be 

deemed received at the same time if they are not using a contractually limited 

interface (e.g. a DC-Tie).  For contractually limited interfaces, the first-come, 

first-served principles shall apply for the purpose of allocating limited interface 

capacity only.  The allocation of remaining ATC on contractually limited 

interfaces shall occur as if all requests are received at the same time. Reservations 

for Short-Term Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service will be conditional 

based upon the length of the requested transaction and relative impact on 

available transmission capability.  If the Transmission System becomes 

oversubscribed, requests for longer term service may preempt requests for shorter 

term service up to the following deadlines: one day before the commencement of 

daily service, one week before the commencement of weekly service, and one 

month before the commencement of monthly service.  This right of preemption 

only applies, however, if the longer term service involves the same Points of 

Receipt and Delivery as the shorter term service.  Before the conditional 

reservation deadline, if available transmission capability is insufficient to satisfy 

all Applications, an Eligible Customer with a  
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reservation for shorter term service has the right of first refusal to match any 

longer term reservation before losing its reservation priority.  A longer 
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delivery from the generating source to the Transmission Provider prior to 

the time service under Part II of the Tariff commences;   

d. The Transmission Customer agrees to pay for any facilities constructed 

and chargeable to such Transmission Customer under Part II of the Tariff, 

whether or not the Transmission Customer takes service for the full term 

of its reservation; and 

e. The Transmission Customer has executed a Point-To-Point Service 

Agreement or has agreed to receive service pursuant to Section 15.3.   

16.2 Transmission Customer Responsibility for Third-Party Arrangements:  Any 

scheduling arrangements that may be required by other electric systems shall be 

the responsibility of the Transmission Customer requesting service.  The 

Transmission Customer shall provide, unless waived by the Transmission 

Provider, notification to the Transmission Provider identifying such systems and 

authorizing them to schedule the capacity and energy to be transmitted by the 

Transmission Provider pursuant to Part II of the Tariff on behalf of the Receiving 

Party at the Point of Delivery or the Delivering Party at the Point of Receipt.  

However, the Transmission Provider will undertake reasonable efforts to assist 

the Transmission Customer in making such arrangements, including without 

limitation, providing any information or data required by such other electric 

system pursuant to Good Utility Practice.   

17 Procedures for Arranging Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

17.1 Application:  A request for Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service for 

periods of one year or longer must contain a written Application to:  Southwest 

Power Pool, 415 North McKinley, 700 Plaza West, Little Rock, AR 72205-3020, 

at least sixty (60) days in advance of the calendar month in which service is to 

commence for renewals under Section 2.2 and for new long-term service no 

earlier than 120 days in advance of the closing date of the open season during 

which the customer is submitting the new request. 
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The Transmission Provider will consider requests for such firm service on shorter 

notice when feasible.  Requests for firm service for periods of less than one year 

shall be subject to expedited procedures that shall be negotiated between the 

Parties within the time constraints provided in Section 17.5.  All Firm Point-To-

Point Transmission Service requests should be submitted by entering the 

information listed in Section 17.2 on the Transmission Provider's OASIS. 

17.1a Time Requirements:  Attachment P lists the time requirements applicable to 

when the requests must be made, the evaluation of the requests, and the 

Transmission Customer responses.  Requests for long-term service received 

during any specified open season shall be processed no later than 15 days after the 

close of the open season. 

17.2 Completed Application:  A Completed Application shall provide all of the 

information included in 18 CFR § 2.20 including but not limited to the following:  

(i) The identity, address, telephone number and facsimile number of the 

entity requesting service;  

(ii) A statement that the entity requesting service is, or will be upon 

commencement of service, an Eligible Customer under the Tariff;  

(iii) The location of the Point(s) of Receipt and Point(s) of Delivery and the 

identities of the Delivering Parties and the Receiving Parties;  

(iv) The location of the generating facility(ies) supplying the capacity and 

energy and the location of the load ultimately served by the capacity and 

energy transmitted.  The Transmission Provider will treat this information 

as confidential except to the extent that disclosure of this information is 

required by this Tariff, by regulatory or judicial order, by law or by 

statute, for reliability purposes pursuant to Good Utility Practice or 

pursuant to RTG transmission information sharing agreements.  The
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Study Agreement and return it to the Transmission Provider within fifteen (15) 

days.  If the Eligible Customer elects not to execute the System Impact Study 

Agreement, its Application shall be deemed withdrawn and its deposit, pursuant 

to Section 17.3, shall be returned with interest.  

19.2 System Impact Study Agreement and Cost Reimbursement:    

(i) The System Impact Study Agreement will clearly specify the  Transmission 

Provider's estimate of the actual cost, and time for completion of the System 

Impact Study.  The charge shall not exceed the actual cost of the study.  For 

Aggregate Transmission Service Study Procedures, the cost for System Impact 

Study will be pro-rata based on the MW capacity requested.  In performing the 

System Impact Study, the Transmission Provider shall rely, to the extent 

reasonably practicable, on existing transmission planning studies.  The Eligible 

Customer will not be assessed a charge for such existing studies; however, the 

Eligible Customer will be responsible for charges associated with any 

modifications to existing planning studies that are reasonably necessary to 

evaluate the impact of the Eligible Customer's request for service on the 

Transmission System.    

(ii) If in response to multiple Eligible Customers requesting service in relation to the 

same competitive solicitation, a single System Impact Study is sufficient for the 

Transmission Provider to accommodate the requests for service, the costs of that 

study shall be prorated among the Eligible Customers.   

(iii) Each Transmission Owner shall pay the Transmission Provider for System Impact 

Studies that the Transmission Provider conducts on the Owner's behalf in 

instances where merchant employees of the Transmission Owner have requested 

transmission service, the same as any non-Transmission Owning customer. 
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or requests in writing that the Transmission Provider file a proposed unexecuted 

Service Agreement with the Commission, and (iv) the Eligible Customer executes 

a Network Operating Agreement with the Transmission Provider pursuant to 

Attachment G, or requests in writing that the Transmission Provider file a 

proposed unexecuted Network Operating Agreement. 

29.2 Application Procedures:  An Eligible Customer requesting service under Part III 

of the Tariff must submit an Application, with a deposit approximating the charge 

for one month of service; provided, however, the Transmission Provider shall 

have the right to waive deposits on a nondiscriminatory basis for service requests 

if the Transmission Provider determines that the Transmission Customer is 

creditworthy.  Unless subject to the procedures in Section 2, Completed 

Applications for new designated network resources, having a term of one year or 

longer, associated with Network Integration Transmission Service will be part of 

the aggregated study for long-term requests as defined in Attachment Z.  

Completed Applications for new designated network resources, having a term of 

less than one year, will be assigned a priority according to the date and time the 

Application is received, with the earliest Application receiving the highest 

priority.  Applications should be submitted by entering the information listed 

below on the Transmission Provider's OASIS.  A Completed Application shall 

provide all of the information included in 18 CFR § 2.20 including but not limited 

to the following: 

(i) The identity, address, telephone number and facsimile number of the party 
requesting service; 

(ii) A statement that the party requesting service is, or will be upon 
commencement of service, an Eligible Customer under the Tariff; 

(iii) A description of the Network Load at each delivery point.  This 
description should separately identify and provide the Eligible Customer's 
best estimate of the total loads to be served at each transmission voltage 
level, and the loads to be served from each Transmission Provider 
substation at the same transmission voltage level.  The description should 
include a ten (10) year forecast of summer and winter load and resource 
requirements beginning with the first year after the service is scheduled to 
commence; 
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ATTACHMENT D 

Methodology for Completing a System Impact Study 

 

Upon receipt of a Completed Application, the Transmission Provider will determine 

whether transmission transfer capability ("Available Transfer Capability" or "ATC") will be 

available to accommodate the transmission service requested in such Application.  The 

Transmission Provider will apply the criteria and practices described in Attachment C to 

determine ATC for Short-Term Firm and Non-Firm Transmission Service requests.  The 

Transmission Provider’s Coordinated Planning Procedures, Attachment O, will be used to 

determine ATC for Long-Term Firm and Network Integration Transmission Service requests.  

Long-term transmission service requests will be processed using the aggregate study 

methodology set out in Attachment Z. 

If sufficient ATC will exist to support the transaction described in the Eligible Customer's 

Application, as supplemented with necessary details such as the sources and sinks of the power 

to be scheduled under the request, the Transmission Provider will so inform the Eligible 

Customer.  If the Transmission Provider determines that existing ATC is insufficient to provide 

the requested service, the Transmission Provider will notify the Eligible Customer.  Upon a 

request by the Eligible Customer, the Transmission Provider will tender a Study Agreement to 

the Eligible Customer for a System Impact Study.  

Upon receipt of a completed Study Agreement, the Transmission Provider, in 

coordination with the affected Transmission Owners, will perform a System Impact Study to 

determine whether the request for transmission service can be accommodated through 

construction of Direct Assignment Facilities or Network Upgrades or through redispatch, if 

available. The System Impact Study will provide an estimate of the cost of redispatch.  All 

requests received during an open season shall be combined into a single Long-Term aggregate 

study.  SPP shall determine facility additions necessary to support aggregated requests. 
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b. The costs of Network Upgrades that are not completed shall be handled as 

follows: 

If a proposed Network Upgrade was included in a Transmission Provider-approved 

Transmission Plan, required by the Transmission Provider, or otherwise accepted or approved by 

the Transmission Provider, the Transmission Owner(s) that incurred the costs shall be 

reimbursed for those costs by the Transmission Provider.  These costs shall include, but are not 

limited to: the costs associated with attempting to obtain all necessary approvals for the project 

and studies and any construction costs.  The Transmission Provider shall develop a mechanism 

to recover those costs which will be filed with the Commission on a case by case basis. 

3. Aggregate Transmission Service 

Cost recovery for transmission upgrades during the Aggregate Transmission Service 

Study Procedures shall be in accordance with Attachment Z. 
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C. Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

Except to the extent required under Section IV of this Attachment L, revenues collected 

by the Transmission Provider for Point-To-Point Transmission Service shall be allocated as 

follows: 

1. Revenues collected by the Transmission Provider for Point-To-Point 

Transmission Service under Schedules 7 and 8 associated with power transactions 

where the generation source(s) and load(s) are located within the host Zone shall 

be fully allocated to the Transmission Owner of that host Zone whether the 

generation source is controlled by the Transmission Owner or another entity. 

2. All other Transmission Provider Point-To-Point Transmission Service revenues 

under Schedules 7 and 8 collected by the Transmission Provider (i.e., other than 

those revenues specified in paragraph C.1)are shared between all Zones fifty 

percent (50%) in proportion to annual revenue requirements; and fifty percent 

(50%) based upon the MW-mile impacts incurred by the Transmission Owners.  

The annual revenue requirements used shall be those stated in Attachment H.  The 

MW-mile impacts shall be determined by use of the procedures in Attachment S. 

3. Where there are Transmission Owners within a Zone whose facilities have not 

been included in the rates stated in Attachments H and T, the Transmission 

Provider will further allocate the Point-to-Point Transmission Service revenues 

allocated to that Zone among the Zones Transmission Owners on the same basis 

as the revenues are allocated to the Zone.  For the application of this provision 

each Transmission Owner shall have an annual revenue requirement filed with the 

Commission. 

4. For Point-To-Point revenue collected for use over transmission facilities that have 

been upgraded in an aggregate study, a portion of the revenue will be credited to 

the Transmission Customers.  Transmission Customers who funded the upgrade 

will receive a portion of the revenue equal to the response factor percentage of 

each reservation based on the monthly ATC calculation.  Allocation shall 

continue for all new requests until such time as Transmission Customers have 

been fully compensated for the portion of the upgrade over the base transmission 
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service rate, including interest per the Commission’s regulations at 18 C.F.R. § 

35.19a(a) (2) (iii).  The amount of revenue allocated to Transmission Customers 

shall not exceed %100 of the revenue from Schedules 7 and 8 after the 

Transmission Provider has paid for upgrades required to provide the new service.  

For multiple Transmission Customers having a pro-rata allocation of an upgrade, 

the response factor percentage amount shall be divided based on the pro-rata 

allocation until each has been fully compensated.  This allocation shall also apply 

to Transmission Owners direct assignment costs who exercise their right to 

upgrade facilities. 
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[Sheet Nos. 419 through 424 are reserved] 

 

 

 

 

 

Reserved for future use. 

ATTACHMENT Z 

 

AGGREGATE TRANSMISSION SERVICE STUDY PROCEDURES 

 

1. Introduction 

 

 This attachment describes the process used to evaluate long-term transmission 

service requests using an Aggregate Transmission Service Study process.  The 

Transmission Provider will combine all long-term point-to-point and long-term 

designated network resource requests received during a specified period of time into a 

single aggregate transmission service study.  Using this aggregate study process, SPP will 

combine all requests received during an open season to conclude an optimal expansion of 

the transmission system that provides the necessary ATC to accommodate all such 

requests at the minimum total cost.  This attachment also details cost allocation, cost 

recovery, and credits associated with the new facilities.  For the purposes of this 

Attachment Z, all Transmission Owners that are not taking Network Integration 

Transmission Service will be treated the same as Transmission Customers taking 

Network Integration Transmission Service. 

 

2. Open Season 
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 The Aggregate Transmission Service Study process commences with the 

initiation of an open season.  The open season will be 4 months in duration.  During that 

period, customers may make requests for long-term transmission service that start no 

earlier than 4 months after the close of the season.  Customers may submit and withdraw 

requests during the open season without any obligation.  At the close of the open season, 

the Aggregate System Impact Study (ASIS) will include only queued requests for which 

Aggregate System Impact Study Agreements (ASISAs) have been executed.  At the close 

of the open season, customer will have 15 days to execute such ASISAs per Section 19.  

Existing long-term firm service Customers who desire to exercise a reservation priority 
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under Section 2.2 shall do so pursuant to the terms of Section 2.2 and shall not be 

included in the aggregate study. 

 

3. Aggregate Impact Study 

a. At the close of the Open Season, all transmission service requests subject to an 

ASISA will be included in the ASIS.  This study shall be done in accordance with 

Section 19.  The power flow models shall be developed for each season for the period 

from the earliest start of service to the latest end of service for the applicable requests.  

The models will include all other applicable existing reservations having equal or greater 

queue priority including prospective renewals of existing service having a reservation 

priority pursuant to Section 2.2.  System constraints will be identified and appropriate 

upgrades determined during the ASIS.  The Transmission Provider shall determine the 

upgrades required to reliably provide all of the requested service.  SPP shall also perform 

a regional review of the required upgrades to determine if alternative solutions would 

reduce overall cost to customers.  The Transmission Provider shall estimate the total cost 

of these upgrades. 

 

b. SPP shall recognize constraints due to contractually limited facilities and allocate 

available capacity on a first come first served basis on the contractual constraint only.   

 

c. Within the ASIS the Transmission Provider will identify the facilities limiting the 

availability of the requested aggregate transmission service and the upgrades required to 

provide this service.  It will also provide an estimate of the cost of those upgrades.  The 

assignment of upgrade costs to each reservation will be provided to enable customers to 

estimate their costs.  Upon receipt of the Impact Study, customers will have 15 days to 

execute an Aggregate Facilities Study Agreement (AFSA) per Section 19. 

 

4. Aggregate Facilities Study 

 The Transmission Provider shall perform an Aggregate Facilities Study including 

the requests of all customers who have executed an Aggregate Facilities Study 
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Agreement (AFSA).  The first phase of the facilities study process shall consist of a 

revision of the impact study to reflect the withdrawal of requests for which an AFSA was 

not executed, if any.  The Aggregate Facilities Study shall be done in accordance with 

Section 19 of the Tariff.  The Transmission Provider, in conjunction with the applicable 

Transmission Owners, shall determine the necessary cost and lead-time for construction 

of each upgrade and the estimated cost of service for each request.  The Transmission 

Provider, in conjunction with the applicable Transmission Owners, shall determine the 

optimal set of solutions to reduce the overall costs for the study group and reliably 

provide the requested service in a timely manner.   

 

5. Cost Allocation 

a. For the purpose of determining the cost responsibility for each transmission 

service request, all upgrades required to provide transmission service for all transmission 

service reservations included in an Aggregate Facilities Study shall be included in an 

Aggregate Cost Allocation Assessment.  The cost of each transmission upgrade 

component will be allocated to each customer in the aggregation group on a pro-rata 

impact basis as provided in paragraph b.    The cost of a facility upgrade shall be 

allocated to all customers in the aggregate group whose reservation period begins after 

commercial operation date of a facility upgrade (COD) or begins before the COD of a 

facility and extends past the COD.  If an upgrade is first required during a season after 

completion of service, no cost would be assigned to the customer.   With regard to the 

cost allocation, SPP shall review all upgrades and determine the earliest date that each 

upgrade is required.  This date is considered the COD for each upgrade.  All requests that 

have a positive impact on the upgrade and for which the service has not been completed 

prior to the COD for such upgrade, shall be allocated costs for the upgrade.  These 

requests shall be reviewed and the request that ends at the latest point in time (End of 

Term:  EOT), shall define the amortization period for the facility. 

 

b. An allocation of the cost of each facility upgrade to each request shall be 

determined on a pro-rata basis for the positive incremental power flow impacts of the 
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requested service on such upgraded facility in proportion to the total of all incremental 

impacts on such upgraded facility.  For each upgraded facility identified, the average 

incremental power flow impact of each request in the aggregate study shall be determined 

using each summer model available for the aggregate study period, after the COD of such 

upgraded facility.   Each impact amount shall be determined by first establishing an 

initial case that excludes flows associated with all requests included in the Aggregate 

Facilities Study. Then each request will be added to the model and the change in flow 

across such upgraded facility shall be determined for each request included in the 

Aggregate Facilities Study.  The cost of an upgrade allocated to each request shall be 

proportional to the average positive incremental impact of each request on such facility 

divided by the total average positive incremental impact of all requests included in the 

Aggregate Facilities Study on such upgraded facility.  The cost of each upgrade shall be 

allocated to requests independently.  Incremental flows having a negative impact on an 

upgraded facility shall be ignored. 

 

c. After concluding the above cost allocations to each reservation in the aggregate 

group, the Transmission Provider shall determine the charges for each request by using 

the levelized monthly revenue requirement associated with the transmission service 

requested by each customer in the aggregate group.  This levelized monthly revenue 

requirement is determined by calculating the present worth of the revenue requirements 

associated with the upgrades as allocated to each customer in the aggregate group and 

then calculating an appropriate monthly amount for each customer in the aggregate group 

for each respective reservation. 

 

6. Cost Recovery 

a. For Point-to-Point Service, the levelized monthly revenue requirement derived 

from the cost allocation process shall be compared to the charge applicable for each 

request under the base transmission service rates of Schedule 7, Section 1, and each 

customer shall be required to pay the higher of the total monthly base rate charges or the 

monthly revenue requirement associated with the facility upgrades.  For Network 
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Integration Service customers the charge shall be a direct assignment charge pursuant to 

Schedule 9, Section 4 and each customer will be required to pay the monthly revenue 

requirement associated with the facility upgrades in addition to the total monthly base 

rate charges applicable under Schedule 9, Section 1.  Customers paying the above 

charges may receive credits in accordance with paragraph b of this section.   

 

b. Any charges paid by a customer in excess of the transmission service base rate in 

compensation for the revenue requirements for allocated facility upgrade(s) shall be 

recovered by such customer from future transmission service revenues until the customer 

has been fully compensated.  Such amount shall be recovered, with interest calculated in 

accordance with 18 CFR §35.19a(a)(2)(ii), from new point-to-point service that increases 

loading on the new facility upgrade in the direction of the initial overload.  For each new 

point-to-point reservation having such loading impact on such new facility upgrade, made 

after the facility upgrade is completed (EOC date), the customer shall receive a portion of 

the transmission service charge equal to the positive response factor of such new 

reservation on the upgraded facility times the new reservation capacity times the rate 

applicable to such new reservation.  The response factor shall be calculated on a monthly 

basis.  This allocation from new service shall continue until the customer has been fully 

compensated for all charges paid in excess of the transmission service base rate. 

 

7. Transmission Owner Upgrades 

 Each SPP Transmission Owner shall possess the right of first refusal to obtain all 

rights and responsibilities afforded to customers under this Attachment Z by assuming the 

cost responsibility for any or all of the upgrades to their facilities or new facilities which 

it constructs to provide transmission service pursuant to this Attachment Z.  If a 

Transmission Owner elects to exercise this right of first refusal, the cost of the upgrade 

shall not be allocated to the requests in the aggregate group.  SPP shall notify each 

Transmission Owner of the upgrades required and provide the Transmission Owner the 

opportunity to exercise its right of first refusal. 
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8. Future Roll-In 

 When a facility upgrade being paid for pursuant to the provisions of this 

Attachment Z is rolled into the revenue requirements used for the development of 

generally applicable transmission service rates, the Transmission Owner that constructed 

the facility upgrade shall pay the remaining balance of each customer’s unrecovered 

payments described in Section 6 b that are applicable to that facility upgrade. All 

customers and Transmission Owners who have upgraded facilities and have remaining 

balances subject to cost recovery pursuant to Section 6, Cost Recovery, of this 

Attachment Z, shall be paid in full.  The customer shall continue to pay the charges 

specified in the customer’s transmission service agreement for the transmission service 

initially reserved.   
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I. COMMON SERVICE PROVISIONS 

1 Definitions 

1.1 Aggregate Transmission Study:  Transmission system impact and facilities 

studies that aggregate Transmission Service requests received over a 120-day 

period.  These requests are evaluated simultaneously to provide for optimization 

of transmission expansion. 

1.1a Ancillary Services:  Those services that are necessary to support the transmission 

of capacity and energy from resources to loads while maintaining reliable 

operation of the Transmission Provider's and Transmission Owner's(s) 

Transmission System in accordance with Good Utility Practice. 

1.2 Annual Transmission Cost:  The total annual cost of the Transmission System 

for purposes of Network Integration Transmission Service shall be the amount 

specified in Attachment H until amended by the Transmission Provider or 

modified by the Commission. 

1.3 Application:  A request by an Eligible Customer for transmission service 

pursuant to the provisions of the Tariff. 

1.3a Attachment Facilities:  Facilities that serve to interconnect a generating unit with 

a Transmission Owner’s transmission facilities. 

1.4 Commission:  The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.  

1.5 Completed Application:  An Application that satisfies all of the information and 

other requirements of the Tariff, including any required deposit. 

1.6 Control Area:  An electric power system or combination of electric power 

systems to which a common automatic generation control scheme is applied in 

order to: 

(1) match, at all times, the power output of the generators within the electric 

power system(s) and capacity and energy purchased from entities outside 

the electric power system(s), with the load within the electric power 

system(s);  

(2) maintain scheduled interchange with other Control Areas, within the limits 

of Good Utility Practice; 
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II. POINT-TO-POINT TRANSMISSION SERVICE 

Preamble 

The Transmission Provider will provide Firm and Non-Firm Point-To-Point 

Transmission Service pursuant to the applicable terms and conditions of this Tariff. Point-To-

Point Transmission Service is for the receipt of capacity and energy at designated Point(s) of 

Receipt and the transmission of such capacity and energy to designated Point(s) of Delivery.  

13 Nature of Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

13.1 Term:  The minimum term of Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service shall be 

one day and the maximum term shall be specified in the Service Agreement.   

13.2 Reservation Priority:  Long-Term Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

shall be available based on the results of an aggregate study.  Requests will be 

aggregated during a 120-day open season and all Point-To-Point service requests 

and designated network resource requests received during that time shall be 

deemed received at the same time if they are not using a contractually limited 

interface (e.g. a DC-Tie).  For contractually limited interfaces, the first-come, 

first-served principles shall apply for the purpose of allocating limited interface 

capacity only.  The allocation of remaining ATC on contractually limited 

interfaces shall occur as if all requests are received at the same time.  on a first-

come, first-served basis i.e., in the chronological sequence in which each 

Transmission Customer has reserved service.  Reservations for Short-Term Firm 

Point-To-Point Transmission Service will be conditional based upon the length of 

the requested transaction and relative impact on available transmission capability.  

If the Transmission System becomes oversubscribed, requests for longer term 

service may preempt requests for shorter term service up to the following 

deadlines: one day before the commencement of daily service, one week before 

the commencement of weekly service, and one month before the commencement 

of monthly service.  This right of preemption only applies, however, if the longer 

term service involves the same Points of Receipt and Delivery as the shorter term 

service.  Before the conditional reservation deadline, if available transmission 

capability is insufficient to satisfy all Applications, an Eligible Customer with a  
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reservation for shorter term service has the right of first refusal to match any 

longer term reservation before losing its reservation priority.  A longer 
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delivery from the generating source to the Transmission Provider prior to 

the time service under Part II of the Tariff commences;   

d. The Transmission Customer agrees to pay for any facilities constructed 

and chargeable to such Transmission Customer under Part II of the Tariff, 

whether or not the Transmission Customer takes service for the full term 

of its reservation; and 

e. The Transmission Customer has executed a Point-To-Point Service 

Agreement or has agreed to receive service pursuant to Section 15.3.   

16.2 Transmission Customer Responsibility for Third-Party Arrangements:  Any 

scheduling arrangements that may be required by other electric systems shall be 

the responsibility of the Transmission Customer requesting service.  The 

Transmission Customer shall provide, unless waived by the Transmission 

Provider, notification to the Transmission Provider identifying such systems and 

authorizing them to schedule the capacity and energy to be transmitted by the 

Transmission Provider pursuant to Part II of the Tariff on behalf of the Receiving 

Party at the Point of Delivery or the Delivering Party at the Point of Receipt.  

However, the Transmission Provider will undertake reasonable efforts to assist 

the Transmission Customer in making such arrangements, including without 

limitation, providing any information or data required by such other electric 

system pursuant to Good Utility Practice.   

17 Procedures for Arranging Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

17.1 Application:  A request for Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service for 

periods of one year or longer must contain a written Application to:  Southwest 

Power Pool, 415 North McKinley, 700 Plaza West, Little Rock, AR 72205-3020, 

at least sixty (60) days in advance of the calendar month in which service is to 

commence for renewals under Section 2.2 and for new long-term service no 

earlier than 120 days in advance of the closing date of the open season during 

which the customer is submitting the new request. 
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The Transmission Provider will consider requests for such firm service on shorter 

notice when feasible.  Requests for firm service for periods of less than one year 

shall be subject to expedited procedures that shall be negotiated between the 

Parties within the time constraints provided in Section 17.5.  All Firm Point-To-

Point Transmission Service requests should be submitted by entering the 

information listed in Section 17.2 on the Transmission Provider's OASIS. 

17.1a Time Requirements:  Attachment P lists the time requirements applicable to 

when the requests must be made, the evaluation of the requests, and the 

Transmission Customer responses.  Requests for long-term service received 

during any specified open season shall be processed no later than 15 days after the 

close of the open season. 

17.2 Completed Application:  A Completed Application shall provide all of the 

information included in 18 CFR § 2.20 including but not limited to the following:  

(i) The identity, address, telephone number and facsimile number of the 

entity requesting service;  

(ii) A statement that the entity requesting service is, or will be upon 

commencement of service, an Eligible Customer under the Tariff;  

(iii) The location of the Point(s) of Receipt and Point(s) of Delivery and the 

identities of the Delivering Parties and the Receiving Parties;  

(iv) The location of the generating facility(ies) supplying the capacity and 

energy and the location of the load ultimately served by the capacity and 

energy transmitted.  The Transmission Provider will treat this information 

as confidential except to the extent that disclosure of this information is 

required by this Tariff, by regulatory or judicial order, by law or by 

statute, for reliability purposes pursuant to Good Utility Practice or 

pursuant to RTG transmission information sharing agreements.  The
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Study Agreement and return it to the Transmission Provider within fifteen (15) 

days.  If the Eligible Customer elects not to execute the System Impact Study 

Agreement, its Application shall be deemed withdrawn and its deposit, pursuant 

to Section 17.3, shall be returned with interest.  

19.2 System Impact Study Agreement and Cost Reimbursement:    

(i) The System Impact Study Agreement will clearly specify the  Transmission 

Provider's estimate of the actual cost, and time for completion of the System 

Impact Study.  The charge shall not exceed the actual cost of the study.  For 

Aggregate Transmission Service Study Procedures, the cost for System Impact 

Study will be pro-rata based on the MW capacity requested.  In performing the 

System Impact Study, the Transmission Provider shall rely, to the extent 

reasonably practicable, on existing transmission planning studies.  The Eligible 

Customer will not be assessed a charge for such existing studies; however, the 

Eligible Customer will be responsible for charges associated with any 

modifications to existing planning studies that are reasonably necessary to 

evaluate the impact of the Eligible Customer's request for service on the 

Transmission System.    

(ii) If in response to multiple Eligible Customers requesting service in relation to the 

same competitive solicitation, a single System Impact Study is sufficient for the 

Transmission Provider to accommodate the requests for service, the costs of that 

study shall be prorated among the Eligible Customers.   

(iii) Each Transmission Owner shall pay the Transmission Provider for System Impact 

Studies that the Transmission Provider conducts on the Owner's behalf in 

instances where merchant employees of the Transmission Owner have requested 

transmission service, the same as any non-Transmission Owning customer. 
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or requests in writing that the Transmission Provider file a proposed unexecuted 

Service Agreement with the Commission, and (iv) the Eligible Customer executes 

a Network Operating Agreement with the Transmission Provider pursuant to 

Attachment G, or requests in writing that the Transmission Provider file a 

proposed unexecuted Network Operating Agreement. 

29.2 Application Procedures:  An Eligible Customer requesting service under Part III 

of the Tariff must submit an Application, with a deposit approximating the charge 

for one month of service; provided, however, the Transmission Provider shall 

have the right to waive deposits on a nondiscriminatory basis for service requests 

if the Transmission Provider determines that the Transmission Customer is 

creditworthy.  Unless subject to the procedures in Section 2, Completed 

Applications for new designated network resources, having a term of one year or 

longer, associated with Network Integration Transmission Service will be part of 

the aggregated study for long-term requests as defined in Attachment Z.  

Completed Applications for new designated network resources, having a term of 

less than one year, will be assigned a priority according to the date and time the 

Application is received, with the earliest Application receiving the highest 

priority.  Applications should be submitted by entering the information listed 

below on the Transmission Provider's OASIS.  A Completed Application shall 

provide all of the information included in 18 CFR § 2.20 including but not limited 

to the following: 

(i) The identity, address, telephone number and facsimile number of the party 
requesting service; 

(ii) A statement that the party requesting service is, or will be upon 
commencement of service, an Eligible Customer under the Tariff; 

(iii) A description of the Network Load at each delivery point.  This 
description should separately identify and provide the Eligible Customer's 
best estimate of the total loads to be served at each transmission voltage 
level, and the loads to be served from each Transmission Provider 
substation at the same transmission voltage level.  The description should 
include a ten (10) year forecast of summer and winter load and resource 
requirements beginning with the first year after the service is scheduled to 
commence; 
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ATTACHMENT D 

Methodology for Completing a System Impact Study 

 

Upon receipt of a Completed Application, the Transmission Provider will determine 

whether transmission transfer capability ("Available Transfer Capability" or "ATC") will be 

available to accommodate the transmission service requested in such Application.  The 

Transmission Provider will apply the criteria and practices described in Attachment C to 

determine ATC for Short-Term Firm and Non-Firm Transmission Service requests.  The 

Transmission Provider’s Coordinated Planning Procedures, Attachment O, will be used to 

determine ATC for Long-Term Firm and Network Integration Transmission Service requests.  

Long-term transmission service requests will be processed using the aggregate study 

methodology set out in Attachment Z. 

If sufficient ATC will exist to support the transaction described in the Eligible Customer's 

Application, as supplemented with necessary details such as the sources and sinks of the power 

to be scheduled under the request, the Transmission Provider will so inform the Eligible 

Customer.  If the Transmission Provider determines that existing ATC is insufficient to provide 

the requested service, the Transmission Provider will notify the Eligible Customer.  Upon a 

request by the Eligible Customer, the Transmission Provider will tender a Study Agreement to 

the Eligible Customer for a System Impact Study.  

Upon receipt of a completed Study Agreement, the Transmission Provider, in 

coordination with the affected Transmission Owners, will perform a System Impact Study to 

determine whether the request for transmission service can be accommodated through 

construction of Direct Assignment Facilities or Network Upgrades or through redispatch, if 

available. The System Impact Study will provide an estimate of the cost of redispatch.  All 

requests received during an open season shall be combined into a single Long-Term aggregate 

study.  SPP shall determine facility additions necessary to support aggregated requests. 
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b. The costs of Network Upgrades that are not completed shall be handled as 

follows: 

If a proposed Network Upgrade was included in a Transmission Provider-approved 

Transmission Plan, required by the Transmission Provider, or otherwise accepted or approved by 

the Transmission Provider, the Transmission Owner(s) that incurred the costs shall be 

reimbursed for those costs by the Transmission Provider.  These costs shall include, but are not 

limited to: the costs associated with attempting to obtain all necessary approvals for the project 

and studies and any construction costs.  The Transmission Provider shall develop a mechanism 

to recover those costs which will be filed with the Commission on a case by case basis. 

3. Aggregate Transmission Service 

Cost recovery for transmission upgrades during the Aggregate Transmission Service 

Study Procedures shall be in accordance with Attachment Z. 
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C. Point-To-Point Transmission Service 

Except to the extent required under Section IV of this Attachment L, revenues collected 

by the Transmission Provider for Point-To-Point Transmission Service shall be allocated as 

follows: 

1. Revenues collected by the Transmission Provider for Point-To-Point 

Transmission Service under Schedules 7 and 8 associated with power transactions 

where the generation source(s) and load(s) are located within the host Zone shall 

be fully allocated to the Transmission Owner of that host Zone whether the 

generation source is controlled by the Transmission Owner or another entity. 

2. All other Transmission Provider Point-To-Point Transmission Service revenues 

under Schedules 7 and 8 collected by the Transmission Provider (i.e., other than 

those revenues specified in paragraph C.1)are shared between all Zones fifty 

percent (50%) in proportion to annual revenue requirements; and fifty percent 

(50%) based upon the MW-mile impacts incurred by the Transmission Owners.  

The annual revenue requirements used shall be those stated in Attachment H.  The 

MW-mile impacts shall be determined by use of the procedures in Attachment S. 

3. Where there are Transmission Owners within a Zone whose facilities have not 

been included in the rates stated in Attachments H and T, the Transmission 

Provider will further allocate the Point-to-Point Transmission Service revenues 

allocated to that Zone among the Zones Transmission Owners on the same basis 

as the revenues are allocated to the Zone.  For the application of this provision 

each Transmission Owner shall have an annual revenue requirement filed with the 

Commission. 

4. For Point-To-Point revenue collected for use over transmission facilities that have 

been upgraded in an aggregate study, a portion of the revenue will be credited to 

the Transmission Customers.  Transmission Customers who funded the upgrade 

will receive a portion of the revenue equal to the response factor percentage of 

each reservation based on the monthly ATC calculation.  Allocation shall 

continue for all new requests until such time as Transmission Customers have 

been fully compensated for the portion of the upgrade over the base transmission 
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service rate, including interest per the Commission’s regulations at 18 C.F.R. § 

35.19a(a) (2) (iii).  The amount of revenue allocated to Transmission Customers 

shall not exceed %100 of the revenue from Schedules 7 and 8 after the 

Transmission Provider has paid for upgrades required to provide the new service.  

For multiple Transmission Customers having a pro-rata allocation of an upgrade, 

the response factor percentage amount shall be divided based on the pro-rata 

allocation until each has been fully compensated.  This allocation shall also apply 

to Transmission Owners direct assignment costs who exercise their right to 

upgrade facilities. 
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EXHIBIT III 

AFFIDAVIT OF BRUCE A. REW 
 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
BEFORE THE 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 
 

 
 
 
Southwest Power Pool, Inc.   ) Docket No.ER-_____            
 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF 
BRUCE A. REW 

ON BEHALF OF SOUTHWEST POWER POOL, INC. 
 

1. I, Bruce A. Rew, am employed by Southwest Power Pool, Inc. (“SPP”) as 
Director of Engineering.  My business address is 415 N. McKinley, Suite 800, 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72205-3020.  I am responsible for engineering functions 
related to transmission reliability, planning and expansion.  These engineering 
functions include power flow analysis and model development, stability analysis, 
Available Transfer Capability (“ATC”) calculations, and reliability criteria 
compliance.  This responsibility also includes all studies and analysis for 
transmission service and generation interconnection requests received under the 
SPP open access transmission tariff (“Tariff”).   
 

2. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Electrical Engineering from Louisiana 
Tech University in 1990 and a Master of Science in Operations Management from 
the University of Arkansas in 1992.  I am a registered Professional Engineer in 
the State of Arkansas.  I have been employed at SPP since 1990 in several 
engineering and management positions and have been the Director of Engineering 
since 2002.   

 
3. I am submitting this affidavit to explain why the addition of Attachment Z to 

SPP’s tariff is necessary, how the process proposed will improve Long-Term 
Transmission Service queue management, how it is superior to the process set out 
in the Commission’s Order 888 Pro-Forma Open Access Tariff (“Pro-Forma 
Tariff”) in a multi-company regional service setting and how it provides 
Transmission Customers with a crediting mechanism for access charges 
exceeding the normally applicable base rate for the service taken. 

 
4. SPP provides transmission service on the systems of 11 SPP member 

Transmission Owners over all or parts of seven states.  Long-term transmission 
service has been available under the SPP OATT since 1999.  In administration of 
this service SPP currently uses the Pro-Forma Tariff procedures for processing the 
transmission service queue.  These procedures require the sequential processing 
of each transmission service request on a first-come first-served basis.  The Tariff 
provides for timing of the processing of requests and SPP includes those details in 



Attachment P to its Tariff.  Attachment P allows 60 days for SPP to perform an 
Impact Study and 60 days to complete a Facilities Study.  SPP is required to 
process the request at the top of the queue prior to evaluation of competing 
requests, having similar impacts, that are further down in the queue.  Including the 
response times allowed for SPP and the Transmission Customers, final disposition 
of a long term  request pursuant to the Tariff requirements can take as much as 
195 days or more than 6 months to complete and still be within the allowed 
timing requirements.  This equates to a completion rate of only 2 requests per year 
for competing requests that require transmission expansion.  Unfortunately, 
experience has shown that the time required to complete some studies is well in 
excess of the 60 days allowed in tariff procedures. 

 
5. As a general matter, regional administration of transmission service on the 

systems of multiple transmission owners increases the number of transactions 
assessed as well as the scope of the grid evaluated for these transactions under a 
common analytic/administrative framework.  This results in more effective and 
comprehensive assessment of requests, particularly for longer distance 
transactions, than a piecemeal, one system at a time, serial assessment across the 
systems of multiple transmission owners.  This more comprehensive view results 
in the realization that a transaction is in competition with more other transactions 
and impacts more facilities, than would be perceived in a piecemeal analysis.  The 
following table displays on an annual basis the number of Long-Term Firm 
transmission requests that SPP received since January 1, 2000 and their final or 
current status through today.     

 
Facilities Studies 

 Request Type
Impact Studies 
Avg. Duration Number Avg. Duration 

Year 2000    
200 Total Requests    

24 Confirmed 30 Days 3 50 Days 
69 Refused 55 Days 3 26 Days 

107 Withdrawn 127 Days 6 88 Days 
     
 Year 2001     

621 Total Requests    
41 Confirmed 91 Days 1 46 Days 

340 Refused 101 Days   
240 Withdrawn 350 Days 4 106 Days 

     
Year 2002     

406 Total Requests    
47 Confirmed 69 Days 1 39 Days 

237 Refused 161 Days   
122 Withdrawn 152 Days   

     
Year 2003     

501 Total Requests    



Facilities Studies 
 Request Type

Impact Studies 
Avg. Duration Number Avg. Duration 

52 Confirmed 111 Days 15 88 Days 
188 Refused 152 Days   

14 In Study Mode None Completed  None Completed 
247 Withdrawn 174 Days 10 70 Days 

     
Year 2004     

338 Total Requests    
28 Confirmed 191 Days   
93 Refused 147 Days   

143 In Study Mode    
74 Withdrawn 184 Days   

 
During calendar year of 2001 SPP received on average more than 2 Long-Term 
requests for Transmission service each business day.  This year SPP is still 
averaging more than one Long-Term request per day.  SPP has had a queue 
backlog as large as 400 requests and has tuned its processes to reduce this backlog 
to approximately 150 requests.  I do not believe that any further material 
improvement of the current process is practically achievable.  The column 
“Impact Studies, Avg. Duration” shows the length of time a customer has had to 
wait for a completed impact study from the date a System Impact Study 
Agreement was executed by a customer.  The study time for confirmed requests is 
less than refused and withdrawn requests because a number of these do not have 
competing requests and can be processed quickly.  The majority of the requests in 
SPP are “competing” and require a longer waiting period because of the time 
required to evaluate requests having a higher queue priority.  The request 
currently at the top of the queue was submitted on May 1, 2003. 

 
6. For the administration of regional service the use of the Pro-Forma Tariff process 

has not been effective.  SPP as a regional transmission service provider receives 
numerous requests for Long-Term transmission service as shown above.  These 
requests reflect the resources available in the region for development of both 
fossil and renewable generation.  Many of these requests are competing in nature 
prohibiting SPP from processing multiple requests simultaneously.  The current 
process requires SPP to essentially evaluate these competing requests one at a 
time and on a sequential basis.  Certainly, SPP works diligently to process 
requests as rapidly as possible but the required sequential processing severely 
limits us.  Sequential processing of these requests will take several years and will 
not provide for timely answers to the market participants.  An aggregate study 
methodology for a regional provider of transmission service would be superior to 
the existing Pro-Forma Tariff because of the ability to process multiple requests 
simultaneously and permit customers to share in the cost allocation of necessary 
upgrades.  Under the proposed Attachment Z all of the requests submitted during 
an open season, including competing requests, would be studied simultaneously.   

 



7. SPP uses the Commission’s “higher of” pricing policy to allocate the costs of 
upgrades to Transmission Customers for Point-To-Point Transmission Service.  
The customer is charged the higher of either the embedded access charge or the 
cost of the transmission upgrades.  The request at the top of the queue may have a 
small impact that requires a large transmission expansion.  Because the queue is 
processed sequentially and one request at a time, the cost of expansion is levied 
on that single request.  This has happened in the instance of several requests for 
service.  For example in Docket No. ER00-2644-000 a customer requesting a total 
of 39 MWs was initially assigned a cost in excess of $ 8 million for upgrades.  
The facilities identified in the study were heavily loaded, but not previously 
overloaded, and the customer, because of his position in the queue, was allocated 
the entire cost of the upgrades pursuant to current Commission policy. 

 
8. SPP has also seen circumstances where requests at the top of the queue are 

allocated the costs of network upgrades that may facilitate service for requests 
queued behind them.  In Docket No. ER02-709-000, the customer sought service 
into a highly competitive market and did not want to incur costs in excess of the 
base rate to upgrade facilities that could have benefited customers behind them.  
Application of present policy would make the customer who would have borne 
these network upgrade costs less competitive.  Consequently this request was 
withdrawn.  This particular case is also a good example of the difficulty that SPP 
has experienced in expanding the transmission system.  While SPP has been able 
to fund the upgrades of a large number of existing transmission facilities, SPP has 
been largely unable to fund construction of new transmission facilities because 
the costs and capacity of new facilities are usually significant and 
disproportionately greater than required for any one service request.  SPP expects 
the application of the proposed procedure to temper the cost effect of lumpy 
transmission additions on customers, provide for equitable cost sharing and 
recovery, and promote the expansion of the transmission system.  Had this 
procedure been in place at that time, the transmission service sought by that 
customer and others might have been provided through the cost sharing 
provisions being recommended. 

 
9. Long-Term requests for Network Service and service from new designated 

Network Resources will also be included in the aggregate study process.  Charges 
for Network Transmission Service under the regional Tariff are based on the 
revenue requirements of the host zone, i.e. the zone where the load is located.  For 
facilities upgrades that are required to be constructed within the host zone, costs 
would be shared by all load in the zone.  If there are facilities upgrades required 
outside of the host zone, the customer is charged for the cost of those upgrades.  
Under this Attachment Z proposal, customers will have an opportunity to receive 
a credit to reduce over time any charge paid in excess of the base rate.   

 
10. During calendar year 2002, SPP evaluated the prospective long-term effectiveness 

of its request assessment process and determined that using the existing process 
does not meet the SPP market’s needs.  Over the following year, SPP worked to 



improve the processing of requests within the existing rules.  This provided some 
reduction in the request processing time and prevented the queue from growing in 
size, allowing SPP to reduce the queue somewhat over time.  However, last year, 
SPP determined that these improvements were still not sufficient overall to enable 
timely responses to customer requests.  This realization coupled with the 
difficulty that SPP has experienced in funding new transmission facilities, not just 
upgrades of existing facilities, drove development of a new process to solve both 
problems. 

 
11. The SPP Regional Tariff Working Group (RTWG) initiated the development of a 

new process.  The RTWG is a SPP organizational group that is comprised of 
equal representation of Transmission Customers and Owners.  The RTWG is 
responsible for development and maintenance of the SPP Tariff.  The RTWG 
created a Task Force called the Queue Improvement Task Force (QITF) for which 
I was the SPP Staff facilitator.  The QITF membership was balanced, containing 
an equal number of customers and owners.  The focus of the QITF was 
development of an improved process for management of the Long-Term 
Transmission Service queue.  

 
12. Today a Transmission Service request is made and customers have to wait for 

competing requests ahead of them to be studied before they can get the final 
determination of any upgrade requirements.  This proposal would have customers 
enter requests as they do today.  An open season four months in duration will be 
held 3 times a year to receive requests for long-term service.  At the end of the 
each open season, SPP will group all of the requests for which Aggregate System 
Impact Study agreements have been executed.  An aggregate study will be done to 
determine the minimum upgrades required to provide service for all of the 
requests so aggregated.  The study will be published and those customers with 
requests requiring upgrades will be offered an Aggregate System Facilities Study 
agreement.  The Facilities Study will be performed to determine the cost 
responsibility for those upgrades necessary to provide the requested service.  Such 
determination will be based on a cost allocation of necessary upgrades and a 
conclusion of whether the levelized monthly revenue requirements for the 
facilities assigned to each request exceeds the base rate applicable to the requested 
service.  For those customers having a request whose cost responsibility exceeds 
it’s applicable base rate and who sign a service agreement, credit will be applied 
for future transmission service using the facilities they contributed to funding 
until the amount above the base rate plus interest is credited back.  

 
13. By implementing the aggregate assessment of multiple requests, SPP can develop 

an optimal expansion of SPP’s transmission system that provides the necessary 
ATC to accommodate all aggregated requests at the minimum total cost.  In its 
five years of managing the transmission queue, SPP has seen some instances 
where the system has been upgraded on a least capital cost basis in order to 
minimize the cost for the request at the top of the queue, only to see a later need 
for further upgrades on the same facilities for a request later in the queue.   



 
14. The proposed procedure allows for customers to receive credits to recover any 

cost paid in excess of the base rate.  This is applicable for both point-to-point 
customers and network service customers.  Customers that pay a rate higher than 
the normal base rate shall have an opportunity to receive a credit for the charge 
above the base rate.  This credit shall be provided from new firm and non-firm 
service enabled by the upgraded facility including future renewals of the service 
initially taken by the customer.  The credit shall be determined as a percentage of 
the total revenue that the Transmission Owners received, based on the response 
factor of the transfer.  For example, if a an upgraded line has a 5% power 
distribution response factor for a later point-to point reservation, the customer(s) 
originally assigned the cost of this upgrade would receive 5% of the revenue from 
this reservation.  This would allow customers who bear the cost of the upgrade to 
receive a portion of the revenue from all new service using the line until such time 
as such customer’s credit balance has been fully recovered with interest.  If at 
some point in the future, when the Transmission Owner is allowed to roll the cost 
of the upgrade into generally applicable rates, then the customer would receive 
the remaining credit balance at that time. 

 
15. The proposed process should provide a more workable construct for customers.  

Customers would be assured, over time, of cost recovery on any amount paid over 
the base rate.  This would prevent them from paying, over time, a rate higher than 
the base rate for service in competitive markets, compared to a customer who has 
not had to upgrade facilities, thus ultimately providing the customer with the same 
transmission costs as other market participants for service to the same destination 
market.   

 
16. Once Attachment Z is approved, SPP would post a notice of the implementation 

date for the new procedures, the commencement of the first aggregate study and 
the beginning of the first open season.  At that specified time, SPP would merge 
the existing requests into the first aggregate study queue and begin receiving 
requests for the subsequent queue.  This would resolve the existing queue 
dilemma, providing those customers access to the features of the new procedure 
by not delaying response to the requests and allowing cost sharing and cost 
recovery for upgrades. 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
EXHIBIT IV 

LIST OF MEMBERS AND CUSTOMERS 
 



Ms. Lauri Peddicord Mr. Greg Weiss 
Allegheny Energy Supply Co. LLC Ameren Energy Markting Company 
Roseytown Rd 400 South Forth Street 
RR 12 Box 1000 St. Louis, MO  63102 
Greensburg, PA  15601   
  
Mr. Daren Harrington Mr. Jeffrey Salway 
Ameren Services Company American Electric Power 
400 S. Fourth St. P.O. Box 16036 
St. Louis, MO  63102 155 W. Nationwide Blvd., Suite 500 
 Columbus, OH  43215 
   
Mr. Edward Mills Mr. Michael Apprill 
Aquila Merchant Services Inc. Aquila Networks-MPS 
Contract Admistration Regulated Power 
1100 Walnut, Suite 3300 10700 E. 350 Highway 
Kansas City, MO  64106 Kansas City, MO  64138 
   
Mr. Michael Apprill Mr. Ricky Bittle 
Aquila Networks-WPK Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corp. 
Regulated Power P.O. Box 194208 
10700 E. 350 Highway Little Rock, AR  72219-4208 
Kansas City, MO  64138  
   
Mr. Scott Helyer Mr. Chris Bolick 
Arkansas Electric Marketing, LLC Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
2000 E. Lamar Blvd. 2814 S. Golden 
Suite 430 P.O. Box 754 
Arlington, TX  76006 Springfield, MO  65801-0754 
   
Ms. Lisa Burnett Mr. Wayne Walker 
Avista Energy, Inc. Blue Canyon Windpower, LLC 
Three Riverway 1001 McKinney Street 
Suite 300 Suite 1740 
Houston, TX  77056 Houston, TX  77002 
   
Ms. Linda Craft Mr. Robert Desbois 
BP Energy Co. Brascan Energy Marketing, Inc. 
501 Westlake Park Blvd. 

 

2 Montreal Road West 



Houston, TX  77079 Suite 200 
 

 
Masson-Angers, Quebec  J8M2E1 

  
Bill Sullivan  
Brazos Electric Power Cooperative  
P.O. Box 2585  
Waco  TX  76702-2585  
  
  
Mr. King  Lum Mr. Peter Blood 
British Columbia Power Exchange Corp. Calpine Energy Services L.P. 
1400 - 666 Burrard St. 700 Louisiana Avenue 
Vancouver, British Columbia V6C 2X8 Suite 2700 
 Houston, TX  77002 
   
Mr. Richard Davenport Mr. Robert Williams 
Cargill Power Markets, LLC Carthage Water & Electric Plant 
12700 Whitewater Dr. 149 E. 3rd Street 
MS 53 P.O. Drawer 611 
Minnetonka, MN  55343 Carthage, MO  64836 
   
Mr. Walter Hornaday  Supervisor Power Accounting and Billing 
Cielo Power Market, LP Cinergy Services, Inc. 
115 Industrial Blvd. 139 East Fourth St. 
Austin, TX  78745 P.O. Box 960 
 Cincinnati, OH  45201 
   
Jim Sutton  Larry Gates 
City of Augusta  City of Chanute 
P.O. Box 489  101 S. Lincoln Ave. 
Augusta  KS  67010  Chanute  KS 66720 
   
Mr. George Morrow Mr. John Stephens 
City Power & Light Independence, MO City Utilities of Springfield 
21500 Truman Road 301 E. Central Street 
Independence, MO  64056 P.O. Box 551 
 Springfield, MO  65801 
   
Mr. Rodney Nefsky  Ms. Lisa Neely 



CLECO Corporation Cleco Power LLC 
Merchant Energy Services 2030 Donahue Ferry Road 
2005 Vandevelde Avenue Pineville, LA  71360 
Alexandria, LA  71303  
 

 

 
Mr. Tom Sobey Mr. Gary Anderson 
Cobb Electric Membership Corporation Columbia Water and Light Department 
1000 EMC Parkway P.O. Box N 
Marietta, GA  30061 Columbia, MO  65205 
   
Ms. Lisa Nielsen Mr. William Spence 
ConAgra Trade Group, Inc. Conectiv Energy Supply, Inc. 
Eleven ConAgra Drive, Suite 5022 P.O. Box 6066 
Omaha, NE  68102 Newark, DE  19714-6066 
   
Ms. Maria Hendrix Mr. Randall Osteen 
Conoco Inc. Constellation Power Service, Inc. 
600 North Dairy Ashford (CH1081) 111 Market Place 
P.O. Box 2197 Suite 500 
Houston, TX  77079-6651 Baltimore, MD  21202 
   
Ms. Diane Davis Barry Uhrine 
Coral Power Dominion Energy Marketing, Inc. 
909 Fannin 120 Tredegar Street 
Suite 700 Richmond  VA   23219 
Houston, TX  77010  
   
Ms. Sandra Steffen  Bill Rust 
DTE Energy Trading  Duke Energy Marketing America, LLC 
414 S. Main Street  5400 Westheimer 
Suite 200  Houston  TX  77056 
Ann Arbor, MI  48104   
   
Mr. Douglas Keegan Ricky J Abernathy 
Duke Energy Eagle Energy Partners L.L.P. 
5400 Westheimer 7904 North Sam Houston Parkway, Ste.200
Houston, TX  77056 Houston  TX  77064 
   
Ms. Wyn Michals   



Eastex Cogeneration Limited Partnership   
1616 Woodall Rodgers   
Dallas, TX  75202   
   
Mr. Seth Brown Ms. Sheri Ireland 
East Texas Electric Cooperative, Inc. El Paso Merchant Energy L.P. 
P.O. Box 631623 1001 Louisiana St. 
Nacogdoches, TX  75623-1623 Houston, TX  77002 
   
Mr. V.E. Brill Mr. Ray Mize 
Empire District Electric Co. Energetix L.L.C. 
P.O. Box 127 100 North Broadway 
Joplin, MO  64802 Suite 2800 
 Oklahoma City, OK  73102 
   
Mr. Harold Scherz Ms. Amy Mayfield 
Energy Clearinghouse Corporation Energy Transfer Group 
415 N. McKinley 2838 Woodside Street 
P.O. Box 621 Dallas, TX  75204 
Little Rock, AR  72205`  
   
Mr. Matt Wolf  
Entergy Services Inc.  
Parkwood Two Bldg./Suite 300  
10055 Grogan's Mill Rd.  
The Woodlands, TX  77380  
   
   
   
Ms. Diane Heinrich Ms. Lydia Vollmer 
Entergy-Koch Trading, LP Exelon Generation Company, LLC 
20 E. Greenway Plaza 300 Exelon Way 
Suite 700 Kennett Square, PA  19348 
Houston, TX  77046  
   
Ms. Nathalie Denton Mr. Robert Bryant 
FPL Energy Power Marketing, Inc. Golden Spread Electric Coop., Inc. 
11770 U.S. Highway One P.O. Box 9898 
North Palm Beach, FL  33408 

 

Amarillo, TX  79105 



   
Mr. Ronald Coker Mr. Don Trigg 
Grand River Dam Authority Higginsville Municipal Utilities 
P.O. Box 409 P.O. Box 110 
Vinita, OK  74301-0409 1922 Main St. 
 Higginsville, MO  64037 
   
Ms. Cheryl Vaught Dave Vivona 
InterGen Services, Inc. J. Aron & Company 
15 Wayside Road 85 Broad St.  5th Floor 
Burlington, MA  1803 New York  NY  10004 
   
Mr.  Ronald Bowen   
Jonesboro City Water & Light   
P.O. Box 1289   
Jonesboro, AR  72403   
   
Mr. M.H. McGeeney Mr. Mikel Kline 
Kansas City Power & Light Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Inc. 
1201 Walnut 600 Corporate View 
P.O. Box 418679 P.O. Box 4877 
Kansas City, MO  64141-9679 Topeka, KS  66604-0877 
   
Mr.  Bob Polys Mr. Leon Burtnett 
Kansas Municipal Energy Agency KC Board of Public Utilities 
6330 Lamar Avenue, Suite 110 312 N. 65th Street 
Overland Park, KS  66202-4247 Kansas City, KS  66102 
   
Mr. Frank Ledoux Mr. Thomas DePaull 
Lafayette Utilities System LG&E Energy Marketing 
1314 Walker Road 220 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 4017C P.O. Box 32380 
Lafayette, LA  70502 Louisville, KY  40202 
   
   
   
Mr.  Daniel Gordon  
Merrill Lynch Capital Services, Inc. Merrill Lynch Commodities, Inc. 
World Financial Center-North Tower 

 

222 Broadway, 17th Floor 



7th Floor New York  NY  10038 
New York, NY  10281-1307  
 

 

 
Mr. Neil Hammer Mr. William Dowling 
MidAmerican Energy Company Midwest Energy 
4299 Northwest Urbandale Dr. 1330 Canterbury Road 
Urbandale, IA  50322 P.O. Box 898 
 Hays, KS  67601-0898 
   
Mr. Ronald Knauss  
Minnesota Power Inc.  
30 West Superior St.  
Duluth, MN  55802  
  
   
Ms. Deborah Hart Mr. Chuck Langston 
Morgan Stanley Capital Group, Inc. Municipal Energy Agency of Nebraska 
Commodities P.O. Box 95124 
1585 Broadway, 4th Flr. 1111 O Street, suite 200 
New York, NY  10036 Lincoln, NE  68509-5124 
   
Ms. Cheryl Bredenbeck Ms. Nicole Dobson 
Northern States Power Company NRG Power Marketing Inc. 
414 Nicollet Mall 901 Marquette Avenue 
RS6 Suite 2300 
Minneapolis, MN  55401-1993 Minneapolis, MN  55402-3265 
   
Mr. Darrrell Anthony Mr. Leslie Brown 
OGE Energy Resources, Inc. Oklahoma Gas and Electric Co. 
P.O. Box 24300 P.O. Box 321 
Oklahoma City, OK  73124-0300 Oklahoma City, OK  73101-0321 
   
Mr. Roland Dawson Mr. Doug Collins 
Oklahoma Municipal Power Authority Omaha Public Power District 
P.O. Box 1960 444 S. 16th Street, Mall, 10E/EP1 
Edmond, OK  73083-1960 Omaha, NE  68102 
   
Mr. William Birnell Mr. Bruce Glorvigen 
ONEOK Power Marketing 

 
Otter Tail Powr Co. 



100 W. Fifth St.  215 S. Cascade 
Suite 1600 Fergus Falls, MN  56537 
Tulsa, OK  74103  
 

 

 
Mr.  James Lipka Ms. Elisa Larson 
Occidental Power Services, Inc. PPM Energy, Inc. 
P.O. Box 27570 830 N.E. Holladay 
5 Greenway Plaza, Suite 110  Suite 200 
Houston, TX  77227-7570 Portland, OR  97232 
   
Mr. John Hudson  
People's Electric Cooperative  
P.O. Box 429  
Ada, OK  74820  
  
   
Mr. Mark Wilson Ms. Annette Lovett 
Power Resource Group, Inc. PPL EnergyPlus, LLC 
359 Lake Park Road 2 North Ninth Street 
Lewisville, TX  75057 Allentown, PA  18101 
   
Mr. Thomas Imbler Mr. David Hawkins 
Public Service Company of Colorado Public Service Company of New Mexico 
1099 18th Stree 2401 Aztec NE MS Z220 
30th Floor Albuquerque, NM  87107 
Denver, CO  80202  
   
Ms. Rita Lepp Ms. Susan Gutherie 
Rainbow Energy Marketing Corp. Reliant Energy Services, Inc. 
Kirkwood Office Tower P.O. Box 4455 
919 S. 7th St., Suite 405 Houston, TX  77002 
Bismarck, ND  58504  
   
 Ms. Kimberly Fodor 
 Select Energy, Inc. 
 P.O. Box 270 
 107 Selden St. 
 Berlin, CT  06141-0270 
   



Ms. Sybilla Mason Mr. William Bloemer 
Sempra Energy Trading Sikeston Board of Public Utilities 
One Greenwich Plaza P.O. Box 370 
Greenwich, CT  6830 Sikeston, MO  63801 
  
   
Ms. Annette Hinshaw Mr. Henry Janhsen 
Southwestern Power Administration Southwestern Public Service Company 
One West Third Street 1099 18TH STREET, SUITE 3000 
Tulsa, OK  74103 Denver, CO  80202 
   
Mr. Ronald Knauss Mr. Carroll Waggoner 
Split Rock Energy LLC Sunflower Electric Power Corp. 
30 West Superior St. P.O. Box 980 
Duluth, MN  55802 Hays, KS  67601 
   
Ms. Lynn Baker Mr. Michael Knauff 
Tenaska Power Services Company Tennessee Power Company 
1701 E. Lamar Blvd. 4612 Maria Street 
Suite 100 Chattanooga, TN  37411-1209 
Arlington, TX  76006  
   
Mr. Gary Jackson Mr. Keith Nix 
Tennessee Valley Authority Texas-NM Power Co. 
1101 Market Street 3815 N. Swan St. 
Chattanooga, TN  37402-2801 Silver City, NM  88061 
   
Mr. Huntis Dittmar Ms. Rene Dumstorf 
Tex-La Electric Cooperative of Texas, Inc. The Energy Authority 
P.O. Box 631623 76 South Laura Street 
Nacogdoches, TX  75963 Suite 15 
 Jacksonville, FL  32202 
   
Ms. Amanda Hanges Mr. Sterling Koch 
Tractebel Energy Marketing, Inv. TransAlta Energy Marketing (US) Inc. 
1177 West Loop South 110 -- 12th Avenue S.W. 
Suite 800 Box 1900, Station "M" 
Houston, TX  77027 Calgary, Alberta  T2P 2M1 
   



   
   
Mr. Jesus Melendrez Mr. Eddie Daniels 
TXU Portfolio Management Company LP UBS AG, London Branch 
P.O. Box 139090 1500 Louisiana Street 
1717 Main St, Suite 2000 C/O UBS Warburg Energy LLC 
Dallas, TX  75201 Houston, TX  77002 
   
Mr. Frederick Kunkel Mr. Gary Roulet 
Wabash Valley Power Association, Inc. Western Farmers Electric Cooperative 
P.O. Box 24700 P.O. Box 429 
Indianapolis, IN  46224 Anadarko, OK  73005-0429 
  
   
Mr. Tom Imbler Mr. Bud Ricketts 
Westar Energy, Inc. Williams Power Company, Inc. 
818 S. Kansas Avenue One Williams Center 
Topeka, KS  66612 P.O. Box 2400 
  Tulsa, OK  74101-9567 
 



Gene Argo Paul F. Barber 
Midwest Energy  Inc. Edison Mission Marketing & Trading  Inc. 
1330 Canterbury 160 Federal Street 
P. O. Box 898 Boston, MA  02110-1776 
Hays, KS  67601   
   
Beth Bradley Michael Brown 
Mirant Americas Energy Marketing  LP Exelon Power Team 
1155 Perimeter Center West 5513 E. 104th Street 
Atlanta, GA  30338  Tulsa, OK  74137 
   
Steve  Bruns John Butts 
TXU Energy Trading Co. East Texas Electric Coop.  Inc.                    
1717 Main P. O. Box 631623 
Suite 2000 Nacogdoches, TX  75963-1623 
Dallas, TX  75201   
   
Marvin L. Carraway Wilma Chin 
City of Clarksdale  Mississippi                   Coral Power LLC                                    
P. O. Box 70 909 Fannin  Suite 700 
Clarksdale, MS  38614  Houston, TX  77010 
David Christiano E. Leon Daggett 
  
City Utilities (Springfield  MO)                  The Board of Public Utilities (Kansas City  KS)  
301 E. Central 700 Minnesota Avenue 
P. O. Box 551 Kansas City, KS  66101 
Springfield, MO  65801-0551   
   
Steve Corneli Michael A. Deihl 
NRG Power Marketing  Inc Southwestern Power Administration 
901 Marquette Avenue Attn: 1000-Michael A. Deihl 
Suite 2300 One West 3rd Street 
Minneapolis, MN  55402-3265  Tulsa, OK  74101-3519 
   
Richard A. Dixon David M. Eppler 
Westar Energy Cleco Corporation                                  
P. O. Box 889 Post Office Box 5000 
818 South Kansas Avenue Pineville, LA  71361-5000 
Topeka, KS  66601   



   
Martyn Gallus  Mr. Frank Ledoux 
LG&E Energy Marketing                             Lafayette Utilities System 
220 West Main St.  P.O. Box 4017C 
Louisville, KY  40202-  Lafayette, LA  70502 
   
Bill Gipson Trudy Harper 
Empire District Electric Company              Tenaska Power Services Co.                         
P. O. Box 127 1701 E. Lamar Blvd.  Ste. 100 
Joplin, MO  64802  Arlington, TX  76006- 
   
L. Christian Hauck Carl Huslig 
Sunflower Electric Power Corp.                 Aquila  Inc. 
P. O. Box 980 10700 E. 350 Highway 
Hays, KS  67601-  Kansas City, MO  64138 
   
John Meyer John Marschewski 
Reliant Energy Services  Inc.                     Southwest Power Pool                               
P.O. Box 4055 415 N. McKinley 
Houston, TX  77002 #800 Plaza West Bldg. 
  Little Rock, AR  72205-3020 
   
W. Robert Parkey                    Clair Moeller 
Aquila Power Corporation Xcel Energy 
10750 East 350 Highway 414 Nicollet Mall - 6 
Kansas City, MO  64138-  Minneapolis, MN  55401-1927  
   
Dennis Price Jane Mudgett 
El Paso Merchant Energy  L.P. Williams Energy Marketing & Trading Co.          
1010 Travis 1 Williams Center 
Suite 8 P.O. Box 2848 
Houston, TX  77002  Tulsa, OK  74101 
   
Harvey Reed Stephen Parr 
Constellation Power Source                        Kansas Electric Power Coop                         
111 Market Place  Ste.500 600 SW Corporate View 
Baltimore, MD  21202 Post Office Box 4877 
  Topeka, KS  66615 
   



Richard Spring Robert Priest                    
Kansas City Power & Light Company       Public Service Comm. of Yazoo City  MS           
1201 Walnut 210 South Mound Street 
P. O. Box 418679 P. O. Box 660 
Kansas City, MO  64106-9679  Yazoo City, MS  39194- 
   
Carl Stelly James R. Stanton                   
Louisiana Energy & Power Authority         Calpine Energy Services  L.P.                   
210 Venture Way 4100 Underwood 
Lafayette, LA  70507-5319  Pasedena, TX  77507 
   
Al Strecker Mr. George Morrow 
OG+E Electric Services                            City Power & Light Independence, MO 
321 N. Harvey 21500 Truman Road 
Post Office Box 321 Independence, MO  64056 
Oklahoma City, OK  73102   
   
Richard Verret Richard M. Tyler                     
American Electric Power Northeast Texas Electric Cooperative               
1 Riverside Plaza 1127 Judson Rd.  Suite 249 
Columbus, OH  43215-2373  Longview, TX  75601 
   
Walter Yeager Gary Voigt 
PSI Energy                                Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation         
139 East. Fourth St.  EF402 8000 Scott Hamilton Dr. 
P. O. Box 960 Post Office Box 194208 
Cincinnati, OH  45201  Little Rock, AR  72209 
   
Michael Gildea John Zemanek 
Duke Energy Trading & Marketing            Entergy Services  Inc. 
5400 Westheimer Court  PO Box 61000  
Houston, TX  77056-5310 L-ENT-6L 
  New Orleans, LA  70161 
   
Mr. Roland Dawson  Mr. Huntis Dittmar 
Oklahoma Municipal Power Authority  Tex-La Electric Cooperative of Texas, Inc. 
P.O. Box 1960  P.O. Box 631623 
Edmond, OK  73083-1960  Nacogdoches, TX  75963 
   



Mr. Gary Roulet  Mr. Ronald Coker 
Western Farmers Electric Cooperative  Grand River Dam Authority 
P.O. Box 429  P.O. Box 409 
Anadarko, OK  73005-0429  Vinita, OK  74301-0409 
   
Ms. Cheryl Vaught  Mr. Richard Davenport 
InterGen Services, Inc.  Cargill Power Markets, LLC 
15 Wayside Road  12700 Whitewater Dr. 
Burlington, MA  1803  MS 53 
  Minnetonka, MN  55343 
 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE 



 
 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION 

 
 
Southwest Power Pool, Inc.    )   Docket No. ER05-_________ 
 

 
NOTICE OF FILING 
(November __, 2004) 

 
Take notice that on November 1, 2004, Southwest Power Pool, Inc. ("SPP") 

submitted to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ("Commission") revised pages 
to Attachment H of its regional Open Access Transmission Tariff (“OATT”).  SPP 
submitted this revision in order to provide it and the Southwestern Power Administration 
(“SWPA”) additional time to reach an agreement governing the relationship between the 
two entities once SPP begins operations as a regional transmission organization (“RTO”).  
SPP requested the Commission to accept its filing and make it effective as of November 
1, 2004. 

 
SPP has served a copy of its transmittal letter on each of its Members and 

Customers.  A complete copy of this filing will be posted on the SPP web site 
www.spp.org, and is also being served on all affected state commissions. 
 
 Any person desiring to intervene or to protest this filing should file with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with Rules 211 and 214 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 C.F.R §§385.211 and 385.214).  Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appropriate action to be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding.  Any person wishing to become a party must file a 
motion to intervene.  All such motions or protests should be filed on or before the 
comment date, and, to the extent applicable, must be served on the applicant and on any 
other person designated on the official service list.  This filing is available for review at 
the Commission or may be viewed on the Commission's web site at www.ferc.gov, using 
the “eLibrary” link.  Enter the docket number excluding the last three digits in the docket 
number filed to access the document.  For assistance, contact FERC Online Support at 
FERCOnlineSupport@ferc.gov or toll-free at (866) 208-3676, or for TTY, contact (202) 
502-8659.  Protests and interventions may be filed electronically via the Internet in lieu 
of paper; see 18 C.F.R. § 385.2001(a)(1)(iii) and the instructions on the Commission's 
web site under the "e-Filing" link.  The Commission strongly encourages electronic 
filings. 
 
Comment Date: 
 

 
Magalie R. Salas 

Secretary 
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