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●    M I N U T E S   ● 

 

Agenda Item 1 – Call to Order 
 
SPP Chair Bill Grant called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.   
 
Agenda Item 2 – Preliminary Matters (Declaration of Quorum and Introductions) 
 
The CTPTF members attending in-person included:  Bill Grant, Chair (SPS), Tom Hestermann (MKEC), Paul Malone 
(NPPD), Todd Fridley (Transource), Dennis Reed (Westar), Noman Williams (MCN), Kristine Schmidt (proxy for 
Chuck Marshall) (ITC).  The following CTPTF members participated via teleconference:  Jake Langthorn (OG&E).   
Kip Fox (proxy for Terri Gallup) (AEP). Also, present in-person were Mike Moffet (Sunflower), Patrick Hayes 
(Ameren), Trent Carlson (MCN), Bruce Cude (SPS), Brian Gedrich (NextEra), Don Le (NextEra), Brenda Harris (Oxy), 
David Kays (OG&E), and Joe Richardson (Xcel).  SPP staff in attendance included Ben Bright, Sherri Maxey, and 
Aaron Shipley (via teleconference).  Matt Binette from Wright and Talisman was also present.  Other guests and 
staff participated via phone (Attendance – Attachment 1). 
 
The Chair declared a quorum.  
 
Background materials can be found at:  http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=3446&pageID=27 
 
Agenda Item 3 – Approval of Minutes 
 
The Chair solicited comments on the December 11, 2014 minutes.  Noman Williams asked that Trent Carlson’s last 
name be corrected and, pending revision, the minutes were approved and accepted as submitted.  
 
Agenda Item 4 – Welcome and Overview 
 
The Chair provided an overview of this task force that was previously the Strategic Planning Committee Task Force 
on Order 1000 (“SPCTF1000”) under the Strategic Planning Committee (“SPC”).  Going forward this task force will 
report to the Markets and Operations Policy Committee (“MOPC”) and will be more of a technical task force to 
support and respond to Order 1000 issues which impact SPP and its stakeholders.  Policy issues would still be 
addressed with the SPC when needed. 
 
Agenda Item 5 – Membership Discussion 
 
Ben Bright discussed current CTPTF membership, including the requirements for stakeholder groups listed in the 
SPP Bylaws, and the CTPTF Charter. 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=3446&pageID=27
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Mr. Bright began his presentation by reviewing the requirements of the SPP Bylaws, that state membership 
should represent, “various types and expertise of Members and their geographic locations, to achieve a 
widespread and effective representation of the Membership.”  Mr. Bright stated CTPTF allows for the task force to 
be composed of at least six (6) and up to fifteen (15) members, including a chairman.   Mr. Bright outlined the 
current CTPTF membership and identified the members’ geography (where they have transmission facilities), 
classification (i.e., cooperative, state agency, independent transmission company, etc.), and membership type. 
 
The chair added that CTPTF is now comprised of transmission owners (TOs) and transmission users (TUs) but there 
are currently no transmission dependent utilities (TDUs) on the task force.  Mr. Bright asked if there were any 
other groups not already represented that might have the expertise or interest to be a CTPTF member.  A general 
discussion was held around possible membership types needed.  Noman Williams stated it appeared that 
transmission developers (TDs) might be under-represented and encouraged TDs to join.  The chair clarified that 
any new task force members would also need to be a SPP member and that task force balance is the goal.   
 
Motion:  Kip Fox (AEP), having Terri Gallup’s proxy, made a motion to approve the current CTPTF membership as 
is and send out an email inviting potential TDU members, including municipals and cooperatives, and go forward 
with the group.  Paul Malone (NPPD) seconded the motion.  Motion unanimously approved. 
 
Agenda Item 6 – Business Practice Revision 059 (“BPR059”) updating BP7700 
 
Mr. Bright walked through draft of BPR059 for updating SPP Business Practice 7700, stating that approval is being 
sought to take to MOPC in April 2015.   
 
In Mr. Bright’s review of the “Overview of Supporting Documentation” section, a question was asked as to the 
intent of this section and ultimately a request was made to modify this section to define the supporting 
documents, providing links where available, rather than describe any process related to the documents.  Mr. 
Bright clarified this section was to aide RFP Respondents in preparing the RFP Response, and said SPP staff would 
update the language. 
 
Trent Carlson expressed an overall policy concern based on current Tariff language in Section III.2(d)(vi)(1), stating 
the “or” in the last sentence might allow to the Industry Expert Panel (“IEP”) to only consider information received 
during the RFP Review Period in making their RFP recommendation to the SPP Board of Directors (“BOD”).  Mr. 
Bright stated that was not SPP’s intent and agreed that SPP staff would look at a Tariff change to change the “or” 
to “and” in the above-referenced section. 
 
Motion:  Bill Grant called for a motion to change Section III.2(d)(vi)(1) from “or” to “and” in the last sentence.  Kip 
Fox (AEP) made the motion and Noman Williams seconded.  Vote: For – 5; Against – 0; Abstentions – 4.  Motion 
passed. 
 
An additional request was made for BPR059 to state the RFP cannot be changed once submitted and that some 
type of versioning needs to be identified for any supporting documents that would be utilized by RFP 
Respondents.  Verbiage was added to BPR059 to address these concerns so that a RFP cannot be changed once 
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issued and RFP Responses cannot be modified once the RFP Response Window has closed.  In addition, the RFP 
will identify the version of supporting documents utilized for the RFP. 
 
The group discussed the “Overview of Supporting Documents” section related to minimum design standards and 
interconnection requirements.  SPP staff agreed to include an additional paragraph stating that if TOs want this 
information included in the RFP, that information will need to be provided to SPP staff prior to the RFP issuance.  
If the information is not provided by the local TO, then it will not be included in the RFP.  In addition, a task force 
member asked that the issue of obtaining the individual local area minimum design standards be sent back to 
PCWG to have the Minimum Design Standards Task Force (“MDSTF”) revisit to seek to add the local minimum 
design standards to Minimum Design Standard for Competitive Upgrades document.  Noman Williams and Paul 
Malone said they could assist, if needed.  The general consensus of the group was that the MDSTF should be given 
time sufficient to complete this task.  The task force also asked that TWG provide feedback on this section, and 
TWG is scheduled to review on 3/25/15. 
 
Motion:  A motion was made by Todd Fridley and seconded by Noman Williams to request that PCWG have the 
MDSTF continue working on the Minimum Design Standards for Competitive Projects document to enhance this 
document to include local minimum design standards.  All approved and motion passed. 
 
Mr. Bright reviewed the section, “RFP Issuance Process and Timeline.”  A task force member expressed concern 
over wording describing how the RFPs would be issued and Mr. Bright agreed SPP staff would draft language for 
CTPTF review.   
 
Currently, language is included for the QRP awarded the RFP to work with the incumbent TO; however, the 
question of where the incumbent is required to work with the QRP awarded the RFP was sent to PCWG as an 
action item to report back to CTPTF if any additional action is necessary for this requirement (i.e., Tariff or 
Business Practice revision, etc.). 
 
A task force member suggested modifying the verbiage in bullets regarding RFP issuance to a more general 
statement and those changes were made.  In addition, Mr. Grant requested that SPP staff provide a position 
statement as to what SPP will consider to be ROFR states or states with relevant state law. 
 
For the RFP timeline, the task force requested some additional details added to clarify when items in the timeline 
will occur, as well as a clarification date when SPP will stop accepting questions related to the RFP.  Mr. Bright 
agreed and reinforced that the RFP timeline will be included in the issued RFP, as well, and all questions and RFP 
submissions should be done through the SPP Request Management System (“RMS”). 
 
A task force member suggested a requirement be identified as to when refunds would be processed, and verbiage 
was added to the “TOSP Deposit Refunds” section. 
 
Mr. Bright next reviewed the “Confidential Information” section and clarified that as the Tariff is currently 
worded, the RFP Respondent states what is confidential and it is SPP’s expectation that all information will be 
considered confidential except for the total project cost, excluding what will be needed to ultimately create the 
Notification to Construct (“NTC”).  
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The “Annual Transmission Revenue Requirements (“ATRR”)” section was introduced by Mr. Bright and he 
summarized that if the RFP Respondent has a FERC-filed ATRR template that is what the RFP Respondent would 
use in its RFP Response.  If a RFP Respondent does not have an ATRR template approved by FERC, they should 
complete the SPP ATRR template attached to the RFP Response form.  A task force member expressed concern in 
the scenario where a RFP Respondent submits an ATRR template and is awarded a RFP, then later files a different 
ATRR template with FERC.  SPP to discuss internally a possible follow-up verification process when a QRP is 
awarded a RFP to verify the ATRR template in their RFP Response matches what is filed at FERC.  The issue was 
tabled for a later discussion. 
 
A task force member asked if the QRP awarded the RFP was not a member, could they be issued an NTC.  A 
discussion followed and SPP to clarify NTC process for a QRP awarded a RFP that is not a member. 
 
In addition, other general modifications for clarification, consistency and readability were incorporated.  Further 
discussion of BPR059 will be needed to complete the review. 
 
Agenda Item 7 – Minimum Project Costs 
 
This discussion was deferred until another CTPTF meeting due to time constraints. 
 
Agenda Item 8 – RFP Template Update (RFP Response Form and Instructions) 
 
This discussion was deferred until another CTPTF meeting due to time constraints, but Mr. Bright asked that any 
questions or comments regarding any of these documents be sent to Aaron Shipley/Sherri Maxey 
(ashipley@spp.org / smaxey@spp.org). 
 
Agenda Item 9 – RFP Refunds Policy 
 
This discussion was deferred until another CTPTF meeting due to time constraints. 
 
Agenda Item 10 – IEP Discussion 
 
The task force discussed the Industry Expert Panel (“IEP”) and that, currently, SPP is limited if there are a large 
number of RFPs to be issued.  A meeting attendee asked if the IEP is limited to one RFP per panel and Mr. Bright 
said no, but the work involved will have to be considered.  A discussion followed regarding using consultants to 
assist the IEP.  A task force member provided that the initial intent was that SPP staff would assist as much as 
possible, but consultants would be used when needed.  SPP took an action item to have an internal discussion  
regarding consultant use with the IEP. 
 
Agenda Item 11 – State ROFR Discussion 
 
This discussion was deferred until another CTPTF meeting due to time constraints. 
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Agenda Item 12 – Next Steps 
 
Follow-up meetings needed and identified below. 
 

Action Items: 
 

• SPP to update 12/11/14 SPCTF1000 Minutes to correct Trent Carlson’s last name; 
• SPP to send out email looking for possible CTPTF member to TDU members, including 

municipals/cooperative; 
• BPR 059 Updates: 

o SPP to update language in supporting documentation section to define documents and provide 
links only, where available, and also indicate that the RFP will provide version information for the 
supporting documents in each RFP; 

o SPP to bring back a draft of the Competitive Upgrade Transmission Report for CTPTF review; 
o SPP to update wording around process for determine timeline for RFP issuance; 

• SPP to submit a change from “or” to “and” for last sentence in Attachment Y, Section III.2(d)(vi)(1) of 
the SPP Tariff; 

• PCWG/MDSTF Action Item:  SPP to request on behalf of CTPTF that PCWG have the MDSTF continue 
working on the Minimum Design Standards for Competitive Projects document to enhance document 
to include local minimum design standards; 

• SPP to send reminder email to QRPs to provide most up-to-date contact information; 
• SPP will add place to include secondary or alternate contact information on QRP Application; 
• PCWG Action Item:  Is obligation of incumbent TO to work with QRP awarded RFP already addressed 

or is anything required to enforce this (i.e., Tariff, Business Practices, etc.);  
• TWG review for local minimum design standards and interregional requirements section on 3/25/15; 
• SPP to consider follow-up verification process when a QRP is awarded a RFP to verify the ATRR 

template in their RFP Response matches what is filed at FERC; 
• SPP to clarify NTC process for a QRP awarded a RFP that is not a member; and 
• SPP to have internal discussion regarding using consultants with the IEP. 

 
Agenda Item 13 – Announcements and Adjournment 
 
The chair adjourned the meeting. 
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Discussion of Future Meetings 
 
The next meetings of the Task Force will be: 

• Wed., March 18th – 2:00-4:00p.m.:  Net-Conference; and 
• Thur., May 7th – 8:00a.m.-2:00p.m. at AEP Office in Dallas, TX 

 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
Ben Bright 
Secretary 
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