
 

  Southwest Power Pool, Inc. 
COMPETITIVE TRANSMISSION PROJECT TASK FORCE MEETING 

May 7, 2015 
AEP Offices – Dallas, TX 

•  M e e t i n g  M i n u t e s  •  
 

1. Call to Order 

Chair Bill Grant called the meeting to Order at 8:00 AM. 

2. Preliminary Matters 

All members were present at the meeting or by conference call with the exception of Todd Fridley 
(Transource) who provided his proxy to Terri Gallup (AEP). 
 
Please see attached meeting roster for attendance. 
 

3. Approval of the Minutes 

Minutes from the last in-person meeting on March 12, 2015 and the two subsequent conference calls 
on March 18, 2015 and March 24, 2015 were presented for approval.  Noman Williams (SCMCN) 
made a motion for approval and Tom Hesterman (Sunflower) seconded the motion that was approved 
unanimously. 
 

4. Welcome and Overview 

Chair Grant welcomed people to the meeting and explained that the recently released competitive 
RFP for the Walkemeyer project could not be discussed in detail in this meeting. 
 

5. New Members 

Chair Grant announced that Kristine Schmidt (ITC) would be replacing Chuck Marshall (ITC) on the 
CTPTF.   Staff had been asked in the March 12 meeting to poll the SPP membership to see if any 
Transmission Dependent Utilities had interest in CTPTF membership.  Only two responses were 
received from that request; Bob Burner (Duke ATC) and Exelon also inquired about someone from 
the Transco to be part of the group.   The Exelon Transco was deemed ineligible as they are not an 
SPP member.  The group discussed adding the Mr. Burner to the group and decided to table this 
issue until the next meeting.  The only issue seemed to be that adding one person to the group would 
put the membership at an even number and Chair Grant would rather have an odd number for voting 
purposes. This issue will be addressed at the next meeting.  Staff was also requested to reach out to 
WAPA and Basin to see if they had interest in membership of the CTPTF. 
 

6. Review of FERC Order on Compliance and Rehearing ER13-366 

Matt Binette (Wright & Talisman) walked through the April 18, 2015 compliance Order received from 
FERC.  Mr. Binette noted the previous Order had been very prescriptive and was surprised that we 
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had two additional compliance items from the most recent Order.  SPP was ordered to modify 
language regarding ROW to refer to state/local laws and also replace language in the RFP scoring 
regarding “rights of way approval” to reference “rights of way ownership”.  This compliance filing is 
due on May 18, 2015.  
 

7. Minimum Project Costs 

Ben Bright (SPP Staff) explained that the potential exists where a very small project could get 
approved as a Competitive Upgrade and need to go through the RFP process.  Since the RFP 
process is expensive would it make sense to look at some project cost minimum threshold that must 
be met in order for a project to be competitively bid?   The general consensus was that this should be 
self-policed; meaning that if people don’t want to bid on smaller projects they won’t bid.  Staff took an 
action item to look at previous projects under $10MM to see if this problem does exist.  Staff agreed 
to pull this information and bring back to the group at the next meeting. 
 

8. RR56 (BPR 066) 

Tony Green (SPP Staff) walked through the initial draft of RR-56 which deals with Upgrade 
Determination and the Short-term Reliability Project processes.   The purpose of this discussion was 
to introduce the Revision Request and look for initial feedback.  The request will be reviewed in other 
stakeholder groups and ultimately brought back to the CTPTF for final approval.  The goal is to have 
the request to MOPC in October 2015.  Some initial edits were made to the document during this 
discussion. 
 
Kristine Schmidt also asked to have the SPP website verbiage updated from “Order 1000 Process” to 
the “Transmission Owner Selection Process”.  Staff agreed to make this change. 
 

9. Information for inclusion on Board IEP Report 

Aaron Shipley (SPP Staff) discussed a draft of the report the IEPs will need to complete for each 
project that details their evaluation process and ultimately the recommendation they will make to the 
SPP BOD for the DTO of the Competitive Upgrade.   This discussion was to introduce the draft report 
and look for feedback.  Some feedback was provided during this meeting.    
 
Stakeholders suggested that the BOD be included in any training process that was held for the IEPs.  
Ben Bright responded that the Oversight Committee had made this same request and plans would be 
for the BOD to be invited to this process.   
 
John Olson (Westar) said he thought the IEP training process should be part of the BOD education 
update in June.  Noman Williams expressed his thoughts that the RSC should be included as well.   
Staff agreed to work on this. 
  

10. PCWG Update 

Jeff Stebbins (Tri County Electric) discussed the Minimum Design Standards Task Force and their 
ongoing work on the MTDS document.  Mr. Stebbins shared the MDSTF feels they have completed 
the action items previously requested by the CTPTF.  Stakeholders were most interested in 
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interconnection agreements and the possibility of the entities that have never worked together in 
interconnections having to negotiate the final outcome and who would be the arbiter in the case of a 
disagreement.  Some stakeholders were interested in creating a proforma T-T agreement as other 
RTOs have done.  Noman Williams agreed that this issue needs to brought to a larger stakeholder 
body and should be addressed in the MOPC. 
 

11. IEP Discussion 

Ben Bright discussed the role of the IEP and use of consultants in that process.  After meeting with 
the Oversight Committee and Strategic Planning Committee in April the message was clear that 
neither group supported the use of consulting firms in the role of voting members of the IEP; but that 
firms could be used in the role of support to the voting IEP as needed.  Mr., Bright noted that staff 
would be working on the process to identify the right firms or resources that could be used over the 
next few weeks. 
 
Mr. Bright also communicated that the Oversight Committee had agreed to now finalize the 
agreements with the approved industry expert pool members for 2015.  Mr. Bright stated that process 
was underway and should be wrapped up pretty quickly. 
 
Mr. Bright also shared that the training for the IEPs would be late summer early fall of this year.  
Although the training would not be an open process the training materials would be shared with 
stakeholders prior to the training.  
 
The open application window for the 2016 industry expert pool will open June 1. 
 

12. State ROFR Determinations 

Ben Bright asked for entities to please provide any ROFR legislation or rules to staff for review.  Staff 
would like to do some analysis and be able to plan for competitive projects in states where the rules 
have uncertainty.   This information would allow for a legal analysis and help provide direction.    
 
Stakeholders commented that siting processes were also important and should be reviewed.   
 
 

13. Study Estimates in ITP Processes 

Cary Frizzell (SPP Staff) discussed an outstanding PCWG item that needed CTPTF input.  This issue 
deals with the study estimate process used in the last ITP planning process where staff used a 3rd 
party to develop study estimates and now that NTCs have been issued on non-competitive projects 
the estimates seem to low and will cause an increase in NTC re-evaluations.  Mr. Frizzell presented 3 
options for consideration: 
1. Add an additional estimate stage after BOD approval of the projects to allow for updated 

estimates from the TOs 
2. Obtain both TO and Independent estimates in the planning process; utilize the independent 

estimate for portfolio creation and the TO estimate in the NTC. 
3. Standardize the estimates at the sub-regional level – use only the TO estimate for projects 
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Stakeholders explained they would like for projects known to be non-competitive they should not have 
independent estimates, but let the TOs provide those.  Staff argues that all projects are in competition 
to get into a portfolio and we need similar estimates. 
 

14. Next Steps 

Next meeting will be Wednesday June 10, 2015. It will be held by Conference call from 9-11am. 

15. Announcements and Adjournment 
 
Chair Grant adjourned the meeting. 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Ben Bright 
Staff Secretary, CTPTF 
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