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Southwest Power Pool 

GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION IMPROVEMENT TASK FORCE MEETING 

Thursday, August 3, 2017 

Xcel Energy Office – 1800 Larimer St., Denver, Colorado 

 

• Summary of Action Items • 

 

1. SPP staff will provide a link to the MDWG manual on the SPP website.   

2. SPP staff will report on the contingency list used by the aggregate study process at the next meeting. 

3. SPP Staff will assess the cost of studying NRIS in the GI study process relative to ERIS and will report on 

how that might impact the actual costs assessed to NRIS customers and whether the current study 

deposit levels should be adjusted to reflect the actual cost.   

4. SPP Staff will provide an example of the deposit amounts and risk mechanisms for a future meeting. 

5. SPP Staff will provide a proposed timeline for the three-stage study process. 

6. SPP Staff will estimate the resources required to implement the proposed three-stage study process 

based on average queue volumes.   
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Southwest Power Pool 

GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION IMPROVEMENT TASK FORCE MEETING 

Thursday, August 3, 2017 

Xcel Energy Office – 1800 Larimer St., Denver, Colorado 

 

•  M I N U T E S  •  

 

Agenda Item 1 – Administrative Items 

SPP Chair Al Tamimi, Sunflower, called the meeting to order at 9:00 am MDT.  Eight of ten members were in 
attendance. The complete list of attendees is attached.  Pete Wybierala was designated as proxy for Mark 
Ahlstrom, NextEra.  Gimod Olapurayil was designated as proxy for Michael Wegner, ITC.   

The minutes of the June 27, 2017 meeting were approved by voice vote with none opposed and no abstentions. 

Agenda Item 2 – Review of Past Action Items 

Steve Purdy, SPP staff secretary, reviewed the action items from the previous meeting.  All items were slated for 
the current agenda.   

Agenda Item 3 – Additional Contingencies vs ITP Manual (Action Item #1) 

Sunny Raheem, SPP staff, reviewed the additional contingencies being conducted as part of the ITP Near-Term 
analysis and compared them with the contingencies being performed in the GI study process.   Steve noted that 
MOPC action item #281 was added at the July MOPC meeting for SPP staff to report on contingencies being 
conducted by the ITP, GI, and Transmission Service study processes.   

Sunny explained that for the 2016 ITP Near-Term models, the contingency list included P0 and P1.  The GI studies 
based on these models (DISIS-2015-001, DISIS-2015-002, DISIS-2016-001) performed P0 and P1 for mitigation and 
also included contingencies P2, P4, and P5 for information only, not for mitigation. 

The 2017 ITP Near-Term contingencies included P0 through P5 for mitigation.  The scope is the same for the 2018 
ITP Near-Term assessment.  The GI studies are in the process of transitioning to the 2017 ITP model series.  The 
plan is for the GI studies to include the same contingency set as the ITP Near-Term except for P3.  The rationale for 
excluding P3 is that the standard allows for system adjustment after the initial contingency, which in the GI study 
process, would result in bringing the case back to the base case condition, and would therefore result in no 
additional constraints.  Also, the process for conducting the P3 contingencies is considerably more involved than 
the others and would require additional time and resources not currently utilized in the GI study process.   

The group consensus was general agreement regarding the exclusion of P3 from the GI contingency list. 

SPP staff will provide a link to the MDWG manual on the SPP website.    
 
https://www.spp.org/Documents/12959/SPP%20MDWG%20Model%20Development%20Procedure%20Manual%2
0(Public)_V10.docx 

SPP staff will report on the contingency list used by the aggregate study process at the next meeting. 

Agenda Item 4 – Revised Application Proposal (Action Item #2) 

Steve Purdy presented proposals and recommendations for streamlining the applications and application process. 

https://www.spp.org/Documents/12959/SPP%20MDWG%20Model%20Development%20Procedure%20Manual%20(Public)_V10.docx
https://www.spp.org/Documents/12959/SPP%20MDWG%20Model%20Development%20Procedure%20Manual%20(Public)_V10.docx
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Pete Wybierala (NextEra) suggested that an on-line status of each request as to its completeness would be helpful 
in ensuring that requirements are met and don’t fall through the cracks.   

Following the discussion, Lisa Szot (Enel) made a motion seconded by Kevin Pera (Xcel) that: 

For the current Tariff Process: 

1. Reduce the existing four-application process in order to eliminate repetitive data submissions. 

2. Allow for carry-over of technical information throughout the study process. 

3. Make improvements to the forms’ layout and wording to improve comprehension and the likelihood 
that the correct information will be supplied the first time. 

4. Clarify the tariff procedures for acknowledgement, validation, and acceptance as follows: 

I. SPP shall respond to both interconnection requests and study agreements with a simple 
acknowledgment of receipt within five business days.   

II. SPP shall review all interconnection requests and study agreements for completeness and if a 
deficiency is found, will inform the customer and request a cure within 10 business days.  
There is no time limit on when a review must occur. 

III. SPP shall issue an acceptance of the request into the study process after the review of the 
study agreement finds no apparent deficiencies or after all deficiencies that have been found 
have been cured.  If SPP finds deficiencies after the acceptance has been issued, it shall issue a 
new deficiency notice and the customer shall cure it within 10 business days.   

IV. If the customer is not responsive to a deficiency notice, or if the response is not made in good 
faith, or if the deficiency is not cured after multiple attempts by the customer, the request is 
deemed withdrawn and there is no further cure period. 

V. At any time after a Generator Interconnection request is submitted, either SPP, the TO, or the 
customer may ask that a scoping meeting be held at a mutually agreeable time.  A Scoping 
meeting must be held within 10 business days of request by either party. 

The motion passed unanimously with no abstentions. 

Agenda Item 5 – NRIS Discussion (Action Item #3) 

The group discussed the state of NRIS and ERIS and the study process related to each.   

Steve noted some facts about NRIS and ERIS, namely: 

• There is no difference in the treatment of NRIS and ERIS units in the SPP market. 
• There is no difference in the curtailment priority of NRIS and ERIS units. 
• The process for resource designation is the same for both NRIS and ERIS units. 
 
Steve also noted that in the study process: 
• There are no additional requirements or costs for requests for NRIS service. 
• A majority of customers request NRIS service initially, but most drop back to ERIS before completing the study 

process and signing a GIA.   

The consensus was that the subject of NRIS service characteristics and its relationship to other market and 
planning processes should be discussed in a larger stakeholder forum that has expertise in the market, capacity 
requirements, and deliverability, in addition to interconnection considerations.  James Smith (AEP) related his 
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company’s preference that the issue be discussed at the MOPC.  Antoine Lucas (SPP) stated that the subject is 
already slated for discussion in several other stakeholder forums.   

The group consensus was that with respect to its impact on the GI study process, it is reasonable to charge more 
for studying a request for NRIS than for ERIS to the extent that the cost is greater.  The task force requested 
additional information from SPP staff before committing to a recommendation. 

SPP Staff will assess the cost of studying NRIS in the GI study process relative to ERIS and will report on how that 
would impact the actual costs assessed to NRIS customers and whether the current study deposit levels should be 
adjusted to reflect the difference in cost.   

Agenda Item 6 – Security Deposits (Action Item #4) 

Aaron Vander Vorst (TradeWinds) reviewed a redline proposal of the three-stage process focusing on security 
deposits.  The proposal included changing the +100%/-50% cost estimate to a +/-30% cost estimate.   

Sunny Raheem (SPP) reviewed the MISO and SPP security deposit requirements and proposed that security 
deposits be refundable and not at-risk when the cost estimate increases from one study stage to the next by more 
than a certain percentage (for example 25%) or by more than a set cost per MW amount (for example 
$10,000/MW).  Aaron Vander Vorst proposed that such an exemption from risk be based instead on the 
percentage change in cost per MW as a more accurate reflection of the risk to the customer.   

The group requested additional information from SPP staff before committing to a recommendation. 

SPP Staff will provide an example of the deposit amounts and risk mechanisms for a future meeting.   

Agenda Item 7 – Model Availability (Action Item #5) 

Sunny Raheem presented an overview of the contents of the power flow and dynamic models used in the GI study 
process and the confidential information contained in them.   

It was noted that currently, power flow models are available at the conclusion and posting of the DISIS study 
report.  Customers have access to the models for only the cluster groups in which they have a pending request.  
Access to study models is limited to non-competitive duty personnel under a non-disclosure agreement.   

SPP proposed that the current policy would permit access to models needed to perform the stand-alone analysis 
currently conducted in the DISIS, and that SPP would work to make the models available earlier in the study 
process, giving customers or their agents an opportunity to conduct their own stand-alone analysis, and thereby 
relieve SPP of performing it.  

After the discussion, Lisa Szot (Enel) moved and Kevin Pera (Xcel) seconded that the following be adopted:  

1. SPP Staff will no longer perform the Standalone analysis in the DISIS study 

2. Recommended Future State 

 Availability timeframe 

 During DISIS study stage  

 Study Models release requirements  

 Non-Competitive Duty Personnel 

 All study models for the queue cluster which the customer is in 

 Cluster Analysis Before Transfer Cases (BC)  
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 Starting point for current-day Stand Alone Analysis 

 Cluster Analysis Transfer Cases (TC)  

The motion passed unanimously with no abstentions. 

The motion was not limited to power flow models with the express intention that it would also apply to dynamic 
models, unless SPP Legal determines that the proprietary information contained in vendor-specific dynamic 
models prohibit their release.  If that turns out to be the case, SPP staff will notify the Task Force. 

Agenda Item 8 – Action Items 

Action items are summarized at the beginning of this report.  

Agenda Item 9 – Discussion of Future Meetings 

The next meeting is a conference call scheduled for August 24 from 9am to noon CDT.  A face-to-face meeting was 
scheduled for September 13 in Kansas City.  An announcement will be sent to the GIITF email exploder with 
registration details for the meeting.   

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

Steve Purdy 
Secretary 
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0 – Agenda 
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Relationship-Based  •  Member-Driven  •  Independence Through Diversity 

Evolutionary vs. Revolutionary  •  Reliability & Economics Inseparable 

Southwest Power Pool, Inc. 
GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION IMPROVEMENT TASK FORCE MEETING 

Thursday, August 3, 2017 
Xcel Energy Office – 1800 Larimer St., Denver, Colorado 

 
•  A G E N D A  •  

 
9:00 am – 3:00 pm MDT 

 
1. Administrative Items ................................................................................................................. Al Tamimi 

a. Introductions, Proxies, Quorum 

b. Approval of minutes of June 27, 2017 Meeting 

2. Review of Past Action Items ................................................................................................. Steve Purdy 

3. Additional Contingencies vs ITP Manual (Action Item #1) .............................................. Sunny Raheem 

4. Revised Application Proposal (Action Item #2) .................................................................... Steve Purdy 

5. NRIS Discussion (Action Item #3) 

6. Security Deposits (Action Item #4) 

a. TradeWinds 

b. SPP 

7. Model Availability (Action Item #5) .................................................................................. Sunny Raheem 

8. Summary of Action Items ..................................................................................................... Steve Purdy 

9. Discussion of Future Meetings ................................................................................................. Al Tamimi 

a. Scheduled: August 24, 9-12 CDT, Conference Call 

 

 

 







Name Email
Tim Bartel tbartel@minnkota.com
Angie Anderson (Sunflower) aanderson@sunflower.net
Gimod Olapurayil golapurayil@itctransco.com
Adam Mummert amummert@burnsmcd.com
Tim Hall (Southern Power) timhall@southernco.com
Tim Hall (Southern Power) timhall@southernco.com
John Brodbeck john.brodbeck@edpr.com
Andrew Aston astonar@oge.com
Glen Skarbakka glen@s-pllc.com
Chris Lyons - Customized Energy Solutions clyons@ces-ltd.com
Antoine Lucas alucas@spp.org
Jason Schmidt (NextEra) jason.schmidt@nee.com
Andy Berg (MPC) aberg@minnkota.com
John Stephens john.stephens@cityutilities.net
Jason jfix@les.com
Dan Trent dtrent@aeci.org
Dan Trent dtrent@aeci.org
Joshua Phillips jphillips@spp.org
Robert Tumilty retumilty@aep.com
John Tennyson (SPRM) john.tennyson@cityutilities.net
Lisa Sullivan lisa.sullivan@hdrinc.com
Chenal WebEx awhite@spp.org
Scott Bents (IUB) scott.bents@iub.iowa.gov
Scott Bents (IUB) scott.bents@iub.iowa.gov
Derek Sunderman dsunderman@tradewindenergy.com
Sunny Raheem (SPP) sraheem@spp.org
Sunny Raheem (SPP) sraheem@spp.org
Brian Moix bmoix@spp.org
Ryan Yokley ryokley@sunflower.net
Brian Rounds (AESL) brian.rounds@aeslconsulting.com
Marisa Choate mchoate@spp.org
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