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RR 693 GI Priority Processing – Surplus Plus
Recommendation report
Date:    7/24/2025     
Name:  Steve Purdy		Company:  SPP         
Email:   spurdy@spp.org		Phone:	  501-614-3371	         
Executive Summary
☒  Group: Board	☒  This item is for: discussion and vote
☐  Supporting materials included
Title of each supplemental material (# of pages)
Title of each supplemental material (# of pages)
Essential points & primary issues for consideration:
1. Priority Processing is a way to evaluate requests to quickly add incremental capacity at existing generating facilities without going through the GI DISIS process.  
2. Customers will be able to avoid the extended DISIS process and risk of shared upgrade costs for projects that can demonstrate “shovel-readiness”.
3. Stakeholders expressed broad support for the process with some suggestions for improvement, such as opening eligibility to retired facilities and removing MW limits. 
Reason it goes to Board	
MOPC requested Board review. 
Background & drivers: 
Initiated during discussions with the Resource & Energy Adequacy Leadership (REAL) team, the intent of this revision is to facilitate accelerated processing of incremental capacity additions at existing generating facilities to enhance resource adequacy and the interconnection process generally.
Strategic implications:
RR693 will help SPP meet corporate goal #2025-2 to accelerate generator & load interconnections while planning for the “load of the future”.
Risks: 
Reliability/Operations: Load responsible entities need to add resource capacity to serve accelerated load growth in the near term. This will provide another way to mitigate the risks of not being able to serve this expected load growth.
· By choosing Priority Process, a customer will bear 100% of upgrade costs and study costs – 
· No cost sharing with other requests 
· No capacity sharing with other requests
· No upgrade optimization
· No cost-certainty
Costs & Benefits: 
· Reliability benefits: New capacity can be added more quickly, which could benefit resource adequacy and reliability. 
· Administrative benefits: From the customer’s perspective, it provides a mechanism to avoid a lengthy study process and potential upgrade costs driven by other requests.
· Request any time - No need to wait for an open window
· Impact results in 90 days – 
· No wait for cluster study to start
· No study delay due to volume of other requests in cluster
· Costs tied only to impact of request - not driven by other requests in cluster
Major stakeholder discussion points: 
Stakeholders expressed broad support for the process as originally drafted with some suggestions for improvement, such as opening eligibility to retired facilities and removing MW limits. Staff recommended substantive changes to MOPC based on stakeholder feedback (see comments below for a summary) and non-substantive changes made necessary by FERC’s acceptance of SPP’s Order 2023 compliance filing. There was significant discussion at MOPC regarding staff’s recommended substantive changes. 
First, some were concerned that having only a percent-of-existing-capacity limit without an absolute megawatt limit could harm customers in the DISIS cluster by using up significant capacity. Second, some were concerned that changing the queue priority relative to DISIS would again result in harm to DISIS customers by using up system capacity. In response, staff stated that the benefits are speculative and limited in that the study will identify impacts and assign upgrades to the customer that should reduce the possibility of using up capacity otherwise available to DISIS customers and that there is a limited-time window available to enter requests ahead of the DISIS cluster, such that the number of requests that could be advantaged will be limited. 
Third, some were concerned that opening eligibility to facilities retired less than 5 years would conflict with the generator replacement process. Staff’s response in the meeting was that the replacement process would still be needed for requests that cannot meet the requirements for Priority Processing and that both can co-exist. 
General concerns revolved around possible FERC rejection due to perceptions of queue-jumping and undue preference. After discussion, MOPC approved the original draft with staff’s recommended changes but directed staff to review the substantive changes with the primary working group (TWG, meeting July 29) and provide any feedback to the Board for its consideration. 
Recommendation: 
MOPC recommends that the Board approve RR693 with modifications approved by MOPC. 
Stakeholder process overview:
	Group
	       Date
	Motion
	Consensus
	Stakeholder Discussion or Concerns


	TWG
	6/24/2025
	TWG approves expedited treatment for RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request.
TWG approves RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request as presented.
	Outcome
100%

100%
	 Major discussion topics, if any 
	RTWG
	6/26/2025
	RTWG approves RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request as presented.
	Approved
100%
	Major discussion topics, if any


	MOPC
	7/15/2025
	Approve RR693 GI Priority Processing -Surplus Plus as modified in staff's comments to align with FERC’s acceptance of SPP's Order 2023 compliance filing and including staff's recommended language to (1) make facilities retired no more than 5 years eligible, (2) make Priority Requests higher queued than DISIS clusters that haven't started study, and (3) remove the MW limit from Priority Requests and keep only the percentage of existing capacity limit.
	Approved
76.52%
	Concern that having only a percent-of-existing-capacity limit could harm customers in the DISIS cluster by using up significant capacity. Response is that the study will identify impacts and assign upgrades to the customer and that there is a limited window to enter requests ahead of the DISIS cluster. 

	MOPC vote by sector:
	Alternative Power  0% 
Cooperative  100%                     
Federal agencies  100%               
Independent power producer 8%     
Independent transmission company 50%     
Investor-owned  86%                      
Large retail  100%                     
Marketer  **%                         
Municipal  100%                             
Public interest   25%                    
State agency 100%     



RR Details
Comprehensive Roadmap 
	SIR#:  766
	Prioritization Needed?  ☒ No    ☐  Yes  

Impact Analysis?  ☒ No    ☐  Yes  
If yes, provide the following information:
Primary working group and priority rank:   Click or tap here to enter text.  
Estimated vendor cost: Choose an item.  
Estimated implementation complexity: Click or tap here to enter text.
Estimated implementation staff hours: Click or tap here to enter text.
Estimated implementation time: Click or tap here to enter text.

Impacted SPP Documents
☒  Tariff		Section: Attachment V Generator Interconnection Procedures
☐  Market Protocols		Section:		Version:
☐  Operating Criteria		Section:		
☐  Planning Criteria		Section:		
☐  Business Practice		Number:
☐  Integrated Transmission Planning (ITP) Manual	Section:
☐  Minimum Transmission Design Standards for Competitive Upgrades	Section:
☐  Reliability Coordinator and Balancing Authority Data Specifications	Section:
☐  SPP Communications Protocols	Section:
☐  Revision Request Process		Section:

STAKEHOLDER PROCESS

	Primary: Transmission Working Group

	Date
	6/24/2025

	Motion
	#1 TWG approves expedited treatment for RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request.
#2 TWG approves RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request as presented.

	Planning-related concerns
	None

	[bookmark: _Hlk177634901]Action
		#1 Approved unanimously
#2 Approved unanimously




	Abstained
	#1 None
#2 (1)-GridLiance

	Opposed
	#1 None
#2 None

	Reason for each abstention/opposition (if provided):




	Secondary: Regional Tariff Working Group

	Date
	6/26/2025

	Motion
	RTWG approves RR693 Priority Processing Revision Request as presented.

	Tariff-related concerns
	None

	Action
		Approved unanimously




	Abstained
	(1) Springfield City Utilities

	Opposed
	None

	Reason for each abstention/opposition (if provided):




	Markets and Operations Policy Committee

	Date
	7/15/2025

	Motion
	Approve RR693 GI Priority Processing -Surplus Plus as modified in staff's comments to align with FERC’s acceptance of SPP's Order 2023 compliance filing and including staff's recommended language to (1) make facilities retired no more than 5 years eligible, (2) make Priority Requests higher queued than DISIS clusters that haven't started study, and (3) remove the MW limit from Priority Requests and keep only the percentage of existing capacity limit.

	Action
		Approved




	Abstained
	(5) 
	KPP Energy 

	Oklahoma Municipal Power Authority 

	Southern Power 

	Southern Star Central Gas Pipeline 

	Viridon Southwest LLC 




	Opposed
	(24)
	Advanced Energy United 

	Advanced Power Alliance 

	American Clean Power Association 

	Clearway Power Marketing, LLC 

	EDF Renewables 

	EDP Renewables North America 

	Enel Green Power North America 

	Eolian, LP 

	Grain Belt Express Clean Line 

	GridLiance High Plains 

	Leeward Renewables Energy, LLC 

	Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc. 

	NextEra Energy Resources 

	NextEra Energy Transmission 

	NextEra Energy Transmission Southwest 

	NextEra Plains and Eastern Clean Line 

	NG Renewables Energy Marketing, LLC 

	Pine Gate Renewables 

	Savion LLC 

	Sierra Club 

	Spearmint Renewable Development Company, LLC 

	Sun2o Partners, LLC 

	Xcel Energy Southwest Transmission Co. 

	Xcel Southwestern Public Service Company 




	Reason for each abstention/opposition (if provided):
Xcel/SPS: SPS has significant concerns about the inconsistency between this new language (allowing retirements in the last 5 years to be part of this new Priority process) and the previously established language for Generation Replacement (Section 3.9 and 8.2 of Attachment V).

	Board of Directors/Members Committee

	Date
	

	Motion
	

	Action
		Choose an item.



	Abstained
	

	Opposed
	

	Reason for each abstention/opposition (if provided):




sUMMARY OF COMMENTS
1. [bookmark: _Hlk170807060]Date: 6/30/2025
Submitter: John Stephens, City Utilities of Springfield
Summary of comments: Propose expanding eligibility to retired generating facilities. 
Result of Primary Working Group review: Submitted after primary working group review.

2. Date: 7/2/2025
Submitter: Steve Purdy, SPP Staff
Summary of comments: SPP makes three recommended changes: 
1) 	queue priority of Priority Requests relative to DISIS requests be determined by the start of the DISIS study rather than the close of the DISIS window to avoid prolonged periods of uncertainty for customers requesting Priority Processing if there are extended delays in the start of a DISIS study, 
(2) eligibility to request Priority Processing be extended to generating facilities that have been retired less than five (5) years, and
(3) the limitation on the maximum capacity that can be requested for Priority Processing be a percentage of the existing capacity.
Result of Primary Working Group review: Submitted after primary working group review.

3. Date: 7/11/2025
Submitter: Steve Purdy, SPP Staff
Summary of comments: On June 26, 2025, after all working groups had voted on RR693, FERC issued an order partially accepting SPP’s compliance filing in Order 2023. The order and compliance filing made significant changes and additions to SPP’s tariff Attachment V. The changes in the compliance filing were not included in the original draft of RR693 because it was not known at that time when FERC would issue an order or whether it would come prior to SPP filing the changes proposed in RR693. 
Now that the Order 2023 compliance filing has been partially accepted, all future filings, including RR693, will have to be made as revisions to the language now in effect. SPP has reviewed the RR693 changes in light of the FERC order and has drafted a new redline document with the working group-approved RR693 changes on top of the current tariff. 
No substantive changes to the RR693 proposal were required to align with the Order 2023 compliance filing. 
SPP Staff submits this revised language for MOPC’s consideration in the interest of transparency.
Result of Primary Working Group review: Submitted after primary working group review.
Document Revisions
In the appropriate sections below, provide the current language approved by Stakeholders, with all proposed revisions included in redlined/editable format.
SPP open access transmission Tariff 
The redline reflects the version approved by MOPC including the following modifications from the original revision request.
Changes highlighted in yellow were accepted by FERC on June 26 in SPP’s Order 2023 compliance filing. Highlights in turquoise, reflect RR693-related changes that need to be on top of the Order 2023 language. There are also a couple of places where the word “Initial” was deleted before “Queue Position” now that Order 2023 has been accepted. Those should be highlighted as well.
Changes highlighted in green reflect staff’s three recommended changes that were approved by MOPC.
ATTACHMENT V 
GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION PROCEDURES (GIP)
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Section 1.	Definitions
***
Interconnection Facilities Study shall mean a study conducted by Transmission Provider or a third party consultant for Interconnection Customer to determine a list of facilities (including Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades as identified in the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study), the cost of those facilities, and the time required to interconnect the Generating Facility with the Transmission System.  The scope of the study is defined in Section 8 of this GIP.
***
Interconnection Study shall mean any of the following studies: the Replacement Impact Study, the Reliability Assessment Study, the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study, the Priority System Impact Study, the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study, the Interconnection Facilities Study, the Affected System Study, and Material Modification assessment described in the Generator Interconnection Procedures.
***
Priority Decision Point shall mean the period of time following the posting of the results of the Priority System Impact Study.

Priority Processing shall mean accelerated processing available to Interconnection Requests that meet the requirements under the GIP. 

Priority Request shall mean an Interconnection Request that is submitted requesting Priority Processing under the GIP.

Priority System Impact Study (PSIS) shall mean an engineering study that evaluates the impact of the proposed interconnection on the safety and reliability of Transmission System and, if applicable, an Affected System. The study shall identify and detail the system impacts that would result if the Generating Facility were interconnected without project modifications or system modifications, or that may be caused by the withdrawal or addition of an Interconnection Request, or to study potential impacts, including but not limited to those identified in the Scoping Meeting as described in the Generator Interconnection Procedures.

Priority System Impact Study Restudy (Priority Restudy, PSIS Restudy) shall mean a restudy of a Priority System Impact Study conducted pursuant to Section 8.8 of this GIP.

***


Section 3.	Interconnection Requests
3.1	Interconnection Requests.
3.1.1	Study Deposits
An Interconnection Customer shall submit to Transmission Provider during a DISIS Queue Cluster Window an Interconnection Request or a Generating Facility Replacement request by providing an executed Generator Interconnection Study Agreement in the form of Appendix 3 to this GIP, a nonrefundable application fee of $10,000, a study deposit, and all other items set forth in Section 8.2 and Section 3.11 as applicable, of this GIP.  All Interconnection Requests shall be submitted, electronically, in the manner specified in Section 1 of the “Guidelines for the SPP GIP Process and Business Practices” manual posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS.  Transmission Provider shall apply the study deposit toward the cost of the applicable Interconnection Study.  
		3.1.2	Submission
Interconnection Customer shall submit a separate Interconnection Request for each site and may submit multiple Interconnection Requests for a single site.  Interconnection Customer must submit a deposit with each Interconnection Request even when more than one request is submitted for a single site.  Where multiple Generating Facilities share a site, Interconnection Customer(s) may submit separate Interconnection Requests or a single Interconnection Request.  An Interconnection Request to evaluate one site at two different voltage levels shall be treated as two Interconnection Requests.
At Interconnection Customer's option, Transmission Provider and Interconnection Customer will identify alternative Point(s) of Interconnection and configurations at a Scoping Meeting within the DISIS Review Period to evaluate in this process and attempt to eliminate alternatives in a reasonable fashion given resources and information available.  Interconnection Customer will select the definitive Point(s) of Interconnection to be studied no later than the end of the DISIS Review Period. For purposes of clustering Interconnection Requests, Transmission Provider may propose changes to the requested Point of Interconnection to facilitate efficient interconnection of Interconnection Customers at common Point(s) of Interconnection.  Transmission Provider shall notify Interconnection Customers in writing of any intended changes to the requested Point of Interconnection within the DISIS Review Period, and the Point of Interconnection shall only change upon mutual agreement.
Interconnection Customers may request a level of Interconnection Service below the Generating Facility Capacity.  These requests for Interconnection Service shall be studied at the level of Interconnection Service requested for purposes of Interconnection Facilities, and Network Upgrades, and associated costs, but may be subject to other studies at the full Generating Facility Capacity to ensure safety and reliability of the system, with the study costs borne by Interconnection Customer.  If after the additional studies are complete, Transmission Provider determines that additional Network Upgrades are necessary, then Transmission Provider must: (1) specify which additional Network Upgrade costs are based on which studies; and (2) provide a detailed explanation of why the additional Network Upgrades are necessary.  Any Interconnection Facility and/or Network Upgrade costs required for safety and reliability also would be borne by Interconnection Customer. Interconnection Customers may be subject to additional control technologies as well as testing and validation of those technologies consistent with Article 6 of the GIA or Interim GIA, as applicable.  The necessary control technologies and protection systems shall be established in Appendix C of the executed, or requested to be filed unexecuted, GIA or Interim GIA, as applicable.
3.1.3	Priority Processing.
Interconnection Requests to increase the generating capacity of an Existing Generating Facility may be processed outside of the DISIS queue in an accelerated timeframe if the request meets the requirements for Priority Processing in Section 3.11 of the GIP. Interconnection Customer must request Priority Processing at the time of request submission by checking the applicable box in the Generator Interconnection Study Agreement and by meeting the eligibility requirements in Section 3.11 of the GIP. 

3.2	Identification of Types of Interconnection Services.
At the time the Interconnection Request is submitted, Interconnection Customer must request either Energy Resource Interconnection Service or Network Resource Interconnection Service, as described; all DISIS requests will be concurrently studied for Energy Resource Interconnection Service, up to the end of DP1.  Priority Requests will be concurrently studied for ERIS through all phases of study.  Interconnection Customer may then elect to proceed with Network Resource Interconnection Service or to proceed under a lower level of interconnection service to the extent that only certain upgrades will be completed.  A description of the modeling details used when studying a project as ERIS or NRIS can be found in Section 4 and Section 6 of the document “Guidelines for the SPP GIP Process and Business Practices” posted on Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS and in SPP Business Practice 7250.

3.2.1	Energy Resource Interconnection Service.
3.2.1.1	The Product.  Energy Resource Interconnection Service allows Interconnection Customer to connect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System and be eligible to deliver the Generating Facility's Maximum Injection Capability using the existing firm or non-firm capacity of the Transmission System on an "as available" basis.  Energy Resource Interconnection Service does not in and of itself convey any right to deliver electricity to any specific customer or Point of Delivery.
3.2.1.2	The Study.  The study consists of short circuit/fault duty, steady state (thermal and voltage) and stability analyses.  The short circuit/fault duty analysis would identify direct Interconnection Facilities required and the Network Upgrades necessary to address short circuit issues associated with the Interconnection Facilities.  The stability and steady state studies would identify necessary upgrades to allow full output of the proposed Generating Facility’s Maximum Injection Capability and would also identify the maximum allowed output, at the time the study is performed, of the interconnecting Generating Facility without requiring additional Network Upgrades.
3.2.2	Network Resource Interconnection Service.
3.2.2.1	The Product.  Transmission Provider must conduct the necessary studies and the Transmission Owner construct the Network Upgrades needed to integrate the Generating Facility in the same manner as all other Network Resources.  Network Resource Interconnection Service allows Interconnection Customer's Generating Facility to be designated as a Network Resource, up to the Generating Facility's full Network Resource Deliverability, on the same basis as existing Network Resources interconnected to Transmission Provider's Transmission System, and to be studied as a Network Resource on the assumption that such a designation will occur.

3.2.2.2	The Study.  The Interconnection Study for Network Resource Interconnection Service shall assure that Interconnection Customer's Generating Facility meets the requirements for Network Resource Interconnection Service and as a general matter, that such Generating Facility's interconnection is also studied with Transmission System at peak load, under a variety of severely stressed conditions, to determine whether, with the Generating Facility at full Network Resource Deliverability, the aggregate of generation in the local area can be delivered to the aggregate of load within the same Deliverability Area of the Transmission System as the generator, consistent with Applicable Reliability Standards.  This approach assumes that some portion of existing Network Resources are displaced by the output of Interconnection Customer's Generating Facility.  Network Resource Interconnection Service in and of itself does not convey any right to deliver electricity to any specific customer or Point of Delivery.  Transmission Provider may also study the Transmission System under non-peak load conditions.  However, upon request by Interconnection Customer,  Transmission Provider must explain in writing to Interconnection Customer why the study of non-peak load conditions is required for reliability purposes.  
3.3 	Utilization of Surplus Interconnection Service.
An Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA may make Surplus Interconnection Service available at an existing Point of Interconnection substation utilizing the process outlined in this Section 3.3.  The Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA or one of its affiliates shall have priority to utilize Surplus Interconnection Service.  If an Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA or one of its affiliates does not exercise its priority, then an Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA may make the service available to other potential Interconnection Customers. Surplus Interconnection Service requested must be less than or equal to the amount of Surplus Interconnection Service made available by the Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA and cannot exceed the total Interconnection Service already provided by the Interconnection Customer’s GIA. 
For the purposes of an Interconnection Customer making available or requesting Surplus Interconnection Service, references to the current Interconnection Customer or a currently effective GIA shall also include any generator which interconnected to Transmission Provider’s system prior to when the transmission facilities where the generator is connected was included in this Tariff.  The entity requesting Surplus Interconnection Service, or the entity making such Surplus Interconnection Service available, shall provide to Transmission Provider the information necessary to verify the original interconnection service available in lieu of a GIA.  This may be in the form of a currently-effective GIA, or if no currently-effective GIA exists, the original interconnection agreement, studies, Network Integration Transmission Service Agreement, or other technical information.  Transmission Provider may request any additional information necessary to evaluate the request for Surplus Interconnection Service in accordance with this Section 3.3. 
Surplus Interconnection Service is only available up to the amount that can be accommodated without requiring additional Network Upgrades, unless (a) those additional Network Upgrades are either (1) located at the Point of Interconnection substation and at the same voltage level as the Generating Facility with an effective GIA, or (2) are System Protection Facilities; and (b) there are no material adverse impacts on the cost or timing of any Interconnection Requests pending at the time the Surplus Interconnection Service request is submitted. 
3.3.1 	Initiating a Request for Surplus Interconnection Service.
A request for Surplus Interconnection Service may be submitted by the Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA or the entity that wants to utilize Surplus Interconnection Service.
3.3.1.1	To initiate a request for Surplus Interconnection Service, the Interconnection Customer to the effective GIA shall notify Transmission Provider and provide the following information in writing:
1.	The Queue Position number associated with the existing Interconnection Service.
2.	The amount of Surplus Interconnection Service to be made available in megawatts.
3.	The period(s) of time when Surplus Interconnection Service will be available.
4.	The conditions under which Surplus Interconnection Service at the Point of Interconnection may be used.
5.	Whether the Interconnection Customer intends to use the Surplus Interconnection Service for itself, for one of its affiliates, or to make it available to an un-affiliated Interconnection Customer. 
6.	Name, address, telephone number, and email address of Interconnection Customer’s contact person.
3.3.1.2	The entity wishing to utilize Surplus Interconnection Service shall submit a request to Transmission Provider and provide the following in writing:
1.	The Point of Interconnection associated with the existing Interconnection Service and if known, the Queue Position number.  
2.	The amount of Surplus Interconnection Service capacity requested in megawatts.
a.	Type of service requested: Energy Resource Interconnection Service or Network Resource Interconnection Service, if the existing service is also Network Resource Interconnection Service.
3.	Preliminary one-line diagram of the proposed Generating Facility showing how it will connect to the existing Point of Interconnection substation.  
4.	Proposed Commercial Operation Date (day, month, and year).
5.	Name, address, telephone number, and email address of Interconnection Customer’s contact person.
6.	Information demonstrating that the Interconnection Customer with an effective GIA agrees with allowing the surplus request to proceed. 
3.3.2	Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement.
Within five (5) Business Days following the request for Surplus Interconnection Service, Transmission Provider shall provide to the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer a non-binding good faith estimate of the cost and timeframe for completing the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study and tender a Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement to the Surplus Interconnection Service Interconnection Customer.  The Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement shall provide that Surplus Interconnection Service Customer shall compensate Transmission Provider for the actual cost of the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study.  The Surplus Interconnection Service Customer shall deliver the executed Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement to Transmission Provider together with the required technical data along with a study deposit equal to $60,000.  The initial $60,000 deposit will be applied towards the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study cost.  If the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer’s share of the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study costs exceed $60,000, then Surplus Interconnection Customer will be responsible for this excess cost.  If the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer’s share of the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study cost is less than $60,000, the difference shall be refunded to the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer.
3.3.3	Surplus Interconnection Service Queue.
Transmission Provider shall assign a Surplus Interconnection Service Queue Position based upon the date and time of receipt from the Interconnection Customer of the completed and executed Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement, study deposit, and all required technical data and models.  The Surplus Interconnection Service Queue Position will be used to determine the order of performing the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study. A higher queued Surplus Interconnection Service Request is one that has been placed “earlier” in the queue in relation to another Surplus Interconnection Service Request that is lower queued.
3.3.4	Surplus Interconnection Service Studies 
3.3.4.1	Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study.
The Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study shall consist of reactive power, short circuit/fault duty, stability analyses, and any other appropriate studies.  Steady-state (thermal/voltage) analyses may be performed as necessary to ensure that all required reliability conditions are studied.  If the existing Interconnection Service was not studied under off-peak conditions, off-peak steady state analyses shall be performed to the required level necessary to demonstrate reliable operation of the Surplus Interconnection Service.  If the original system impact study is not available for the Surplus Interconnection Service, both off-peak and peak analysis may need to be performed for the Existing Generating Facility associated with the request for Surplus Interconnection Service.  The reactive power, short circuit/fault duty, stability, and steady-state analyses for Surplus Interconnection Service will identify any additional Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades necessary.  Transmission Provider may waive any or all of the additional studies if it determines that there is no reasonable expectation that the Surplus Interconnection Service will negatively impact the reliability of the Transmission System or that no additional Interconnection Facilities or Network Upgrades will be identified in the study. 
Transmission Provider will use reasonable efforts to complete the Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study for a Surplus Interconnection Service Request within sixty (60) Calendar Days of receipt from the Interconnection Customer of a completed and executed Surplus Interconnection Service Impact Study Agreement, study deposit, and all required technical data and models.  The Transmission Provider will notify the Surplus Interconnection Customer if it anticipates that the impact studies will not be completed within the required time and will provide an estimate of the expected date of completion.  
3.3.4.2	Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study.
If additional Interconnection Facilities, Network Upgrades located at the Point of Interconnection substation and same voltage level as the Generating Facility with an effective GIA, or System Protection Facilities are identified as being required to support the requested Surplus Interconnection Service, Transmission Provider will assign a Surplus Interconnection Facilities Queue Position and tender a Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study Agreement to the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer simultaneously with the delivery of the Surplus Interconnection System Impact Study to Interconnection Customer.  The Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study Agreement shall provide that Surplus Interconnection Service Customer shall compensate Transmission Provider for the actual cost of the Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study.  Within five (5) Business Days following the assignment of a Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Queue Position, Transmission Provider shall provide to Surplus Interconnection Service Customer a non-binding good faith estimate of the cost and timeframe for completing the Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study.  Surplus Interconnection Service Customer shall within thirty (30) Calendar Days after receipt, execute and provide to Transmission Provider the Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study Agreement, together with the required technical data along with a study deposit of $15,000.  This study deposit is in addition to any amount provided in Section 3.3.2 of the GIP. 
If the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer’s share of the Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study costs exceed $15,000, then Surplus Interconnection Service Customer will be responsible for this excess cost.  If the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer’s share of the Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study cost is less than $15,000, the difference shall be refunded to the Surplus Interconnection Service Customer.
The Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study will be conducted in accordance with the requirements for an Interconnection Facilities Study specified in Section 8 of the GIP. 	 
3.3.5	Surplus Interconnection Service Agreement.
If Transmission Provider determines that (a) no additional impact studies are required, (b) determines that there are no impacts requiring additional Interconnection Facilities, System Protection Facilities or Network Upgrades or (c) posts a final Surplus Interconnection Service Facilities Study report, then Transmission Provider will tender a draft agreement for Surplus Interconnection Service pursuant to the procedures in Section 11 of the GIP.  The Interconnection Customer to the effective GIA that made the Surplus Interconnection Service available, Surplus Interconnection Service Customer, Transmission Owner and Transmission Provider will be parties to the agreement for Surplus Interconnection Service.
3.4	Valid Interconnection Request.
3.4.1	DISIS Queue Cluster Window and Priority Requests.
Transmission Provider shall accept Interconnection Requests for Definitive Interconnection System Impact Studies during the DISIS Queue Cluster Window.  Each DISIS Queue Cluster Window will be eleven (11) calendar months in duration.  Following the close of the DISIS Queue Cluster Window, there shall be a one (1) calendar month DISIS Review Period to resolve any deficiencies in Interconnection Requests received during the DISIS Queue Cluster Window. Each subsequent DISIS Queue Cluster Window will begin on the first day of the next calendar month after the end of the previous DISIS Review Period.  Following the DISIS Review Period, Transmission Provider shall complete the study of valid Interconnection Requests within the DISIS Queue in accordance with the timeline specified in Section 8.5 of the GIP.  Transmission Provider shall simultaneously study two or more valid Interconnection Requests within the DISIS Queue on the basis of geographic location and proposed electrical interconnection as specified in the Interconnection Requests in a non-discriminatory manner without regard to the nature of the underlying Interconnection Service, whether Energy Resource Interconnection Service or Network Resource Interconnection Service (“Cluster Study”).  
Transmission Provider shall accept Priority Requests at any time. Transmission Provider shall study Priority Requests according to Queue Priority.
Transmission Provider may study an Interconnection Request separately to the extent warranted by Good Utility Practice based upon the electrical remoteness of the proposed Generating Facility.  Transmission Provider shall study individual Interconnection Requests within the DISIS Queue not included within a Cluster Study based upon Queue Position without regard to the nature of the underlying Interconnection Service, whether Energy Resource Interconnection Service or Network Resource Interconnection Service.
3.4.2	Initiating an Interconnection Request.
To initiate an Interconnection Request, Interconnection Customer must satisfy the requirements in Section 8.2 of the GIP.  Interconnection Customers seeking Priority Processing must also satisfy the additional requirements in Section 3.11.
3.4.3	Acknowledgment of Interconnection Request.
Transmission Provider shall acknowledge receipt of the Interconnection Request within five (5) Business Days of receipt of the request.
3.4.4	Deficiencies in Interconnection Request.
An Interconnection Request will not be considered to be a valid request until all items in Section 8.2 and, for Priority Requests, Section 3.11 of the GIP have been received by Transmission Provider. At any time, if Transmission Provider finds that the technical data provided by Interconnection Customer is incomplete or contains errors, Interconnection Customer and Transmission Provider shall work expeditiously and in good faith to remedy such issues.  In the event that Interconnection Customer fails to comply with this Section 3.4.4 of this GIP, Transmission Provider shall deem the Interconnection Request withdrawn (without the cure period provided under Section 3.7 of this GIP), the application fee is forfeited to Transmission Provider, and the study deposit and Financial Security One deposit shall be returned to Interconnection Customer subject to the provisions for refund in Section 8.14 of this GIP.
3.4.5	Scoping Meeting.
After the receipt of a valid Interconnection Request, either Interconnection Customer, Transmission Owner or Transmission Provider may request to hold a Scoping Meeting, and such meeting shall be held on a date mutually agreed upon by the Parties.
The purpose of the Scoping Meeting shall be to discuss alternative interconnection options, to exchange information including any transmission data and earlier study evaluations that would reasonably be expected to impact such interconnection options, to discuss the DISIS materials posted to OASIS pursuant to Section 3.5 of this GIP, if applicable, and to analyze such information and to determine the potential feasible Points of Interconnection.  Transmission Provider, Transmission Owner and Interconnection Customer shall provide such technical data, including, but not limited to: (i) general facility loadings, (ii) general instability issues, (iii) general short circuit issues, (iv) general voltage issues, and (v) general reliability issues as may be reasonably required to accomplish the purpose of the meeting.  Transmission Provider, Transmission Owner and Interconnection Customer will also make available personnel and other resources as may be reasonably required to accomplish the purpose of the meeting in the time allocated for the meeting.  On the basis of the meeting, Interconnection Customer shall designate its Point of Interconnection, pursuant to Section 8.2 of the GIP.  The duration of the meeting shall be sufficient to accomplish its purpose.
3.4.6	Environmental Review.

In the event the Interconnection Request will result in an interconnection to, or modification to, the transmission facilities of Western-UGP, the  Interconnection Request shall be subject to an Environmental Review as described in Section 8.6.1 of the GIP. The Interconnection Customer may request that the Environment Review begin any time after the Interconnection Request is accepted. 
3.5	OASIS Posting.
3.5.1	OASIS Posting
Transmission Provider will maintain on its OASIS a list of all Interconnection Requests.  The list will identify, for each Interconnection Request:  (i) the maximum summer and winter megawatt electrical output; (ii) the location by county and state; (iii) the station or transmission line or lines where the interconnection will be made; (iv) the projected In-Service Date; (v) the status of the Interconnection Request, including Queue Position; (vi) the type of Interconnection Service being requested; (vii) the availability of any studies related to the Interconnection Request; (viii) the date of the Interconnection Request; (ix) the type of Generating Facility to be constructed; (x) for Interconnection Requests that have not resulted in a completed interconnection, an explanation as to why it was not completed; and (xi) for a Generating Facility Replacement, the planned date of cessation of operation for the Existing Generating Facility or actual date if the Existing Generating Facility already has ceased commercial operations, the expected Commercial Operation Date of the replacement facility and requested Interconnection Service.  For requests submitted after the effective date of this GIP, the list will also identify the proposed Nameplate Capacity, the requested Maximum Injection Capability, and the requested Network Resource Deliverability. The list will not disclose the identity of Interconnection Customer until Interconnection Customer executes a GIA or requests that Transmission Provider file an unexecuted GIA with FERC.  Transmission Provider shall post to its OASIS site any deviations from the study timelines set forth herein.  Interconnection Study reports and Re-Study reports shall be posted to Transmission Provider's OASIS site subsequent to the meeting between Interconnection Customer and Transmission Provider to discuss the applicable study results.  Transmission Provider shall also post any known deviations in the Generating Facility's In-Service Date.
3.5.2	Requirement to Post Interconnection Study Metrics
Transmission Provider will maintain on its OASIS, or its website, summary statistics related to processing Interconnection Studies pursuant to Interconnection Requests, updated quarterly. If Transmission Provider posts this information on its website, a link to the information must be provided on Transmission Provider’s OASIS site. For each calendar quarter, Transmission Providers must calculate and post the information detailed below in Sections 3.5.2.1 through 3.5.2.4 of this GIP. 
3.5.2.1	Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Phase One processing time.
(A) Number of DISIS Phase One studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter,
(B) Number of DISIS Phase One studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter that were completed more than sixty (60) Calendar Days after the close of the DISIS Review Period as described in Section 8.5 of the GIP,
(C) At the end of the reporting quarter, the number of ongoing incomplete DISIS Phase One studies where such DISIS Phase One studies were still incomplete more than sixty (60) Calendar Days after the close of the DISIS Review Period as described in Section 8.5 of the GIP before the reporting quarter end,
(D) Mean time (in days), each DISIS Phase One studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the date when Transmission Provider commenced DISIS Phase One to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed DISIS Phase One study report,
(E) Mean time (in days), DISIS Phase One studies were completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the close of the DISIS Review Period to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed DISIS Phase One study report to Interconnection Customer,
(F) Percentage of DISIS Phase One studies exceeding sixty (60) Calendar Days after the close of the DISIS Review Period to complete this reporting quarter, calculated as the sum of Section 3.5.2.1(B) and Section 3.5.2.1(C) divided by the sum of Section 3.5.2.1(A) and Section 3.5.2.1(C) of this GIP.
3.5.2.2	Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Phase Two processing time.
(A) Number of DISIS Phase Two studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter,
(B) Number of DISIS Phase Two studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter that were completed more than one hundred twenty (120) Calendar Days after the end of DP1 as described in Section 8.5 of the GIP,
(C) At the end of the reporting quarter, the number of ongoing incomplete DISIS Phase Two studies where such DISIS Phase Two studies were still incomplete more than one hundred twenty (120) Calendar Days after the end of DP1 as described in Section 8.5 of the GIP before the reporting quarter end,
(D) Mean time (in days), each DISIS Phase Two studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the date when Transmission Provider end of DP1 as described in Section 8.5 of the GIP to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study,
(E) Percentage of DISIS Phase Two studies exceeding one hundred twenty (120) Calendar Days after the end of DP1 to complete this reporting quarter, calculated as the sum of Section 3.5.2.2(B) and Section 3.5.2.2(C) divided by the sum of Section 3.5.2.2(A) and Section 3.5.2.2(C) of this GIP.
3.5.2.3	DISIS Restudies Processing Time.
(A) Number of Interconnection Requests that had DISIS Restudies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter,
(B) Number of Interconnection Requests that had DISIS Restudies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter that were completed more than sixty days (60) Calendar Days after Transmission Provider notifies Interconnection Customers in the Cluster that a DISIS Restudy is required pursuant to Section 8.8 of this GIP,
(C) At the end of the reporting quarter, the number of active valid Interconnection Requests with ongoing incomplete DISIS Restudies where Transmission Provider notified Interconnection Customers in the Cluster that a DISIS Restudy is required pursuant to Section 8.8 of this GIP more than sixty (60) Calendar Days before the reporting quarter end,
(D) Mean time (in days), DISIS Restudies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the date when Transmission Provider notifies Interconnection Customers in the Cluster that a DISIS Restudy is required pursuant to Section 8.8 of this GIP to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed DISIS Restudy Report to Interconnection Customer,
(E) Mean time (in days), DISIS Restudies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the close of the Cluster Request Window to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed DISIS Restudy Report to Interconnection Customer,	 
(F) Percentage of DISIS Restudies exceeding sixty (60) Calendar Days to complete this reporting quarter, calculated as the sum of Section 3.5.2.3(B) and Section 3.5.2.3(C) divided by the sum of Section 3.5.2.3(A) and Section 3.5.2.3(C) of this GIP.
3.5.2.4	Interconnection Facilities Studies processing time.
(A) Number of Interconnection Facilities Studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter,
(B) Number of Interconnection Facilities Studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter that were completed more than sixty (60) Calendar Days after the end of DP2,
(C) At the end of the reporting quarter, the number of ongoing incomplete Interconnection Facilities Studies where such Interconnection Facilities Studies were still incomplete more than sixty (60) Calendar Days after the close of DP2,
(D) Mean time (in days), each Interconnection Facilities Study completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, calculated from the end of DP2,
(E) Mean time (in days), Interconnection Facilities Studies completed within Transmission Provider’s coordinated region during the reporting quarter, from the close of the DISIS Review Period to the date when Transmission Provider provided the completed Interconnection Facilities Study to Interconnection Customer,
(F) Percentage of delayed Interconnection Facilities Studies this reporting quarter, calculated as the sum of Sections 3.5.2.4(B) and 3.5.2.4(C) divided by the sum of Sections 3.5.2.4(A) and 3.5.2.4(C) of this GIP.
3.5.2.5 Interconnection Service Requests withdrawn from interconnection queue.
(A) Number of Interconnection Service requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue during the reporting quarter,
(B) Number of Interconnection Service requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue during the reporting quarter before completion of any Interconnection Studies or execution of any Interconnection Study Agreements,
(C) Number of Interconnection Service requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue during the reporting quarter before completion of a Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study,
(D) Number of Interconnection Service requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue during the reporting quarter before completion of an Interconnection Facility Study,
(E) Number of Interconnection Service requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue after completion of an Interconnection Facilities Study but before execution of a GIA or Interconnection Customer requests the filing of an unexecuted, new GIA,
(F) Number of Interconnection Requests withdrawn from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue after execution of a GIA or Interconnection Customer requests the filing of an unexecuted, new GIA.
(G) Mean time (in days), for all withdrawn Interconnection Service requests, from the date when the request was determined to be valid to when Transmission Provider received the request to withdraw from the queue.
3.5.3 	Transmission Provider is required to post on OASIS or its website the measures in Section 3.5.2.1(A) through Section 3.5.2.5(F) for each calendar quarter within thirty (30) Calendar Days of the end of the calendar quarter. Transmission Provider will keep the quarterly measures posted on OASIS or its website for three (3) calendar years with the first required report to be in the first quarter of 2020.  If Transmission Provider retains this information on its website, a link to the information must be provided on Transmission Provider’s OASIS site.
3.5.4 	In the event that any of the values calculated in Sections 3.5.2.1(E), 3.5.2.2(E) or 3.5.2.3(E) exceeds twenty-five (25%) percent for two (2) consecutive calendar quarters, Transmission Provider will have to comply with the measures below for the next four (4) consecutive calendar quarters and must continue reporting this information until Transmission Provider reports four (4) consecutive calendar quarters without the values calculated in Sections 3.5.2.1(E), 3.5.2.2(E) or 3.5.2.3(E) exceeding twenty-five (25%) percent for two (2) consecutive calendar quarters: 
(i) Transmission Provider must submit a report to the Commission describing the reason for each DISIS Study, DISIS Restudy, or individual Interconnection Facilities Study pursuant to one or more Interconnection Request(s) that exceeded its deadline (i.e., 120 or 60 Calendar Days) for completion.  Transmission Provider must describe the reasons for each study delay and any steps taken to remedy these specific issues and, if applicable, prevent such delays in the future.  The report must be filed at the Commission within forty-five (45) Calendar Days of the end of the calendar quarter.
(ii) Transmission Provider shall aggregate the total number of employee-hours and third party consultant hours expended towards Interconnection Studies within its coordinated region that quarter and post on OASIS or its website.  If Transmission Provider posts this information on its website, a link to the information must be provided on Transmission Provider’s OASIS site.  This information is to be posted within thirty (30) Calendar Days of the end of the calendar quarter. 
3.6	Coordination with Affected Systems.
Except for the JTIQ Upgrade process described in Sections 3.6.4 of the GIP, Transmission Provider will coordinate the conduct of any studies required to determine the impact of the Interconnection Request on Affected Systems with Affected System Operators.  Interconnection Customer will cooperate with Transmission Provider and Affected System Operator in all matters related to the conduct of studies and the determination of modifications to Affected Systems.  
[bookmark: Oversight2]A Transmission Provider whose system may be impacted by a proposed interconnection on another transmission provider’s transmission system shall cooperate with transmission provider with whom interconnection has been requested in all matters related to the conduct of studies and the determination of modifications to Transmission Provider’s Transmission System.
3.6.1	Initial Notification.
Transmission Provider must notify Affected System Operator of a potential Affected System impact caused by an Interconnection Request within ten (10) Business Days of the completion of the DISIS or Priority System Impact Study, as applicable.  Provided, however, the Affected System Operator is either Midcontinent Independent System Operator, Inc. (“MISO”) or Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. (“AECI”) the initial notification requirements set forth in the applicable Joint Operating Agreement between Transmission Provider and MISO or AECI applies.
At the time of initial notification, Transmission Provider must provide Interconnection Customer with a list of potential Affected Systems, along with relevant contact information.
3.6.2 	Notification of DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy.
Transmission Provider must notify Affected System Operator of a DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy concurrently with its notification of such DISIS Restudy to Interconnection Customers.  

3.6.3 	Notification of DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy Completion.
Upon the completion of Transmission Provider’s DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy, Transmission Provider will notify Affected System Operator of a potential Affected System impact caused by an Interconnection Request within ten (10) Business Days of the completion of the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy, regardless of whether that potential Affected System impact was previously identified.  At the time of the notification of the completion of the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy to the Affected System Operator, Transmission Provider must provide Interconnection Customer with a list of potential Affected System Operators, along with relevant contact information.   

[bookmark: _Hlk159407671]3.6.4	JTIQ Provisions
A. 	Impacts to JTIQ Upgrades
Transmission Provider will use the criteria described in Section 9.4.2(d)(ii) of the MISO-SPP JOA to determine whether an SPP Interconnection Request has an impact on one or more of the JTIQ Upgrades. 
1)	SPP Interconnection Requests that are determined to have an impact on one or more of the JTIQ Upgrades will be allocated a portion of the cost of a portfolio of JTIQ Upgrades pursuant to Section IV of Attachment AV of this Tariff based on the amount of Interconnection Service requested. Transmission Provider will identify the impacting Interconnection Requests and associated cost allocated to each Interconnection Request in the applicable Interconnection Study reports. Impacts to MISO facilities other than the JTIQ Upgrades will be determined pursuant to the provisions of Section 3.6.4(B) of this GIP.
2)	SPP Interconnection Requests that are determined not to have an impact on one or more of the JTIQ Upgrades will not be allocated any portion of the cost of a portfolio of JTIQ Upgrades, and will be subject to the following provisions:
	a)	Such SPP Interconnection Requests with Points of Interconnection located in DISIS group 4 or 5, as defined in SPP Business Practice 7250, will be evaluated pursuant to the provisions of Section 3.6 to determine their impact to MISO facilities other than the JTIQ Upgrades.
	b)	Such SPP Interconnection Requests with Points of Interconnection located in a group other than DISIS group 4 or 5, as defined in SPP Business Practice 7250, will be evaluated pursuant to the provisions of Section 3.6.4(B) of this GIP to determine their impact to MISO facilities other than the JTIQ Upgrades.
3)	When the Transmission Provider, in coordination with MISO and pursuant to the provisions of Section 9.4.2(e)(iii) of the MISO-SPP JOA, determines that the JTIQ Upgrades are likely to exceed the Target MW Value as defined in Attachment AV of this Tariff upon completion of the current study cycle, a supplemental affected system study shall be conducted pursuant to the provisions of Section 9.4.3 of the MISO-SPP JOA in lieu of the procedure described in Subsection (B) of this Section 3.6.4. The costs of upgrades identified through the supplemental affected system study will be assigned to the impacting Interconnection Request(s) pursuant to the cost allocation provision of the MISO Tariff. The Transmission Provider, in coordination with MISO, shall establish a cost criterion in dollars per megawatt ($/MW) pursuant to Section 9.4.2(e)(iii)(a)ii.b and  9.4.2(e)(iii)(a)ii.c of the MISO-SPP JOA. Where the costs assigned to an Interconnection Request for upgrades identified through the supplemental affected system study that are located outside the local facilities of MISO as defined in Subsection (B) of this Section 3.6.4 exceed the cost criterion, the Interconnection Request shall be exempt from charges for the JTIQ Upgrades.  Otherwise, the Interconnection Request shall be obligated to pay a portion of the JTIQ Upgrade cost as provided in Subsection (1) of this Section 3.6.4. 
B.	Impacts to MISO Facilities Other than JTIQ Upgrades
This Section 3.6.4(B) applies only to those SPP Interconnection Requests described in Section 3.6.4(A)(1), Section 3.6.4(A)(2)(b), and Section 3.6.4(A)(3) of this GIP.  During the course of the DISIS and PSIS, Transmission Provider will monitor the local facilities of MISO, comprised of those facilities that are both (i) near the MISO-SPP border as determined by the table below, and (ii) affected by one or more Interconnection Requests being evaluated in the DISIS or PSIS having a distribution factor of at least ten percent (10%) on the MISO facilities near the MISO-SPP border described in (i). 
	Nominal Operating Voltage of MISO Facilities
	MISO Facilities to be Monitored

	Less than 200 kV
	Facilities within five (5) substations of an SPP substation

	Between 200 kV and 300 kV, inclusive
	Facilities within two (2) substations of an SPP substation

	Greater than 300 kV
	Facilities within one (1) substation of an SPP substation



Transmission Provider, in coordination with MISO and its transmission owners, will formulate a mitigation plan to alleviate constraints on the local facilities of MISO that are identified during the respective DISIS and PSIS  processes. Mitigations may include new Affected System upgrades. The cost of new Affected System upgrades identified by Transmission Provider and MISO through the process in this subsection (B) will be assigned to the SPP Interconnection Request(s) pursuant to the cost allocation process in Section 4.2.2 of this Attachment V.
3.7	Withdrawal.
Interconnection Customer may withdraw its Interconnection Request at any time by written notice of such withdrawal to Transmission Provider.  In addition, if Interconnection Customer fails to adhere to all requirements of this GIP, except as provided in Section 13.5 (Disputes), Transmission Provider shall deem the Interconnection Request to be withdrawn and shall provide written notice to Interconnection Customer of the deemed withdrawal and an explanation of the reasons for such deemed withdrawal.  Upon receipt of such written notice, Interconnection Customer shall have fifteen (15) Business Days in which to either respond with information or actions that cures the deficiency or to notify Transmission Provider of its intent to pursue Dispute Resolution.
Withdrawal shall result in the loss of Interconnection Customer's Queue Position, as applicable, and may result in the forfeiture of Financial Security deposits provided in Sections 8.2, 8.5.1, and 8.5.2 of the GIP, as applicable, subject to the Financial Security provisions in Section 8.14 of the GIP.  If an Interconnection Customer disputes the withdrawal and loss of its Queue Position, then during Dispute Resolution, Interconnection Customer's Interconnection Request is eliminated from the applicable Queue until such time that the outcome of Dispute Resolution would restore its Queue Position. An Interconnection Customer that withdraws or is deemed to have withdrawn its Interconnection Request shall pay to Transmission Provider all costs that Transmission Provider prudently incurs with respect to that Interconnection Request prior to Transmission Provider's receipt of notice described above.  Interconnection Customer must pay all monies due to Transmission Provider before it is allowed to obtain any Interconnection Study data or results.
If Interconnection Customer withdraws its Interconnection Request or is deemed withdrawn by Transmission Provider under Section 3.7 of this GIP, Transmission Provider shall (i) update the OASIS list of Interconnection Requests and (ii) retain Interconnection Customer’s Financial Securities consistent with Section 8.14 of this GIP; and (iii) refund to Interconnection Customer any portion of Interconnection Customer's deposit or study payments that exceeds the costs that Transmission Provider has incurred, including interest earned in the interest-bearing account in which Transmission Provider shall have deposited such amount.  In the event of such withdrawal, Transmission Provider, subject to the confidentiality provisions of Section 13.1 of this GIP, shall provide, at Interconnection Customer's request, all information that Transmission Provider developed for any completed study conducted up to the date of withdrawal of the Interconnection Request.
3.8	Identification of Contingent Facilities. 
Contingent Facilities, which may include JTIQ Upgrades, shall be identified at the conclusion of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study and again at the conclusion of the Interconnection Facilities Study and included in Interconnection Customer’s GIA or Interim GIA, as applicable.  Transmission Provider shall also provide, upon request of Interconnection Customer, the estimated Interconnection Facility and/or Network Upgrade costs and estimated in-service completion time of each identified Contingent Facility when this information is readily available and not commercially sensitive.
Prior to assigning cost allocation for new upgrades pursuant to Section 4.2.2 of the GIP, Transmission Provider will first mitigate constraints seen in the study process with Network Upgrades that are part of the current SPP Transmission Expansion Plan as well as with Network Upgrades that are not yet approved, but are currently assigned to active prior-queued Interconnection Requests.
For each Network Upgrade identified, the average incremental power flow impact of each Interconnection Request in the Cluster Study or Priority System Impact Study, as defined in Section 4.2.2 of the GIP, shall be determined using each seasonal model available for the Cluster Study or Priority System Impact Study period during which the generating facility associated with the Interconnection Request is most likely to be generating at nameplate capacity, after the Date Upgrade Needed, as defined in Section 4.2.2 of the GIP, of such upgraded facility.  Each impact amount shall be determined by first establishing a set of initial seasonal Base Case power flow models that excludes flows associated with all requests included in the Cluster Study or Priority System Impact Study.  Then each request will be added to the models and the change in flow across such Network Upgrades shall be determined for each request included in the Cluster Study or Priority System Impact Study.  Dependence on a Network Upgrade shall be assigned to each request having a positive incremental impact on such Network Upgrade with a distribution factor that is greater than or equal to the amounts set forth in Sections 3.8.1 and 3.8.2 below.  Dependence on each Network Upgrade shall be allocated to requests independently.  Incremental flows having a negative impact (counter flow) on a Network Upgrade shall be ignored.
3.8.1	The distribution factor for requests seeking ERIS shall be 20% for all outage-based thermal constraints and 3% for all other constraints.
3.8.2	The distribution factor for requests seeking NRIS shall be 3% for all constraints.
3.9	Additional requirements for Generating Facility Replacement Requests.
3.9.1	Requirements for Replacement Generating Facility Requests.
i) Any Replacement Generating Facility must connect to the Transmission System at the same electrical Point of Interconnection (i.e. same voltage level at the interconnecting substation) as the Existing Generating Facility.
ii) The request for Generating Facility Replacement must be submitted to Transmission Provider by the Interconnection Customer for its Existing Generating Facility at least one (1) year prior to the date that the Existing Generating Facility will cease operation or up to one year after a unit is determined to be in forced outage. The request shall include the planned or actual date of cessation of operation for the Existing Generating Facility and the expected Commercial Operation Date for the Replacement Generating Facility.
iii) The Interconnection Customer shall request only ERIS for the Replacement Generating Facility if the Existing Generating Facility has only ERIS or if the type of service is not specified in a GIA. The request for NRIS for the Replacement Generating Facility, when the Existing Generating Facility has only ERIS, shall be submitted as a separate Interconnection Request and shall proceed through the DISIS in the same manner as an Interconnection Request for a new Generating Facility. The Interconnection Customer may request either ERIS or NRIS for the Replacement Generating Facility if the Existing Generating Facility has NRIS. Requests for ERIS or NRIS that exceed the amount of Interconnection Service for the Existing Generating Facility shall be processed as a new Interconnection Request for the amount of such excess pursuant to Section 3.9.1.iv of this Attachment V to the Tariff.
iv) If the Replacement Generating Facility requires Interconnection Service (MW) in excess of that of the Existing Generating Facility that is being replaced, Interconnection Customer shall initiate a separate request for Interconnection Service in an amount (MW) equal to the excess. Such Interconnection Request shall be assigned a new Queue Position, and proceed through the DISIS in the same manner as an Interconnection Request for a new Generating Facility.
v) If the request for Generating Facility Replacement requests less Interconnection Service (MW) than that of the Existing Generating Facility that is being replaced, the new Interconnection Service may be granted at the reduced amount. 
vi) No request for Generating Facility Replacement may be made until twelve (12) months have elapsed from: (1) the date of any assignment of the Generator Interconnection Agreement applicable to the Existing Generating Facility, or (2) the date of sale or other transfer of such Existing Generating Facility. Upon submission of a request for Generating Facility Replacement, the Interconnection Customer shall not sell or otherwise transfer the Existing Generating Facility, the Replacement Generating Facility, nor assign the applicable Generator Interconnection Agreement until such time as Transmission Provider completes evaluation of the request for Generating Facility replacement unless the Interconnection Customer first withdraws such request for Generating Facility Replacement in writing. In the event that Transmission Provider notifies Interconnection Customer that the request for Generating Facility Replacement has been granted, the prohibition on sale, transfer, or assignment shall be extended in accordance with Section 3.9.5 of this Attachment V. For purposes of this Section 3.9.1 (vi), prohibited assignments include assignments to affiliates pursuant to Article 19.1 of the pro forma Generator Interconnection Agreement or any analogous provision in the applicable GIA.   A transfer, sale, or assignment of the Existing Generating Facility, Replacement Generating Facility, or applicable GIA that violates this Section 3.9.1 (vi) of Attachment V shall void the request for Generating Facility Replacement.
3.9.1.1 Requirements for modification of Replacement Generating Facility Requests. 
The request for Replacement Generating Facility can be modified any time before the evaluation process is complete.
1) If the revised planned date of cessation of operation for the Existing Generating Facility is prior to the planned date of cessation of operation specified in original request, a new request for Replacement Generating Facility must be submitted at least one (1) year prior to the date that the Existing Generating Facility is planned to cease operation.
2) If the revised expected Commercial Operation Date for the Replacement Generating Facility is after the expected Commercial Operation Date for the Replacement Generating Facility in the original request, a new request for Replacement Generating Facility must be submitted at least one (1) year prior to the date that the Existing Generating Facility is planned to cease operation.
3.9.2	Evaluation Process for Generating Facility Replacement Requests.
Transmission Provider will evaluate Generating Facility Replacement requests in the order in which they are submitted.  The evaluation will consist of two studies: i) a Replacement Impact Study as set forth in Section 3.9.2.1 of the GIP, and ii) a Reliability Assessment Study as set forth in Section 3.9.2.2 of the GIP.  
Transmission Provider shall use Reasonable Efforts to complete the Replacement Impact Study and Reliability Assessment Study and share results with the Interconnection Customer within one hundred eighty (180) Calendar Days of the request.
3.9.2.1 Generating Facility Replacement—Replacement Impact Study.
The Replacement Impact Study will include analyses to determine if the Replacement Generating Facility has a material adverse impact on the Transmission System when compared to the Existing Generating Facility. The Replacement Impact Study may include steady-state (thermal/voltage), reactive power, short circuit/fault duty, and stability analyses, as necessary, to ensure that required reliability conditions are studied. If the Replacement Impact Study identifies any materially adverse impact from operating the Replacement Generating Facility when compared to the Existing Generating Facility, such impacts shall be deemed a Material Modification, and in order to move forward, the Interconnection Customer must submit all information and milestone payments necessary for a valid Interconnection Request for a new Generating Facility pursuant to Section 3.4 of this GIP, be assigned queue priority as of the date such information and milestones are provided, and proceed through the DISIS as an Interconnection Request for a new Generating Facility.  
3.9.2.2 	Generating Facility Replacement—Reliability Assessment Study
The Reliability Assessment Study for the time period between the date that the Existing Generating Facility ceases commercial operations and the Commercial Operation Date of the Replacement Generating Facility shall evaluate the performance of the Transmission System to determine if thermal and/or voltage violations of applicable NERC Standards and applicable planning criteria are caused by removing the Existing Generating Facility from service prior to the Commercial Operation Date of the Replacement Generating Facility. This study shall compare the conditions on the Transmission System that would exist if the Existing Generating Facility is taken offline to the conditions on the Transmission System as they exist when the Existing Generating Facility is online. The scope of Reliability Assessment Study may include stability analysis as necessary. The Existing Generating Facility shall be responsible for mitigating any reliability violation identified in the Reliability Assessment Study and may not cease operations until all mitigations are implemented or are in service. Mitigation for this interim period may, as applicable, include: (i) redispatch/reconfiguration through operator instruction; and (ii) remedial action scheme or any other operating steps depending upon the type of reliability violation identified.
3.9.3	Generating Facility Replacement—Notice to Proceed
Interconnection Customer requesting Generating Facility Replacement shall inform Transmission Provider within thirty (30) Calendar Days after having received results of the Replacement Impact Study and Reliability Assessment Study of its election to proceed and Transmission Provider will initiate an Interconnection Facilities Study or tender a draft GIA.  Failure by the Interconnection Customer to provide an election to proceed within thirty (30) Calendar Days will result in withdrawal of the Interconnection Request pursuant to Section 3.7 of this GIP.
3.9.4 	Scope of Interconnection Facilities Study
Interconnection Facilities Study focusing on the Interconnection Facilities for the Replacement Generating Facility will start, if Transmission Provider determines such a study is necessary, upon Interconnection Customer’s notice to proceed to Transmission Provider after completion of the Replacement Impact Study and the Reliability Assessment Study.  This Interconnection Facilities Study will identify estimates for cost and the time required to construct the Interconnection Facilities.  Transmission Provider shall use Reasonable Efforts to complete this portion of the Interconnection Facilities Study within ninety (90) Calendar Days.
3.9.5	GIA for Generating Facility Replacement.
Transmission Provider shall tender a draft GIA to the Interconnection Customer requesting Generating Facility Replacement within thirty (30) Calendar Days after the Interconnection Customer communicates its election to proceed with Generator Replacement if an Interconnection Facilities Study is not required or within thirty (30) Calendar Days after final Facility Study reports are provided to the Interconnection Customer. The draft GIA shall include appendices describing the timing of Generating Facility Replacement and a condition that the GIA cannot be assigned and the Replacement Generating Facility cannot be transferred to any other Party, including an affiliate of the Interconnection Customer, until such date as the Replacement Generating Facility achieves commercial operation. A transfer, sale, or assignment of the Existing Generating Facility, Replacement Generating Facility, or applicable GIA that violates this Section 3.9.5 shall be void and constitute a material breach of the GIA.
Upon issuance of the draft GIA, the procedures of Section 11 of this Attachment V shall apply. Upon execution of the GIA for the Replacement Generating Facility, Transmission Provider will file with FERC to terminate the GIA for the Existing Generating Facility.
3.10 	Penalties for Failure to Meet Study Deadlines.

(1) Transmission Provider shall be subject to a penalty if it fails to complete a DISIS, DISIS Restudy, Interconnection Facilities Study, Priority System Impact Study, Priority System Impact Restudy, or Affected Systems Study by the applicable deadline set forth in this GIP.  Transmission Provider must pay the penalty for each late DISIS Study, DISIS Restudy, Priority System Impact Study, Priority System Impact Restudy, and Interconnection Facilities Study on a pro rata basis per Interconnection Request to all Interconnection Customer(s) included in the relevant study that did not withdraw, or were not deemed withdrawn, from Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue before the missed study deadline, in proportion to each Interconnection Customers’ final study cost.   Transmission Provider must pay the penalty for a late Affected Systems Study on a pro rata basis per interconnection request to all Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) included in the relevant Affected System Study that did not withdraw, or were not deemed withdrawn, from the host transmission provider’s interconnection queue before the missed study deadline, in proportion to each Interconnection Customers’ final study cost.  The study delay penalty for each late study shall be distributed no later than forty-five (45) Calendar Days after the late study has been completed.  

(2) For penalties assessed in accordance with this Section, the penalty amount will be equal to: $1,000 per Business Day for delays of DISIS and Priority System Impact Study beyond the applicable deadline set forth in this GIP; $2,000 per Business Day for delays of DISIS Restudies and Priority System Impact Restudy beyond the applicable deadline set forth in this GIP; $2,000 per Business Day for delays of Affected System Studies beyond the applicable deadline set forth in this GIP; and $2,500 per Business Day for delays of Interconnection Facilities Studies beyond the applicable deadline set forth in this GIP.  The total amount of a penalty assessed under this Section shall not exceed: (a) one hundred percent (100%) of the initial study deposit(s) received for all of the Interconnection Requests in the Cluster for DISIS and DISIS Restudies; (b) one hundred percent (100%) of the initial study deposit received for the single Interconnection Request in the study for Priority System Impact Studies and Interconnection Facilities Studies; and (c) one hundred percent (100%) of the study deposit(s) that Transmission Provider collects for conducting the Affected System Study.

(3) Transmission Provider may appeal to the Commission any penalties imposed under this Section.  Any such appeal must be filed no later than forty-five (45) Calendar Days after the late study has been completed.  While an appeal to the Commission is pending, Transmission Provider shall remain liable for the penalty, but need not distribute the penalty until forty-five (45) Calendar Days after (1) the deadline for filing a rehearing request has ended, if no requests for rehearing of the appeal have been filed, or (2) the date that any requests for rehearing of the Commission’s decision on the appeal are no longer pending before the Commission.  The Commission may excuse Transmission Provider from penalties under this Section for good cause.

[bookmark: _Hlk139555758](4) No penalty will be assessed under this Section where a study is delayed by ten (10) Business Days or less.  If the study is delayed by more than ten (10) Business Days, the penalty amount will be calculated from the first Business Day Transmission Provider misses the applicable study deadline. 

(5) If (a) Transmission Provider needs to extend the deadline for a particular study subject to penalties under this Section and (b) all Interconnection Customers or Affected System Interconnection Customers included in the relevant study mutually agree to such an extension, the deadline for that study shall be extended thirty (30) Business Days from the original deadline.  In such a scenario, no penalty will be assessed for Transmission Provider missing the original deadline.

(6) No penalties shall be assessed until the third DISIS cycle to begin after the Commission-approved effective date of Transmission Provider’s filing made in compliance with the Final Rule in Docket No. RM22-14-000.

(7) Transmission Provider must maintain on its OASIS or its public website summary statistics related to penalties assessed under this Section, updated quarterly.  For each calendar quarter, Transmission Provider must calculate and post (1) the total amount of penalties assessed under this Section during the previous reporting quarter and (2) the highest penalty assessed under this Section paid to a single Interconnection Customer or Affected System Interconnection Customer during the previous reporting quarter.  Transmission Provider must post on its OASIS or its website these penalty amounts for each calendar quarter within thirty (30) Calendar Days of the end of the calendar quarter.  Transmission Provider must maintain the quarterly measures posted on its OASIS or its website for three (3) calendar years with the first required posting to be the third DISIS cycle to begin after the Commission-approved effective date of Transmission Provider’s filing made in compliance with the Final Rule in Docket No. RM22-14-000.
3.11	Additional Requirements for Priority Processing
To receive Priority Processing, an Interconnection Request must satisfy all the following requirements in addition to the other requirements set forth in this GIP and applicable to the Interconnection Request. For the purpose of this Section 3.11, references to an Existing Generating Facility shall also include generating facilities which have been retired from service for less than five (5) years prior to the date the Priority Request was submitted. 

a.	The Interconnection Customer making the request for Priority Processing must be the owner or an Affiliate of the owner of the Existing Generating Facility at which generating capacity would be increased. If the Existing Generating Facility is jointly-owned, Interconnection Customer must provide evidence that all co-owners consent to the request. 
b.	Site Control for any additional property necessary to increase the generating capacity of an Existing Generating Facility must meet the requirements of Section 8.2(a)(1) of the GIP and Interconnection Customer must demonstrate that any additional facilities will be constructed on the same site as the Existing Generating Facility or on property adjacent to and contiguous with the site of the Existing Generating Facility.
c.	Site Control or additional security in lieu of Site Control for additional Generating Facility Tie Line must meet the requirements of Section 8.2(a)(2) and must be for 100% of the mileage to the Point of Interconnection.
d.	The proposed Point of Interconnection provided pursuant to Section 8.2(c) of the GIP must be the same electrical Point of Interconnection (i.e. same voltage level at the interconnecting substation) as the Existing Generating Facility whose generating capacity would be increased by the Interconnection Request.
e.	The Interconnection Customer must provide evidence that all major equipment has been ordered, and that the manufacturer(s) has indicated delivery can be expected on-or-before the proposed Commercial Operation Date of the Interconnection Request.
f.	The Interconnection Customer must demonstrate that all necessary permits and regulatory certificates have been obtained or that they can reasonably be expected to be obtained prior to the execution of a Generator Interconnection Agreement.
g.	The Interconnection Customer must demonstrate that financing for 100% of the cost of the Generating Facility expansion has been secured. 
h.	The proposed Commercial Operation Date of the Interconnection Request must be within five (5) years of the date the Interconnection Request is submitted to the Transmission Provider.
i.	The requested increase in Maximum Injection Capability at the Point of Interconnection must be less than or equal to 20% of the Maximum Injection Capability of the Existing Generating Facility. 
k.	A second Priority Request shall not be accepted while a Priority Request for the same Existing Generating Facility is still active. A new Priority Request shall not be accepted for the same Existing Generating Facility until twelve (12) months have elapsed from the effective date of an associated Generator Interconnection Agreement resulting from a previous Priority Request at the same Existing Generating Facility.  


Section 4.	Interconnection Request Evaluation Process
Once an Interconnection Customer has submitted a valid Interconnection Request pursuant to Sections 3.4 and 8.2 of this GIP, such Interconnection Request shall become part of Transmission Provider’s interconnection queue for further processing pursuant to the following procedures.
4.1	Queue Position.
4.1.1	Assignment of Queue Position
The Transmission Provider shall assign a Queue Position as follows: the Queue Position within the queue shall be assigned based on the date and time of receipt of all items required pursuant to the provisions of Section 3.4 of this GIP.  All Interconnection Requests submitted and validated in a single DISIS Queue Cluster Window shall be considered equally queued. Priority Requests that have been submitted and validated shall be considered queued ahead of all requests submitted duringa DISIS Queue Cluster Window where the DISIS Phase One study has not yet.
All DISIS Interconnection Requests within the same DISIS Queue Cluster Window shall have equal priority.  Interconnection Requests of a subsequent DISIS Queue Cluster Window that have been previously studied or actively being restudied shall be considered lower-queued in priority.
4.1.2	Higher Queue Position
A higher Queue Position assigned to an Interconnection Request is one that has been placed “earlier” in the DISIS Queue in relation to another Interconnection Request assigned a lower Queue Position. All requests studied in a single Cluster shall be considered equally queued.  Interconnection Customers that are part of Clusters initiated earlier in time shall be considered to have a higher Queue Position than Interconnection Customers that are part of Clusters initiated later in time.
4.2	General Study Process.
4.2.1  DISIS Queue Study Procedures.
Interconnection Studies performed within the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study phase shall be conducted in such a manner to ensure the efficient implementation of the applicable regional transmission expansion plan in light of the Transmission System's capabilities at the time of each study and consistent with Good Utility Practice.  

Transmission Provider may use subgroups in the Interconnection Study process.  The criteria used to define and determine subgroups are included in the “SPP GIP Process and Business Practices” posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS and in SPP Business Practice 7250. 

Transmission Provider shall accept Priority Requests at any time. Transmission Provider shall study Priority Requests according to Queue Priority.
4.2.2  	Cost Allocation for Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades.
The Transmission Provider shall determine each Interconnection Customer’s share of each phase of the  Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study cost by allocating 50% of the applicable study costs to Interconnection Customers pro-rata based on number of Interconnection Requests included in the applicable study phase and by allocating 50% of the applicable study costs to Interconnection Customers pro-rata based on requested Maximum Injection Capability (MW) included in the applicable study phase.  The full study costs for DISIS Phase 1 and DISIS Phase 2 will be shared by all Interconnection Requests which entered each respective study phase.  If Interconnection Customer withdraws its Interconnection Request before or during DP1 or DP2, Interconnection Customer will not be responsible for study costs for subsequent study phases except that any remaining non-refundable portions of the study deposit will be applied in accordance with Section 13.3 of this GIP. Priority Requests shall be allocated one-hundred percent (100%) of the cost of the Priority System Impact Study.
(1)	Priority Requests shall be allocated one-hundred percent (100%) of the cost of Substation Network Upgrades and System Network Upgrades required for their requests.  For Network Upgrades identified in Cluster Studies, the Transmission Provider shall calculate each Interconnection Customer’s share of Network Upgrade costs in the following manner:
(a)  	Substation Network Upgrades, including all switching stations, shall be allocated first per capita to Interconnection Facilities interconnecting to the substation at the same voltage level, and then per capita to each Generating Facility sharing the Interconnection Facility.

(b) 	System Network Upgrades shall be allocated based on the proportional impact of each individual Generating Facility in the DISIS Study on the need for a specific System Network Upgrade.
i.	All System Network Upgrades that are required to provide Interconnection Service for all Interconnection Requests included in a Cluster Study shall be included in a cluster cost allocation assessment group (“CCAAG”).  The cost of each System Network Upgrade component will be allocated to each Interconnection Customer in the CCAAG on a pro-rata impact basis as provided for in paragraph ii below. With regard to the cost allocation, the Transmission Provider shall review all System Network Upgrades and determine the earliest date that each upgrade is required to be in-service in order to provide the requested Interconnection Service (“Date Upgrade Needed”).  
ii.	An allocation of the cost of each System Network Upgrade to each Interconnection Customer shall be determined on a pro-rata basis for the positive incremental power flow impacts of the requested service on such Network Upgrade in proportion to the total of all positive incremental power flow impacts on such System Network Upgrade.  For each System Network Upgrade identified, the average incremental power flow impact of each Interconnection Request in the Cluster Study shall be determined using each seasonal model available for the Cluster Study period during which the generating facility associated with the Interconnection Request is most likely to be generating at Maximum Injection Capability, after the Date Upgrade Needed of such upgraded facility.   Each impact amount shall be determined by first establishing a set of initial seasonal base cases that excludes flows associated with all requests included in the Cluster Study. Then each request will be added to the models and the change in flow across such System Network Upgrades shall be determined for each request included in the Cluster Study.  The cost of a System Network Upgrade allocated to each request shall be proportional to the average positive incremental impact of each request on such System Network Upgrade divided by the total average positive incremental impact of all requests included in the Cluster Study on such Network Upgrade.  The cost of each System Network Upgrade shall be allocated to requests independently.  Incremental flows having a negative impact (counter flow) on a System Network Upgrade shall be ignored.
	
(c) 	An Interconnection Customer that funds Substation Network Upgrades and/or System Network Upgrades shall be entitled to transmission credits as provided in Article 11.5 of the GIA.

[bookmark: _Hlk139617909](2) 	The costs of any needed Interconnection Facilities identified in the Interconnection Study process will be directly assigned to Interconnection Customer(s) using such facilities.  Where Interconnection Customers in the Cluster agree to share Interconnection Facilities, the cost of such Interconnection Facilities shall be allocated based on the number of Generating Facilities sharing use of such Interconnection Facilities on a per capita basis (i.e., on a per Generating Facility basis), unless Parties mutually agree to a different cost sharing arrangement.

4.3	Transferability of Queue Position.
An Interconnection Customer may transfer its Queue Position to another entity only if such entity acquires the specific Generating Facility identified in the Interconnection Request and the Point of Interconnection does not change.
4.4	Modifications.
Interconnection Customer shall submit to Transmission Provider, in writing, modifications to any information provided in the Interconnection Request.  Interconnection Customer shall retain its Queue Position if the modifications are in accordance with Sections 4.4.1, 4.4.3 or 4.4.6 of this GIP, or are determined not to be Material Modifications pursuant to Section 4.4.4 of this GIP.
Notwithstanding the above, during the course of the Interconnection Studies, either Interconnection Customer or Transmission Provider may identify changes to the planned interconnection that may improve the costs and benefits (including reliability) of the interconnection, and the ability of the proposed change to accommodate the Interconnection Request. To the extent the identified changes are acceptable to Transmission Provider and Interconnection Customer, such acceptance not to be unreasonably withheld, Transmission Provider shall modify the Point of Interconnection prior to the end of the DISIS Review Period or prior to the start of the Priority System Impact Study, as applicable, and Interconnection Customer shall retain its Queue Position.
4.4.1	During DP1, modifications to the Interconnection Request permitted under this section shall include specifically: 
(a) 	a decrease of Maximum Injection Capability and/or Network Resource Deliverability (MW) of the proposed project of up to fifty percent (50%) of original requested Maximum Injection Capability or Network Resource Deliverability, through either 
(1) 	a decrease in Nameplate Capacity or 
(2) 	a decrease in Maximum Injection Capability or Network Resource Deliverability (consistent with the process described in Section 3.1 of the GIP) accomplished by applying Transmission Provider-approved injection-limiting equipment; 
(b) 	modifying the technical parameters associated with the Generating Facility technology or the Generating Facility step-up transformer impedance characteristics; 
(c) 	modifying the interconnection configuration; and 
(d) 	a change from Network Resource Interconnection Service to Energy Resource Interconnection Service (effectively reducing Network Resource Deliverability to zero); 
(e) 	a Permissible Technological Advancement for the Generating Facility after the submission of the Interconnection Request.  Section 4.4.6 of the GIP specifies a separate technological change procedure including the requisite information and process that will be followed to assess whether the Interconnection Customer’s proposed technological advancement under Section 4.4.1(e) of the GIP is a Material Modification.  
4.4.2	During DP2, modifications to the Interconnection Request permitted under this section shall include specifically a decrease of Maximum Injection Capability and/or Network Resource Deliverability (MW) of up to ten percent (10%) of the original requested Maximum Injection Capability or Network Resource Deliverability.  For increases in Nameplate Capacity, Maximum Injection Capability, or Network Resource Deliverability, the incremental increase in any of these quantities will go to the end of the queue for the purposes of cost allocation and study analysis.
4.4.3	Prior to making any modification other than those specifically permitted by Sections 4.4.1, 4.4.2, and 4.4.5 of this GIP, Interconnection Customer may first request that Transmission Provider evaluate whether such modification is a Material Modification.  In response to Interconnection Customer's request, Transmission Provider shall evaluate the proposed modifications prior to making them and inform Interconnection Customer in writing of whether the modifications would constitute a Material Modification.  Any change to the Point of Interconnection, except those deemed acceptable under Sections 3.1.2, 4.4.1, and 8.2 of the GIP or so allowed elsewhere, shall constitute a Material Modification.  Interconnection Customer may then withdraw the proposed modification or proceed with a new Interconnection Request for such modification.
4.4.4	Upon receipt of Interconnection Customer's request for modification permitted under this Section 4.4 of the GIP, the Transmission Provider will notify the Interconnection Customer if a study is necessary to determine whether the change is considered a Material Modification.  The Interconnection Customer will provide a study deposit of $60,000 within five (5) Business Days after notification that additional studies are required. Transmission Provider shall commence and perform any necessary additional studies as soon as practicable, but in no event shall Transmission Provider commence such studies later than thirty (30) Calendar Days after receiving notice of Interconnection Customer's request.  Any additional studies resulting from such modification shall be done at Interconnection Customer's cost. Transmission Provider shall describe for the Interconnection Customer any costs incurred to conduct any necessary additional studies, provide its costs to the Interconnection Customer, and either refund any overage or charge for any shortage for costs that exceed the deposit amount. The Transmission Provider will determine whether a request is a Material Modification by conducting steady-state, reactive power, short-circuit/fault duty, and stability analyses. The Transmission Provider may waive any of these analyses if it determines that one or more is not necessary based on the nature of the requested change. The request shall be deemed a Material Modification if the results of the analyses meet the definition of Material Modification as defined in Section 1 of this GIP. Any such request for modification of the Interconnection Request must be accompanied by any resulting updates to the models described in Attachment A to Appendix 1 of this GIP.
[bookmark: _Hlk102394717]4.4.5 	Extensions of less than three (3) cumulative years in the Commercial Operation Date of the Generating Facility to which the Interconnection Request relates are not material and should be handled through construction sequencing.  For purposes of this section, the Commercial Operation Date reflected in the initial Interconnection Request shall be used to calculate the permissible extension prior to Interconnection Customer executing a GIA or requesting that the GIA be filed unexecuted.  After a GIA is executed or requested to be filed unexecuted, the Commercial Operation Date reflected in the GIA shall be used to calculate the permissible extension.  Such cumulative extensions may not exceed three years including both extensions requested after execution of the GIA by Interconnection Customer or the filing of an unexecuted GIA by Transmission Provider and those requested prior to execution of the GIA by Interconnection Customer or the filing of an unexecuted GIA by Transmission Provider.  Extensions of more than three (3) cumulative years of the Commercial Operation Date of the Generating Facility are deemed to be a Material Modification. Extensions of Commercial Operation Date due to circumstances in Section 8.7 of the GIP are applicable to this Section 4.4.5.
4.4.6	Technological Change Procedure.
If an Interconnection Customer seeks to incorporate a technological advancement into its Generating Facility, it should submit a technological advancement request to the Transmission Provider in writing prior to the end of DP2 or prior to the completion of the Priority System Impact Study.  
The technological advancement request must include a description of the proposed advancement and provide details necessary to evaluate whether the proposed advancement is material, including but not limited to, listing the specific parameters in Attachments A and B to Appendix 3 of the GIP that would change as a result of the proposed advancement.
If the proposed technological advancement is a Permissible Technological Advancement or would not change any of the parameters in Attachments A or B to Appendix 3 of the GIP, no study will be necessary and the proposed advancement will not be considered a Material Modification.
The Transmission Provider will evaluate the request pursuant to Section 4.4.4 of this GIP.  Studies conducted for purposes of this Section 4.4.6 of the GIP will be completed in thirty (30) Calendar Days after the Interconnection Customer submits a formal technological advancement request to the transmission provider, provided that the Interconnection Customer has provided the required information and study deposit. 

Section 8.	Definitive Planning Phase
8.1	Generator Interconnection Study Agreement.
The Generator Interconnection Study Agreement shall provide that Interconnection Customer shall compensate Transmission Provider for the actual cost of each phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study, as applicable.  
8.2	Execution of Generator Interconnection Study Agreement.
Interconnection Customer shall execute and deliver the Generator Interconnection Study Agreement to the Transmission Provider prior to close of the DISIS Queue Cluster Window, or for Priority Requests at any time, along with each of the following:
a.	Demonstration of Site Control; 
1.  	Site Control for 100% of the Generating Facility:
Demonstration of Site Control or (1) a signed affidavit from an officer of the company indicating that Site Control is unobtainable due to regulatory limitations as such term is defined by the Transmission Provider; and (2) documentation sufficiently describing and explaining the source and effects of such regulatory limitations, including a description of any conditions that must be met to satisfy the regulatory limitations and the anticipated time by which Interconnection Customer expects to satisfy the regulatory requirements and (3) a deposit in lieu of Site Control of $10,000 per MW, subject to a minimum of $500,000 and a maximum of $2,000,000.  Interconnection Requests from multiple Interconnection Customers for multiple Generating Facilities that share a site must include a contract or other agreement that allows for shared land use,
Specifications for acceptable site size for the purpose of demonstrating Site Control for the Generating Facility are contained in the Guidelines for the SPP GIP Process and Business Practices posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS; Interconnection Customer may propose an alternative site size for Transmission Provider approval. Transmission Provider shall approve a demonstration of Site Control for the Generating Facility with an alternative site size when the Interconnection Customer submits to Transmission Provider a final layout drawing of the Generating Facility that includes at a minimum: (i) the spacing and number of turbines; (ii) the cable requirements to interconnect the individual turbines to the collector substation and the cable requirements from the collector substation to the interconnection substation; (iii) the resistance and impedance measurements of the interconnecting cable and (iv) acknowledgment by Interconnection Customer that the layout drawing is intended to be final and not subsequently substantially changed.  Interconnection Customer may modify the layout drawing of a project until it submits an Interconnection Request into the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Queue (“DISIS Queue”) or for Priority Processing.  Once an Interconnection Request has been submitted in the DISIS Queue or for Priority Processing, and Transmission Provider has approved the final layout drawing and demonstration of Site Control, any subsequent change to the design of the Generating Facility as depicted in the layout drawing will be subject to Section 4.4 of the GIP and will be evaluated to determine whether the change constitutes a Material Modification under Section 4.4 of the GIP.
2.	Site Control for the Generating Facility’s Tie Line:
Reasonable evidence of Site Control for at least fifty percent (50%) (one hundred percent (100%) for Priority Requests) of the mileage of the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line to the Point of Interconnection, or in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line, additional financial security in the amount of $80,000 per line mile of right-of-way. 
If Interconnection Customer elects to provide additional financial security in lieu of evidence of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line, the additional financial security will be considered at risk and subject to the provisions set forth in Section 8.14(b)-(c) of this GIP. If the Interconnection Customer subsequently satisfies the applicable Site Control requirement for the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line, the amount of additional in lieu of financial security will be refunded to the Interconnection Customer.
b.	Study deposit, which shall be one of the following, based on the requested Maximum Injection Capability:
1. 	$35,000 plus $1,000 per MW for Interconnection Requests < 80 MW; or 
2. 	$150,000 for Interconnection Requests ≥ 80 MW < 200 MW; or 
3. 	$250,000 for Interconnection Requests ≥ 200 MW. 
Study deposits for Priority Requests shall be one-hundred fifty percent (150%) of the amounts calculated above.
An Interconnection Request for a Replacement Generating Facility shall be accompanied by a study deposit in the amount of $120,000.
Study deposits provided pursuant to this section shall be applied toward any Interconnection Studies applicable to the Interconnection Request. Twenty percent (20%) of the study deposit shall be non-refundable at the start of DISIS Phase One. Study deposits submitted for Priority Requests shall be 100% non-refundable at the start of the study.
c.	Definitive Point of Interconnection; 
d.	Nameplate Capacity, Maximum Injection Capability, and Network Resource Deliverability (MW) pursuant to Appendix 3, Attachment A of the GIP; 
e.  	Technical information required in Appendix 7 of the GIP, if applicable; and 
f.	Security deposit equal to $4,000/MW ($8,000/MW for Priority Requests) of the requested Maximum Injection Capability (“Financial Security One”).  
g.	Application fee, initially set at $10,000, to be adjusted in accordance with the inflation calculator located at the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics website. The inflation adjustment shall be calculated from the original application fee amount of $10,000, January 2024, to the most up-to-date data available at the time the inflation calculation takes place, where such amount will be rounded to the nearest $100 and posted on the Transmission Provider’s website. The Transmission Provider shall post an application fee once every three years, with the first posting on or after January 1, 2027. The application fee amount calculated pursuant to this paragraph shall be applicable to all Interconnection Requests submitted sixty (60) or more Calendar Days after the date that the Transmission Provider posts such amount and will remain effective until Transmission Provider posts a revised calculation pursuant to this paragraph.
An Interconnection Customer that submits a deposit in lieu of Site Control due to demonstrated regulatory limitations must demonstrate that it is taking identifiable steps to secure the necessary regulatory approvals from the applicable federal, state, and/or tribal entities before execution of the Generator Interconnection Study Agreement.  Such deposit will be held by Transmission Provider until Interconnection Customer provides the required Site Control demonstration for its point in the Interconnection Study process.  Interconnection Customers facing qualifying regulatory limitations must demonstrate one hundred percent (100%) Site Control within one hundred eighty (180) Calendar Days of the effective date of the GIA.    
If the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS or PSIS uncovers any unexpected result(s) not contemplated during the Scoping Meeting, a substitute Point of Interconnection identified by Transmission Provider may be substituted for the designated Point of Interconnection specified above without loss of Initial Queue Position, and restudies shall be completed pursuant to Section 8.8 of the GIP as applicable.
Except for Priority Requests, tThe expected In-Service Date of the new Generating Facility or increase in capacity of the Existing Generating Facility shall be no later than the end of the process window for the regional expansion planning period not to exceed seven (7) years from the date the Interconnection Request is received by Transmission Provider, unless Interconnection Customer demonstrates that engineering, permitting and construction of the new Generating Facility or increase in capacity of the Existing Generating Facility will take longer than the regional expansion planning period.  The In-Service Date may succeed the date the Interconnection Request is received by Transmission Provider by a period up to ten (10) years, or longer where Interconnection Customer and Transmission Provider agree, such agreement not to be unreasonably withheld. The expected Commercial Operation Date for Priority Requests shall be no later than five (5) years from the date the Priority Request is submitted.
The expected Commercial Operation Date of a Replacement Generating Facility shall be no more than three (3) years from the date of cessation of operation of the Existing Generating Facility or four (4) years from the date a unit is determined to be in forced outage. If the requested period of time between the cessation of operation of the Existing Generating Facility and expected Commercial Operation Date of the Replacement Generating Facility is more than three (3) years, the request shall be treated as Interconnection request for a new Generating Facility.
8.3	DISIS Review Period
	8.3.1 DISIS Review Period
During the DISIS Review Period , the Transmission Provider will validate Interconnection Requests.  The Transmission Provider shall notify the Interconnection Customer of any deficiencies that would warrant removal from the DISIS Queue. Interconnection Customer shall have fifteen (15) Business Days from the date of the notice to cure any deficiencies, which may extend beyond the DISIS Review Period. If the Interconnection Customer does not cure the deficiencies within such time period, the Interconnection Request shall be deemed withdrawn. Transmission Provider may conduct additional Scoping Meetings during the DISIS Review Period.
8.3.2 PSIS Review Period
Immediately following receipt of a Priority Request, the Transmission Provider will validate the Priority Request.  The Transmission Provider shall notify the Interconnection Customer of any deficiencies that would warrant withdrawal of a Priority Request. Interconnection Customer shall have fifteen (15) Business Days from the date of the notice to cure any deficiencies. If the Interconnection Customer does not cure the deficiencies within such time period, the Interconnection Request shall be deemed withdrawn. Transmission Provider may conduct additional Scoping Meetings at any time for a Priority Request.
8.4	Scope of Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study.
8.4.1	The Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study shall evaluate the impact of the proposed interconnection on the reliability of the Transmission System.  The Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS and PSIS will consider the Base Case, as well as all Interconnection Requests in the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Queue and all generating facilities (and with respect to (iii) below, any identified Network Upgrades associated with such higher queued interconnection) that, on the date the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS or PSIS is commenced: 
(i) 	are directly interconnected to the Transmission System; 
(ii) 	are interconnected to Affected Systems and may have an impact on the Interconnection Request; 
(iii) 	have a pending higher queued Interconnection Request to interconnect to the Transmission System, except for Interconnection Requests submitted pursuant to Attachment AW of the Tariff; or
(iv)	have no Interconnection Queue Position but have executed a GIA or requested that an unexecuted GIA be filed with FERC. 
For purposes of determining necessary Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades, the DISIS and PSIS shall use the level of Interconnection Service requested by Interconnection Customers in the Cluster, except where the Transmission Provider otherwise determines that it must study the full Generating Facility Capacity due to safety or reliability concerns.
The DISIS and PSIS shall evaluate the use of static synchronous compensators, static VAR compensators, advanced power flow control devices, transmission switching, synchronous condensers, voltage source converters, advanced conductors, and tower lifting.  Transmission Provider shall evaluate each identified alternative transmission technology and determine whether the above technologies should be used, consistent with Good Utility Practice, Applicable Reliability Standards, and other Applicable Laws and Regulations.  Transmission Provider shall include an explanation of the results of Transmission Provider’s evaluation for each technology in either the DISIS Phase One or DISIS Phase Two or PSIS results as applicable based on technology type. 
8.4.2 	The Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study will be conducted in two phases.  DISIS Phase One will consist of a power flow analysis and calculation of the short-circuit ratio.  DISIS Phase Two will consist of a Short Circuit Ratio and Critical Clearing Time (“SCRCCT”) screening, a short circuit analysis and a stability analysis, taking into account the impact on the power flow analysis of any requests withdrawn after the DISIS Phase One.  The Priority System Impact Study will be conducted in one phase consisting of all analyses included in DISIS Phase One and DISIS Phase Two.  When the SCRCCT screening indicates possible inverter instability due to an Interconnection Request, an EMT Study will be performed commencing not less than fifteen (15) months prior to the inverter-based resource Commercial Operation Date.  For NRIS requests, the PSIS and DISIS Phase Two will identify a set of Creditable Upgrades that might be impacted by a subsequent request to designate the resource as a Network Resource pursuant to Section 30.2.2 of this Tariff and an estimate of the revenue credits that might be due pursuant to Attachment Z2 of this Tariff if the resource were to be designated and is not deemed to be guaranteed.  The PSIS and eEach phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS will state the assumptions upon which it is based; state the results of the analyses; and provide the requirements or potential impediments to providing the requested interconnection service, including a preliminary indication of the cost and length of time that would be necessary to correct any problems identified in those analyses and implement the interconnection.  For purposes of determining necessary Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades, the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS and PSIS shall consider the level of Interconnection Service requested by the Interconnection Customer, unless otherwise required to study the full Generating Facility Capacity due to safety or reliability concerns.  The PSIS and eEach phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS will provide a list of facilities that are required as a result of the Interconnection Request and a non-binding good faith estimate of cost responsibility (+/-30% accuracy) and a non-binding good faith estimated time to construct. The DISIS Phase One and DISIS Phase Two, and PSIS reports will also indicate whether the Interconnection Request is responsible for a portion of the cost of a portfolio of JTIQ Upgrades, and if so, will also indicate (i) the estimated portion of cost assigned to the Interconnection Request for the JTIQ Upgrades, and (ii) whether the service will be delayed or limited prior to completion of one or more JTIQ Upgrades.
8.4.3	Availability of Limited Operation.  
If the Definitive Interconnection System Impact StudyDISIS or PSIS determines that the full amount of interconnection capacity requested by the Interconnection Customer is not available by its requested Commercial Operation Date due to transmission constraints that may be remedied by an upgrade(s), including a Contingent Facility, with an in-service date beyond the Commercial Operation Date proposed by the Interconnection Customer, the Transmission Provider shall quantify the amount of interconnection capacity available to the Interconnection Customer prior to the in-service date of such upgrade(s) (“Limited Operation”). The Interconnection Customer shall be notified of the amount of interconnection capacity available under the Limited Operation condition. The Interconnection Customer may choose to proceed with Limited Operation.  The Interconnection Customer may also be subject to conditions in Section 8.7 of the GIP.
8.4.4 	Facilities Analysis.  
During the DISIS Phase One and PSIS, the Transmission Provider  shall specify and estimate the cost of the equipment, engineering, procurement and construction work needed for transmission facilities at the Point of Interconnection to physically and electrically connect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System (“Facilities Analysis”). The Facilities Analysis shall also identify the electrical switching configuration of the connection equipment, including, without limitation:  the transformer, switchgear, meters, and other station equipment; the nature and estimated cost of any Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades necessary to accomplish the interconnection; and an estimate of the time required to complete the construction and installation of such facilities. The results of the Facilities Analysis shall be utilized as part of the Interconnection Facilities Study.  
During DISIS Phase Two, the Transmission Provider shall work with the Transmission Owner to refine the estimates for cost and time required to construct the Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades at the Point of Interconnection which shall be determined with the same level of accuracy as the Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities Study described in Section 8.11(a) of this GIP. The results of the Facilities Analysis will be posted with the study results of DISIS Phase Two. 
8.5	Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study Procedures.
a.	The Transmission Provider shall coordinate the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study and Priority System Impact Study with any Affected System that is affected by the Interconnection Request pursuant to Section 3.6 of the GIP above.  The Transmission Provider shall utilize existing studies to the extent practicable when it performs the study.  The Transmission Provider shall complete DISIS Phase One no later than sixty (60) Calendar Days after the close of the DISIS Review Period.
The Transmission Provider shall complete DISIS Phase Two no later than one hundred twenty (120) Calendar Days after the end of DP1 described in Section 8.5.1 of the GIP.
Transmission Provider shall complete the PSIS no later than ninety (90) Calendar Days after submission of a complete Priority Request or, if applicable, ninety (90) Calendar Days after the fifteen (15) Business Day cure period provided in Section 8.3.2 of this GIP.  
b.	At the request of Interconnection Customer or at any time Transmission Provider determines that it will not meet the required time frame for completing the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study, Transmission Provider shall notify Interconnection Customer as to the schedule status of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study.  If Transmission Provider is unable to complete the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study within the time period, it shall notify Interconnection Customer and provide an estimated completion date with an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.  Upon request, Transmission Provider shall provide Interconnection Customer all supporting documentation, workpapers and relevant pre-Interconnection Request and post-Interconnection Request power flow, short circuit and stability databases for the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study, subject to confidentiality arrangements consistent with Section 13.1 of the GIP.
8.5.1 	Decision Point One.
DP1 will commence the next Business Day after the Transmission Provider posts the results of DISIS Phase One and shall be fifteen (15) Business Days in duration.  During DP1, the Interconnection Customer shall have the opportunity to review the results of the DISIS Phase One analysis, ask questions, receive responses, decide whether to proceed to DISIS Phase Two and respond to the Transmission Provider.  If the allocated costs reported in DISIS Phase One, including any cost of upgrades required to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems, are updated by the Transmission Provider at any point during DP1, DP1 will be extended by ten (10) Business Days. 
During DP1, the Interconnection Customer may make modifications to the Interconnection Request in accordance with Section 4.4.1 of the GIP.  All new technical data that is required as a result of the changes requested during DP1 including but not limited to generator impedances, dynamic response files, ratings, and performance information, must be supplied by the Interconnection Customer within ten (10) Business Days after the end of DP1.  
Prior to the end of DP1, the Interconnection Customer shall provide all of the following to the Transmission Provider: (1) a written indication of their intent either to withdraw the request or to proceed to DISIS Phase Two; (2) a written indication of all changes to be made to the request as permitted under this Section 8.5.1; (3) reasonable evidence of continued Site Control of the Generating Facility; (4) reasonable evidence of continued Site Control of fifty percent (50%) of the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line to the Point of Interconnection, unless additional financial security in lieu of Site Control was provided by Interconnection Customer with its Interconnection Request; and (5) an additional Financial Security deposit (“Financial Security Two”) equal to the greater of:
a.	Ten percent (10%) of the Financial Security Two Cost Factor, less the amount of Financial Security One that was provided to enter DISIS Phase One, or
b.	$4,000 per MW of the requested Maximum Injection Capability advancing to DISIS Phase Two,
Where: 
Financial Security Two Cost Factor is calculated by first determining the cost allocation factor pursuant to Section 4.2.2 of the GIP applicable to an Interconnection Request for an upgrade assigned to that same Interconnection Request, and multiplying the cost allocation factor by itself and then by the total estimated cost of the upgrade; then summing the resulting products for every upgrade allocated to an Interconnection Request.  The cost of upgrades, including JTIQ Upgrades, required to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems is excluded from Financial Security Two.
If the Interconnection Customer does not respond with all required items prior to the end of DP1, its Interconnection Request will be deemed to have been withdrawn.  
After the conclusion of DP1, fifty percent (50%) of the study deposit provided under Section 8.2(b) of this GIP shall be non-refundable for any Interconnection Request which proceeds to DISIS Phase Two.  
8.5.2  	Decision Point Two. 
DP2 will commence the next Business Day after the Transmission Provider posts the results of DISIS Phase Two and shall be fifteen (15) Business Days in duration.  During DP2, the Interconnection Customer shall have the opportunity to review the results of the DISIS Phase Two analysis, ask questions, receive responses, decide whether to proceed to the Interconnection Facilities Study and respond to the Transmission Provider.  If the allocated costs reported in DISIS Phase Two, including any cost of upgrades required to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems, are updated by the Transmission Provider at any point during DP2, DP2 will be extended by ten (10) Business Days. 
During DP2, the Interconnection Customer may make modifications to the Interconnection Request in accordance with Section 4.4.1 of the GIP.  All new technical data that is required as a result of the changes requested during DP2 including but not limited to generator impedances, dynamic response files, ratings, performance information, must be supplied by the Interconnection Customer within five (5) Business Days after the end of DP2.  
Prior to the end of DP2, the Interconnection Customer shall provide all of the following to the Transmission Provider: (1) a written indication of their intent either to withdraw the request or to proceed to the Interconnection Facilities Study; (2) a written indication of a reduction in the requested capacity as permitted under Section 4.4.1 of the GIP; (3) written indication that the requested Commercial Operation Date will be extended or that the Interconnection Customer seeks to proceed under Limited Operation, if necessary, pursuant to Section 8.7 of the GIP; (4) reasonable evidence of continued Site Control for the Generating Facility; (5) reasonable evidence of Site Control for at least seventy-five percent (75%) of the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line to the Point of Interconnection, unless additional financial security in lieu of Site Control was provided by Interconnection Customer with its Interconnection Request; (6) reasonable evidence of Site Control of one-hundred percent (100%) of any new substations identified as required at the Point of Interconnection; (7) reasonable evidence of having satisfied at least one development milestone described in Section 11.3 of the GIP; and (8) an additional financial security deposit (“Financial Security Three”) equal to:
Twenty percent (20%) of the total upgrade costs allocated to the Interconnection Request, less the amount of Financial Security One and Financial Security Two that was previously provided to enter DISIS Phase One and DISIS Phase Two.  
The cost of any upgrades, including JTIQ upgrades, required to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems is excluded from Financial Security Three.
If the Interconnection Customer does not respond with all required items prior to the end of DP2, its Interconnection Request will be deemed to have been withdrawn. 
After the conclusion of DP2, one-hundred percent (100%) of the study deposit provided under Section 8.2(b) of this GIP shall be non-refundable for any Interconnection Request which proceeds to Interconnection Facilities Study.
8.5.3	Priority System Impact Study Decision Point.
A Priority Decision Point (PDP) will commence the next Business Day after the Transmission Provider posts the results of PSIS and shall be fifteen (15) Business Days in duration. During the PDP, the Interconnection Customer shall have the opportunity to review the results of the PSIS analysis, ask questions, receive responses, decide whether to proceed to the Interconnection Facilities Study and respond to the Transmission Provider.
Prior to the end of the PDP, the Interconnection Customer shall provide all of the following to the Transmission Provider: (1) a written indication of their intent either to withdraw the request or to proceed to the Interconnection Facilities Study; (2) written indication that the requested Commercial Operation Date will be extended or that the Interconnection Customer seeks to proceed under Limited Operation, if necessary, pursuant to Section 8.7 of the GIP.
If the Interconnection Customer does not respond with all required items prior to the end of the PDP, its Interconnection Request will be deemed to have been withdrawn. 
8.6	Meeting with Transmission Provider.
During DP1, and DP2, and PDP, the Interconnection Customer may request that the Transmission Provider, Transmission Owner and Interconnection Customer meet to discuss the results of the applicable phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study.  Such meeting shall be held on a date mutually agreed upon by the Parties.  Reasonable Efforts shall be made to hold the meeting prior to the end of DP1, or DP2, or PDP, as applicable.
	8.6.1	Environmental Review.

This Section 8.6.1 applies only in the event the Interconnection Request will result in an interconnection to, or modification to, the transmission facilities of Western-UGP.  Unless previously requested, Western-UGP shall use Reasonable Efforts to tender to the Interconnection Customer, within fifteen (15) Calendar Days of the end of DP2 or the PDP, an Environmental Review agreement authorizing Western-UGP, at Interconnection Customer’s expense, to perform environmental review of the proposed interconnection to Western-UGP’s transmission facilities, including review under NEPA, 42 U.S.C. §4321, et seq., as amended, and setting forth Interconnection Customer’s responsibilities in connection with such environmental review.  The Environmental Review agreement shall contain a non-binding good faith estimate of the cost and timeframe for completing the Environmental Review.  Interconnection Customer shall execute the environmental review agreement and return it, with the estimated funds set forth in the agreement based upon the level of Environmental Review required, to Western-UGP within thirty (30) Calendar Days after receipt by the Interconnection Customer.  If an executed Environmental Review agreement and the required funds are not provided in the manner set forth above, the Interconnection Request shall be deemed withdrawn.  Notwithstanding the provisions of Section 3.7 of the GIP, an Interconnection Customer shall have no right to cure the failure to deliver the executed Environmental Review agreement or the required funds in the timeframe identified above.  If the costs incurred by Western-UGP are less than the deposit submitted by Interconnection Customer, Western-UGP shall refund the difference, without interest, as soon as the necessary vouchers are prepared.  In addition, if at any time prior to the issuance of Western-UGP’s final NEPA decisional document the Interconnection Customer fails to comply with the terms of the Environmental Review agreement, Western-UGP shall notify the Transmission Provider of the Interconnection Customer’s failure. Upon such notification, Transmission Provider may deem the Interconnection Request withdrawn. 

8.6.1.1	Environmental Review Procedures.
a.	After receipt of an executed Environmental Review agreement, Western-UGP shall use Reasonable Efforts to complete the study and issue a draft study report to Interconnection Customer within eighteen (18) months, or the actual time required to complete the necessary level of Environmental Review.  
b.	At the request of Interconnection Customer or at any time Western-UGP determines that it will not meet the required time frame for completing the Environmental Review, Western-UGP shall notify Interconnection Customer as to the schedule status of the Environmental Review.  If Western-UGP is unable to complete the Environmental Review within the time required, it shall notify Interconnection Customer and provide an estimated completion date and an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.
c.	Western-UGP shall notify the Transmission Provider of the schedule status of the Environmental Review.
8.7	Interconnection Requests That Require Previously Approved Network Upgrades.
At the completion of DISIS Phase One and DISIS Phase Two, tThe Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study may identify one or more Network Upgrades previously approved for construction under Section VI of Attachment O of this Tariff (“Previously Approved Network Upgrade”) and required to be in-service prior to an Interconnection Customer’s Commercial Operation Date. If a Previously Approved Network Upgrade will not be in-service prior to the Interconnection Customer’s Commercial Operation Date, Interconnection Customer’s Commercial Operation Date may be extended for a maximum period of three (3) years pursuant to Section 4.4.5 of the GIP to accommodate the in-service date for a Previously Approved Network Upgrade.  If the three (3) year extension is not sufficient for a Previously Approved Network Upgrade to be placed into service prior to the Interconnection Customer’s Commercial Operation Date, the Interconnection Customer may either (1) withdraw the Interconnection Request, (2) request a reduction in the amount of interconnection capacity in Interconnection Customer’s Interconnection Request in accordance with Section 8.5.1 or 8.5.2 of the GIP, as applicable, or (3) agree to the following conditions for moving into the Interconnection Facilities Study:

a. The Generating Facility will be allowed to operate under Limited Operation in accordance with Section 8.4.3 of the GIP before a Previously Approved Network Upgrade is placed into service;  

b. The Interconnection Customer will meet all requirements of the GIP; and

c. The Interconnection Customer will provide financial security and authorize engineering, procurement, and construction of its cost assigned Network Upgrades and interconnection facilities no later than thirty (30) days after the effective date of the GIA.

8.8	DISIS and PSIS Restudy.
If Restudy of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study is required due to a higher queued or equal priority queued project dropping out of the queue, or a modification of a higher queued project subject to Section 4.4 of the GIP, or re-designation of the Point of Interconnection pursuant to Section 8.2 of the GIP, the Transmission Provider shall notify Interconnection Customer in writing.  Such Restudy shall take no longer than sixty (60) Calendar Days from the date of notice. Transmission Provider shall continue with such restudies until Transmission Provider determines that no further restudies are required.  If an Interconnection Customer withdraws or is deemed withdrawn pursuant to Section 3.7 of this GIP during the Interconnection Facilities Study, or after other Interconnection Customers in the same Cluster have executed GIAs, or requested that unexecuted GIAs be filed, and Transmission Provider determines a Cluster Restudy is necessary, the Cluster shall be restudied.   Any cost of Restudy, as reduced by deposit amounts retained for other Interconnection Customer(s) under Section 13.3 of the GIP, shall be borne by the Interconnection Customer(s) being restudied. 
After the completion of the Restudy, an Interconnection Customer that is being restudied may elect to remain in the Interconnection Facilities Study, or withdraw its Interconnection Request and receive a refund of its security deposit in accordance with Sections 8.14 and 13.3 of the GIP.
8.9	Entry into Interconnection Facilities Study.
To enter the Interconnection Facilities Study, the Interconnection Customer shall satisfy the requirements of Section 8.5.2 or 8.5.3, as applicable, of the GIP, together with Financial Security Three, if applicable, no later than the end of DP2 or PDP.  The Generator Interconnection Study Agreement shall provide that Interconnection Customer shall compensate Transmission Provider for the actual cost of the Interconnection Facilities Study.  
8.10	Scope of Interconnection Facilities Study.
The Interconnection Facilities Study shall be specific to each Interconnection Request and performed on an individual, i.e., non-clustered, basis.  The Interconnection Facilities Study shall specify and provide a non-binding estimate the cost of the equipment, engineering, procurement and construction work needed to implement the conclusions of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study in accordance with Good Utility Practice to physically and electrically connect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System.  The Interconnection Facilities Study shall also identify the electrical switching configuration of the connection equipment, including, without limitation:  the transformer, switchgear, meters, and other station equipment; the nature and estimated cost of any Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades necessary to accomplish the interconnection; and an estimate of the time required to complete the construction and installation of such facilities.  The Interconnection Facilities Study report will also indicate whether the Interconnection Request is responsible for a portion of the cost of a portfolio of JTIQ Upgrades, and if so, will also indicate the estimated portion of cost assigned to the Interconnection Request for the JTIQ Upgrades. DISIS Phase One and DISIS Phase Two analysis may be refreshed, at the discretion of the Transmission Provider, to account for the impact of any requests that withdrew after the end of DP2.  The Interconnection Facilities Study will also identify any potential control equipment for requests for Interconnection Service that are lower than the Generating Facility Capacity.
The Interconnection Facilities Study shall utilize results of the Facility Analysis from the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study performed in accordance with Section 8.4.4 of the GIP. 
8.11	Interconnection Facilities Study Procedures.
a.	Transmission Provider shall coordinate the Interconnection Facilities Study with any Affected System Operator pursuant to Section 3.6 of this GIP and with affected SPP Transmission Owners.  Transmission Provider shall utilize existing studies to the extent practicable in performing the Interconnection Facilities Study.  Within forty-five (45) Calendar Days of receiving a request from SPP, Transmission Owners shall provide all information necessary to complete the Interconnection Facilities Study in the format requested by SPP and to the required degree of accuracy.  Transmission Provider shall complete the study and issue a draft Interconnection Facilities Study report to Interconnection Customer no later than sixty (60) Calendar Days  after the end of DP2 or PDP, with a +/- twenty percent (20%) cost estimate contained in the report.
b.	At the request of Interconnection Customer or at any time Transmission Provider determines that it will not meet the required time frame for completing the Interconnection Facilities Study, Transmission Provider shall notify Interconnection Customer as to the schedule status of the Interconnection Facilities Study.  If Transmission Provider is unable to complete the Interconnection Facilities Study and issue a draft Interconnection Facilities Study report within the time required, it shall notify Interconnection Customer and provide an estimated completion date and an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.
c.	After the Transmission Provider posts the results of Interconnection Facilities Study, the Interconnection Customer will have ten (10) Business Days to review the results of the Interconnection Facilities Study analysis, ask questions, receive responses, decide whether to proceed to the GIA and respond to the Transmission Provider.  The Transmission Provider shall issue the final Interconnection Facilities Study report within five (5) Business Days of receiving Interconnection Customer's comments or promptly upon receiving Interconnection Customer's statement that it will not provide comments.  The Transmission Provider may reasonably extend such five-day period upon notice to Interconnection Customer if Interconnection Customer's comments require Transmission Provider to perform additional analyses or make other significant modifications prior to the issuance of the final Interconnection Facilities Report.  Upon request, Transmission Provider shall provide Interconnection Customer supporting documentation, workpapers, and databases or data developed in the preparation of the Interconnection Facilities Study, subject to confidentiality arrangements consistent with Section 13.1 of the GIP.

8.12	Meeting with Transmission Provider.
During the ten (10) Business Day review period provided in Section 8.11(c) of this GIP, the Interconnection Customer may request that the Transmission Provider, Transmission Owner and Interconnection Customer meet to discuss the results of the Interconnection Facilities Study.  Such meeting shall be held on a date mutually agreed upon by the Parties.  Reasonable Efforts shall be made to hold the meeting prior to the end of the review period.  
8.13	Restudy.
If restudy of the Interconnection Facilities Study is required due to a higher or equally queued project withdrawing from the queue or a modification of a higher or equally queued project pursuant to Section 4.4 of the GIP, Transmission Provider shall so notify Interconnection Customer in writing.  Transmission Provider shall ensure that such restudy takes no longer than sixty (60) Calendar Days from the date of notice.  Any cost of restudy, as reduced by deposit amounts retained under Section 13.3 of the GIP, shall be borne by the Interconnection Customer(s) being restudied.
8.14	Financial Security Refund Eligibility.
 
a.	For the purposes of this Section 8.14, allocated costs includes the costs of Network Upgrades, Shared Network Upgrades, Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities, JTIQ Upgrades, and any cost of upgrades required to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems that have been assigned to the Interconnection Request.
b.	If an Interconnection Request in the DISIS is withdrawn after the beginning of DISIS Phase One, but prior to the end of DP1, including any extension of DP1 per Section 8.5.1 of the GIP, twenty-five percent (25%) of Financial Security One and twenty-five (25%) of Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line will be forfeited to the extent that equally-queued Interconnection Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal. If the Transmission Provider determines that no equally-queued Interconnection Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, Financial Security One will be refunded with accrued interest, if any. 

c. 	If an Interconnection Request in the DISIS is withdrawn after the end of DP1, but prior to the end of DP2, including any extension of DP2 per Section 8.5.2 of the GIP, one-hundred percent (100%) of Financial Security One, one-hundred percent (100%) of Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line, and twenty-five percent (25%) of Financial Security Two will be forfeited to the extent that equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, unless both of the following conditions exist: 1) the total allocated costs for the withdrawn Interconnection Request, including those costs for upgrades to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems if known, increased by twenty-five percent (25%) or more from the end of DP1 to DISIS Phase Two, and 2) the allocated cost per MW of requested capacity, including costs for Affected Systems if known, increased by $10,000/MW or more from the end of DP1 to DISIS Phase Two.  If the Transmission Provider determines that no equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, Financial Security One will be refunded with accrued interest, if any. 

d.	If an Interconnection Request in the DISIS is withdrawn after the end of DP2, Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line will be forfeited to the extent that equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, unless both of the following conditions exist:  1) the total allocated costs for the withdrawn Interconnection Request, including those costs for upgrades to mitigate impacts to Affected Systems if known, increased by thirty-five percent (35%) or more from final study results posted at the end of DP2 to the Interconnection Facilities Study, and 2) the allocated cost per MW of requested capacity, including costs for Affected Systems if known, increased by $15,000/MW or more from the end of DP2 to the Interconnection Facilities Study.  If the Transmission Provider determines that no equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line will be refunded with accrued interest, if any.

e.	If the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study is restudied in accordance with Section 8.8 of the GIP or otherwise revised, or the Interconnection Facilities Study for a request in the DISIS is restudied in accordance with Section 8.13 of the GIP or otherwise revised, or a new or revised Affected System study for a request in the DISIS is received resulting in a total allocated cost that meets the exception to forfeiture afforded under Section 8.14(d), the Interconnection Customer may withdraw the Interconnection Request within the next fifteen (15) Business Days after the posting of the revised study and receive a full refund of Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line.  An Interconnection Request that meets the exception to forfeiture afforded under Section 8.14(d) that does not exercise the option to withdraw within fifteen (15) Business Days after posting of the revised study will be considered to have accepted the total costs of the revised study and will remain an active Interconnection Request subject to the applicable withdrawal provisions set forth herein.  The option to withdraw and receive a full refund without regard to the impact to equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests will expire fifteen (15) Business Days after the posting of the revised study.  The total allocated costs based on results of any revised studies will be compared against the total allocated costs of the final Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study at the end of DP2 unless the Interconnection Customer previously accepted the total allocated costs of the revised study, in which case the total allocated costs will be compared against the total allocated costs of the latest posted revised study in which the Interconnection Customer did not previously exercise the option to withdraw within fifteen (15) Business Days of the posting of the revised study.

f.	If any portion of Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, or Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line is retained by Transmission Provider due to harm caused to an equally- or lower-queued Interconnection Request within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests, it shall be applied toward the increased cost of designing, procuring, and constructing any Network Upgrades assigned to an Interconnection Customer as a result of the withdrawal. Any remaining funds shall be refunded to the Interconnection Customer with accrued interest calculated from the date of the receipt of the Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line to the date of the refund, if any.  The refund will be made after the completion of any necessary Interconnection Studies needed to determine the adverse impact to other Interconnection Requests.

g.	Following the execution of a GIA or the filing of an unexecuted GIA at the Commission, Financial Security One, Financial Security Two, Financial Security Three, and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line shall be applied in accordance with Article 11.6 of the GIA. Any remaining funds shall be refunded to the Interconnection Customer in accordance with the terms of the GIA.
h.	If a Priority Request is withdrawn after the start of the PSIS, Financial Security One and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line will be forfeited to the extent that lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased total of Network Upgrades and Transmission Owner Interconnection Facilities upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal. If the Transmission Provider determines that no lower-queued Interconnection Requests within the actively studied clusters or lower-queued Priority Requests are subjected to increased upgrade costs as a result of the withdrawal, Financial Security One and Financial Security provided in lieu of Site Control for the Generating Facility’s tie line will be refunded with accrued interest, if any. 



Section 9. 	Affected System Study
9.1	Applicability.
 
This Section 9 outlines the duties of Transmission Provider when it receives notification that an Affected System Interconnection Customer’s proposed interconnection to its host transmission provider may impact Transmission Provider’s Transmission System. Provided, however, when an Affected System Interconnection Customer’s proposed interconnection to either MISO or AECI may impact Transmission Provider’s Transmission System, the applicable Joint Operating Agreement between Transmission Provider and MISO or AECI applies. 
 
9.2	Response to Notifications.
 
9.2.1 Response to Initial Notification.

When Transmission Provider receives notification that an Affected System Interconnection Customer’s proposed interconnection to its host transmission provider may impact Transmission Provider’s Transmission System, Transmission Provider must respond in writing within twenty (20) Business Days whether it intends to conduct an Affected System Study.  By fifteen (15) Business Days after the Transmission Provider responds with its affirmative intent to conduct an Affected System Study, Transmission Provider shall share with Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) and the Affected System Interconnection Customer’s host transmission provider a non-binding good faith estimate of the cost and the schedule to complete the Affected System Study.


9.2.2 Response to Notification of DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy.

Within five (5) Business Days of receipt of notification of DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy, Transmission Provider will send written notification to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) involved in the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy and the host transmission provider that Transmission Provider intends to delay a planned or in-progress Affected System Study until after completion of the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy.  If Transmission Provider decides to delay the Affected System Study, it is not required to meet its obligations under Section 9 of this GIP until the time that it receives notification from the host transmission provider that the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy is complete.  If Transmission Provider decides to move forward with its Affected System Study despite the DISIS Restudy or PSIS Restudy, then it must meet all requirements under Section 9 of this GIP.


9.3	Affected System Queue Position.

Transmission Provider must assign an Affected System Queue Position to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) that require(s) an Affected System Study.  Such Affected System Queue Position shall be assigned based upon the date of execution of the Affected System Study Agreement.  Relative to Transmission Provider’s Interconnection Customers, this Affected System Queue Position shall be higher-queued than any Cluster that has not yet received its DISIS Phase One or PSIS study report and shall be lower-queued than any Cluster that has already received its DISIS Phase One or PSIS study report.  Consistent with Section 9.7 of this GIP, Transmission Provider shall study the Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) via Clustering, and all Affected System Interconnection Customers studied in the same Cluster under Section 9.7 of this GIP shall be equally queued.  For Affected System Interconnection Customers that are equally queued, the Affected System Queue Position shall have no bearing on the assignment of Affected System Network Upgrades identified in the applicable Affected System Study.  The costs of the Affected System Network Upgrades shall be allocated among the Affected System Interconnection Customers in accordance with Section 9.9 of this GIP.  

9.4	Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement.

Unless otherwise agreed, Transmission Provider shall provide to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) an Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement, in the form of Appendix 1or Appendix 2 to this GIP, as applicable, within ten (10) Business Days of Transmission Provider sharing the schedule for the Affected System Study per Section 9.2.1 of this GIP.  

Upon Affected System Interconnection Customer(s)’ receipt of the Affected System Study Report, Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) shall compensate Transmission Provider for the actual cost of the Affected System Study.  Any difference between the study deposit and the actual cost of the Affected System Study shall be paid by or refunded to the Affected System Interconnection Customer(s).  Any invoices for the Affected System Study shall include a detailed and itemized accounting of the cost of the study.  Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) shall pay any excess costs beyond the already-paid Affected System Study deposit or be reimbursed for any costs collected over the actual cost of the Affected System Study within thirty (30) Calendar Days of receipt of an invoice thereof.  If Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) fail to pay such undisputed costs within the time allotted, it shall lose its Affected System Queue Position.  Transmission Provider shall notify Affected System Interconnection Customer’s host transmission provider of such failure to pay.

9.5	Execution of Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement.

Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) shall execute the Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement, deliver the executed Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement to Transmission Provider, and provide the Affected System Study deposit within ten (10) Business Days of receipt. If Transmission Provider notifies Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) that it will delay the Affected System Study pursuant to Section 9.2.2 of this GIP, Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) are neither required to execute and return the previously tendered Affected System Study/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement nor provide the Affected System Study deposit for the previously tendered Affected System Study/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement.

If Affected System Interconnection Customer does not provide all required technical data when it delivers the Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement, Transmission Provider shall notify the deficient Affected System Interconnection Customer, as well as the host transmission provider with which Affected System Interconnection Customer seeks to interconnect, of the technical data deficiency within five (5) Business Days of the receipt of the executed Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement and the deficient Affected System Interconnection Customer shall cure the technical deficiency within ten (10) Business Days of receipt of the notice: provided, however, that such deficiency does not include failure to deliver the executed Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement or deposit for the Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement.  If Affected System Interconnection Customer does not cure the technical data deficiency within the cure period or fails to execute the Affected System Study Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Study Agreement or provide the deposit, the Affected System Interconnection Customer shall lose its Affected System Queue Position.

9.6	Scope of Affected System Study.

The Affected System Study shall evaluate the impact that any Affected System Interconnection Customer’s proposed interconnection to another transmission provider’s transmission system will have on the reliability of Transmission Provider’s Transmission System.  The Affected System Study shall consider the Base Case as well as all Generating Facilities (and with respect to (iii) below, any identified Affected System Network Upgrades associated with such higher-queued Interconnection Request) that, on the date the Affected System Study is commenced: (i) are directly interconnected to Transmission Provider’s Transmission System; (ii) are directly interconnected to another transmission provider’s transmission system and may have an impact on Affected System Interconnection Customer’s interconnection request; (iii) have a pending higher-queued Interconnection Request to interconnect to Transmission Provider’s Transmission System; and (iv) have no queue position but have executed an GIA or requested that an unexecuted GIA be filed with FERC.  Transmission Provider has no obligation to study impacts of Affected System Interconnection Customers of which it is not notified.  

The Affected System Study shall consist of a power flow, stability, and short circuit analysis as necessary to ensure that required reliability conditions are studied.  The Affected System Study Report will:  state the assumptions upon which it is based; state the results of the analyses; and provide the potential impediments to Affected System Interconnection Customer’s receipt if interconnection service on its host transmission provider’s transmission system, including a preliminary indication of the cost and length of time that would be necessary to correct any problems identified in those analyses and implement the interconnection.  For purposes of determining necessary Affected System Network Upgrades, the Affected System Study shall consider the level of interconnection service requested in megawatts by Affected System Interconnection Customer, unless otherwise required to study the full generating facility capacity due to safety or reliability concerns.  The Affected System Study Report shall provide a list of facilities that are required as a result of Affected System Interconnection Customer’s proposed interconnection to another transmission provider’s system, a non-binding good faith estimate of cost responsibility, and a non-binding good faith estimated time to construct.  The Affected System Study may consist of a system impact study, a facilities study, or some combination thereof.

[bookmark: _Hlk106112396]9.7	Affected System Study Procedures. 

Transmission Provider shall use Clustering in conducting the Affected System Study and shall use existing studies to the extent practicable, when multiple Affected System Interconnection Customers that are part of a single Cluster may cause the need for Affected System Network Upgrades.  Transmission Provider shall complete the Affected System Study and provide the Affected System Study Report to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) and the host transmission provider with whom interconnection has been requested within one hundred fifty (150) Calendar Days after the receipt of the Affected System Study Agreement and deposit.  

At the request of Affected System Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider shall notify Affected System Interconnection Customer as to the status of the Affected System Study.  If Transmission Provider is unable to complete the Affected System Study within the requisite time period, it shall notify Affected System Interconnection Customer(s), as well as transmission provider with which Affected System Interconnection Customer seeks to interconnect, and shall provide an estimated completion date with an explanation of the reasons why additional time is required.  If Transmission Provider does not meet the deadlines in this Section, Transmission Provider shall be subject to the financial penalties as described in Section 3.10 of this GIP.  Upon request, Transmission Provider shall provide Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) with all supporting documentation, workpapers and relevant power flow, short circuit and stability databases for the Affected System Study, subject to confidentiality arrangements consistent with Section 13.1 of this GIP.

Transmission Provider must study an Affected System Interconnection Customer using the Energy Resource Interconnection Service impact criteria used for Interconnection Requests on its own Transmission System, regardless of the level of interconnection service that Affected System Interconnection Customer is seeking from the host transmission provider with whom it seeks to interconnect.  

9.8	Meeting with Transmission Provider. 

Within ten (10) Business Days of providing the Affected System Study Report to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s), Transmission Provider and Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) shall meet to discuss the results of the Affected System Study.

9.9	Affected System Cost Allocation.

Transmission Provider shall allocate Affected System Network Upgrade costs identified during the Affected System Study to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) using a proportional impact method, consistent with Section 4.2.2(1)(b) of this GIP.  

[bookmark: Oversight4][bookmark: _Hlk135312601]9.10	Tender of Affected Systems Facilities Construction Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement.

Transmission Provider shall tender to Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) an Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement, as applicable, in the form of Appendix 17 or 18 to this GIP, within thirty (30) Calendar Days of providing the Affected System Study Report.  Within ten (10) Business Days of the receipt of the Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement, the Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) must execute the agreement or request the agreement to be filed unexecuted with FERC. Within ten (10) Business Days of receipt of the Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement, the Transmission Owner shall execute the agreement. Transmission Provider shall execute the agreement or file the agreement unexecuted within five (5) Business Days after receiving direction from Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) to file the agreement unexecuted or within five (5) Business Days after receiving the executed version of the agreement.  Affected System Interconnection Customer’s failure to execute the Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement/Multiparty Affected System Facilities Construction Agreement, or failure to request the agreement to be filed unexecuted with FERC, shall result in the loss of its Affected System Queue Position.
9.11	Restudy. 

If restudy of the Affected System Study is required, Transmission Provider shall notify Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) in writing within thirty (30) Calendar Days of discovery of the need for restudy.  Such restudy shall take no longer than sixty (60) Calendar Days from the date Transmission Provider commences the restudy.  Any cost of restudy shall be borne by the Affected System Interconnection Customer(s) being restudied.


Section 11A.  Interim Generator Interconnection Agreement (Interim GIA)
11A.1	Availability.
Prior to completion of requisite Interconnection Facilities, Network Upgrades, Distribution Upgrades, or System Protection Facilities, Interconnection Customers may request Interim Interconnection Service, execute an Interim Generator Interconnection Agreement (Interim GIA) and receive Interim Interconnection Service pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Section 11A and the Interim GIA.  Execution of an Interim GIA and receipt of Interim Interconnection Service is an optional procedure and will not alter Interconnection Customer’s Queue Position.  Interim Interconnection Service may be terminated at any point that a Generating Facility with an Interconnection Request that has a higher Queue Position goes into Commercial Operation and Transmission Provider determines that Interim Interconnection Service and Interconnection Service cannot be provided to more than one Interconnection Customer simultaneously.

11A.2	Eligibility.
Interconnection Customers shall be eligible for Interim Interconnection Service under the following conditions:
11A.2.1	Interconnection Customer has submitted to Transmission Provider a request for Interim Interconnection Service in the form of Appendix 5 of this Attachment V. All requests for Interim Interconnection Service shall be submitted in the manner specified in Section 1 of the “Generator Interconnection Business Guide and Practice” manual posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS.
11A.2.2	Interconnection Customer shall meet the terms and conditions for its Interconnection Request to be included in Transmission Provider’s Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Queue or Priority System Impact Study pursuant to Section 8.2 of this Attachment V as follows: 
(A) If the Interconnection Customer has already met the terms and conditions for its Interconnection Request to be included in Transmission Provider’s DISIS Queue or Priority System Impact Study, the Interconnection Customer shall provide the Initial Queue Position number in its Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study Agreement; 
(B) If the Interconnection Customer has not already met the terms and conditions for its Interconnection Request to be included in Transmission Provider’s DISIS Queue and the DISIS Queue Cluster Window is currently open for new requests, or if the Interconnection Customer intends to request Priority Processing pursuant to Section 3.11, the Interconnection Customer shall submit its Interconnection Request into the DISIS Queue or PSIS, as applicable, and shall meet the terms and conditions for inclusion in the DISIS Queue or PSIS, as applicable, simultaneous with the submission of a request for Interim Interconnection Service; 
(C) If the Interconnection Customer has not already met the terms and conditions for its Interconnection Request to be included in Transmission Provider’s DISIS Queue and the DISIS Queue Cluster Window is not currently open for new requests and the Interconnection Customer does not intend to request Priority Processing, the Interconnection Customer shall submit its Interconnection Request into the DISIS Queue and shall meet the terms and conditions for inclusion in the DISIS Queue during the DISIS Queue Cluster Window to open immediately following the submission of its request for Interim Interconnection Service. Deposits and Site Control submitted with this request for Interim Service shall be credited toward the requirement for the associated DISIS Queue request. Interim Interconnection Service requests submitted subject to this subsection (C) shall be assigned an Initial Queue Position pursuant to Section 4.1.1 of this Attachment V corresponding to the DISIS Queue into which the Interconnection Request is expected to be submitted and shall have the same priority as all other requests submitted within the same DISIS Queue Cluster Window.  
Interconnection Customer must maintain its Interconnection Request in the DISIS Queue for its Interim Interconnection Service request to remain valid. If the DISIS Queue request is withdrawn or otherwise deemed terminated, the Interim Interconnection Service request shall be deemed withdrawn and the associated Interim GIA shall be terminated pursuant to Article 2.3.1.2(c) of Attachments 8 and 14, as applicable.
11A.2.3	If at the time of the submission of a request for Interim Interconnection Service more than twelve (12) months have elapsed since the submission of a valid DISIS request, Interconnection Customer shall provide Transmission Provider: (i) reasonable evidence of continued Site Control.  Interconnection Customer shall also provide Transmission Provider reasonable evidence that one or more of the following milestones in the development of the Generating Facility, at Interconnection Customer election, has been achieved:  (a) the execution of a contract for the supply or transportation of fuel to the Generating Facility; (b) the execution of a contract for the supply of cooling water to the Generating Facility; (c) execution of a contract for the engineering for, procurement of major equipment for, or construction of, the Generating Facility; (d) execution of a contract (or comparable evidence) for the sale of electric energy or capacity from the Generating Facility; (e) statement signed by an officer or authorized agent of Interconnection Customer attesting the Generating Facility is included in an applicable state resource plan; (f) other information that Transmission Provider deems to be reasonable evidence that the Generating Facility will qualify as a Designated Resource; or (g) application for an air, water, or land use permit.  Transmission Provider will not execute the Interim Generator Interconnection Agreement unless the Interconnection Customer provides the information described in this paragraph.
11A.2.4	Interconnection Customer has entered into a study agreement pursuant to which it has agreed to pay all costs, including deposits for any additional studies deemed necessary by Transmission Provider to evaluate the feasibility of the Interconnection Customer’s requested Interim Interconnection Service;
	11A.2.4.1  The Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study will maintain the scope and procedures of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study, as applicable, with the exception that certain previous queued Interconnection Requests may not be included in the study.  Such exceptions and reasons for those exceptions will be noted in the study. The Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study will also include a Short Circuit Ratio and Critical Clearing Time (“SCRCCT”) screening. When the SCRCCT screening indicates possible inverter instability, Transmission Provider will commence an EMT Study as far in advance of the requested Commercial Operation Date as practicable.   
	11A.2.4.2  The cost of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study will be subtracted from the Customer’s study deposit submitted for the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study if a valid DISIS or PSIS request has been submitted.  Otherwise, the cost will be subtracted from the deposit submitted with the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study Agreement or Priority System Impact Study.
11A.2.5	Transmission Provider has determined based upon the results of the additional studies, taking into account Interconnection Customer’s In-Service Date and the Transmission System topology upon such date that there will be sufficient stability and reliability margin to accommodate Interim Interconnection Service to the Interconnection Customer’s Generating Facility;
11A.2.6	Interconnection Customer has executed an Interim GIA in accordance with Section 11A.3; and 
11A.2.7	Interconnection Customer has provided security in accordance with Article 11.7 of the Interim GIA.
***


Section 12.  Construction of Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades
12.1	Schedule.
Transmission Provider, the Transmission Owner and Interconnection Customer shall negotiate in good faith concerning a schedule for the construction of Transmission Owner's Interconnection Facilities and the Network Upgrades.
12.2	Construction Sequencing of Transmission Owner’s Interconnection Facilities, Network Upgrades and Distribution Upgrades.
12.2.1	General.
In general, the In-Service Date of an Interconnection Customer seeking interconnection to the Transmission System will determine the sequence of construction of Interconnection Facilities, Network Upgrades and Distribution Upgrades. 
12.2.2	Advance Construction of Network Upgrades that are an Obligation of an Entity other than Interconnection Customer.
An Interconnection Customer with a GIA, in order to maintain its In-Service Date, may request that Transmission Provider advance to the extent necessary the completion of Network Upgrades that:  (i) were assumed in the Interconnection Studies for such Interconnection Customer, (ii) are necessary to support such In-Service Date, and (iii) would otherwise not be completed, pursuant to a contractual obligation of an entity other than Interconnection Customer that is seeking interconnection to the Transmission System, in time to support such In-Service Date.  Upon such request, Transmission Owner will use Reasonable Efforts to advance the construction of such Network Upgrades to accommodate such request; provided that Interconnection Customer commits to pay Transmission Owner: (i) any associated expediting costs and (ii) the cost of such Network Upgrades.
Transmission Provider will refund to Interconnection Customer both the expediting costs and the cost of Network Upgrades, in accordance with Article 11.4 of the GIA.  Consequently, the entity with a contractual obligation to construct such Network Upgrades shall be obligated to pay only that portion of the costs of the Network Upgrades that Transmission Provider has not refunded to Interconnection Customer.  Payment by that entity shall be due on the date that it would have been due had there been no request for advance construction.  Transmission Provider shall forward to Interconnection Customer the amount paid by the entity with a contractual obligation to construct the Network Upgrades as payment in full for the outstanding balance owed to Interconnection Customer.  Transmission Provider then shall refund to that entity the amount that it paid for the Network Upgrades, in accordance with Article 11.4 of the GIA.
12.2.3	Advancing Construction of Network Upgrades that are Part of an Expansion Plan of the Transmission Provider.
An Interconnection Customer with a GIA, in order to maintain its In-Service Date, may request that Transmission Owner advance to the extent necessary the completion of Network Upgrades that:  (i) are necessary to support such In-Service Date and (ii) would otherwise not be completed, pursuant to an expansion plan of Transmission Provider, in time to support such In-Service Date.  Upon such request, Transmission Owner will use Reasonable Efforts to advance the construction of such Network Upgrades to accommodate such request; provided that Interconnection Customer commits to pay Transmission Owner any associated expediting costs.  
12.2.4	Amended Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study.
A Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study will be amended to determine the facilities necessary to support the requested In-Service Date.  This amended study will include those transmission and Generating Facilities that are expected to be in service on or before the requested In-Service Date.
12.3	Upgrades which will not be constructed by Transmission Owner.  
For all interconnection agreements that identify Network Upgrades and  Distribution Upgrades as listed in Appendix A of the GIA which are required to be built by an entity other than the Transmission Owner (as defined in this Attachment V), such upgrades shall be constructed in accordance with the process defined under Section VI of Attachment O to the SPP Tariff.

***


APPENDIX 3 TO GIP
GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION STUDY AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this ______ day of ___________ 20___ by and between ___________________ a ________________ organized and existing under the laws of the State of ___________________ ("Interconnection Customer") and Southwest Power Pool, Inc. a non-profit organization under the laws of the State of Arkansas ("Transmission Provider ").  Interconnection Customer and Transmission Provider each may be referred to as a "Party," or collectively as the "Parties."
RECITALS
WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer is submitting an Interconnection Request to interconnect its Generating Facility with the Transmission System or adding generating capacity addition to an Existing Generating Facility as detailed in Attachment A to this Agreement; and
WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer has requested Transmission Provider to perform a Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study to assess the impact of its Interconnection Request to the Transmission System, and of any Affected Systems;
WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer has requested that Transmission Provider perform, subject to further confirmation, an Interconnection Facilities Study to specify and estimate the cost and schedule of the equipment, engineering, procurement and construction work needed to implement the conclusions of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study in accordance with Good Utility Practice to physically and electrically connect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System;
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of and subject to the mutual covenants contained herein the Parties agreed as follows:
1.0	When used in this Agreement, with initial capitalization, the terms specified shall have the meanings indicated in the Generator Interconnection Procedures (“GIP”) in Attachment V of the Transmission Provider's Tariff.
2.0	Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study
2.1	Interconnection Customer elects and Transmission Provider shall cause to be performed a Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Phase One or Priority System Impact Study analysis, consistent with Section 8 of the GIP in accordance with the Tariff.
2.2	If applicable, and the Interconnection Customer elects, Transmission Provider shall cause to be performed a Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study Phase Two analysis, consistent with Section 8. of this GIP in accordance with the Tariff.
2.3	The scope of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study shall be subject to the assumptions set forth in Attachment B to this Agreement.  
2.4 	The Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study will be based upon the technical information provided by Interconnection Customer.  Transmission Provider reserves the right to request additional technical information from Interconnection Customer as may reasonably become necessary consistent with Good Utility Practice during the course of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study.  If Interconnection Customer modifies its designated Point of Interconnection, Interconnection Request, or the technical information provided therein is modified, the time to complete the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study may be extended. 
2.5	The Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study report shall provide the following information:
	(i) identification of any circuit breaker short circuit capability limits exceeded as a result of the interconnection;
	(ii) identification of any thermal overload or voltage limit violations resulting from the interconnection; 
	(iii) identification of any instability or inadequately damped response to system disturbances resulting from the interconnection; 
	(iv) description and non-binding, good faith estimated cost of and schedule for facilities required to interconnect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System and to address the identified short circuit, instability, and power flow issues; and
 	(v) will include a Facilities Analysis as specified in Section 8.4.4 of the GIP that will provide cost estimates for Transmission Owner’s Interconnection Facilities and Network Upgrades at the Point of Interconnection.
  
3.0	Interconnection Facilities Study 
3.1	If the Interconnection Customer elects, Transmission Provider shall cause to be performed an Interconnection Facilities Study consistent with Section 8 of the GIP. 
3.2	Interconnection Customer shall meet the milestone requirements specified under Section 8.5.2 of the GIP prior to the performance of the Interconnection Facilities Study
3.3 	The scope of the Interconnection Facilities Study shall be subject to the data provided in Attachment C to this Agreement. 
3.4	The Interconnection Facilities Study report shall provide a description, estimated cost of, and schedule for the following consistent with Section 8.11 of the GIP: 
(i) required facilities to interconnect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System and 
(ii) the short circuit, instability, and power flow issues identified in the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study.
4.0	Interconnection Customer shall provide the deposit specified under Section 8.2 of the GIP for the performance of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study and Interconnection Facilities Study.  
Upon receipt of each phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study results, Transmission Provider shall charge and Interconnection Customer shall pay the actual costs of each phase of the Definitive Interconnection System Impact Study or Priority System Impact Study.
Upon issuance of the final Interconnection Facilities Study report, Transmission Provider shall deduct associated study costs from the Interconnection Customer’s study deposits provided in accordance with Section 8.2 of the GIP.  Transmission Provider shall continue to hold the amounts on deposit until settlement of the final invoice.  Any difference between the study deposit and Interconnection Customer’s study cost obligation shall be paid by or refunded to Interconnection Customer, as appropriate per Section 13.3 of the GIP.
***


Attachment A to Appendix 3 

INTERCONNECTION REQUEST

1.	The undersigned Interconnection Customer submits this request to interconnect its Generating Facility with the Transmission System pursuant to the Tariff.
2.	This Interconnection Request is for (check one):
_____	A proposed new Generating Facility.
_____	An increase in the generating capacity or a Material Modification of an Existing Generating Facility. 
_____	Check if requesting Priority Processing pursuant to Section 3.11 of the GIP
_____	Replacement of Existing Generating Facility with no increase in capacity
3.	The type of interconnection service requested (check one):
_____	Energy Resource Interconnection Service
_____	Network Resource Interconnection Service
4.	All requests for Network Resource Interconnection Service are also studied for Energy Resource Interconnection Service.
5.	The Interconnection Customer provides the following information:
a.	Address or location or the proposed new Generating Facility site (to the extent known) or, in the case of an Existing Generating Facility, the name and specific location of the Existing Generating Facility:
												
												
	Geographic coordinates of the proposed new  or Existing Generating Facility site: 
	Latitude: ___ degrees, ___ minutes, ___ seconds (North)
	Longitude: ___ degrees, ___ minutes, ___ seconds (West);
b. 	Nameplate Capacity of the proposed new Generating Facility or the amount of increase in the Nameplate Capacity of an Existing Generating Facility, in alternating current megawatts; 

Requested Maximum Injection Capability or the amount of increase in Maximum Injection Capability in megawatts (Maximum Injection Capability must be less than or equal to Nameplate Capacity);
Requested Network Resource Deliverability or the amount of increase in Network Resource Deliverability in megawatts (Network Resource Deliverability must be less than or equal to Maximum Injection Capability).
	
	Existing MW
	Increased MW
	Total 
MW

	Nameplate Capacity
	
	
	

	Maximum Injection Capability (at POI)
	
	
	

	Network Resource Deliverability (at POI)
	
	
	



c.	A description of the equipment configuration (i.e. Number of generators/inverters and number of Intermediate Step-up transformers) for the entire Generating Facility.
d.	Preliminary one-line diagram of the Generating Facility that includes:
•	Breaker layout, bus configuration (if available) and number of generators
•	Zero impedance lines (if applicable)
•	Distance from the collector substation to the POI in miles and the line impedance;	
e.	Collector System Feeder Spreadsheet and Layout Diagrams;
f.	PSS/E User Defined Model files (.dll, .lib, .obj), documentation (generator model, power plant controller, etc.), and stability model files (.dyr, generator model, power plant controller, etc.);
g.	Commercial Operation Date (month/day/year); ____/____/______;
h.	Name, address, telephone number, and e-mail address of Interconnection Customer's contact person in Item 9 below;
i.	Location of the proposed Point of Interconnection including the substation name or the name of the line to be tapped (including the voltage), the estimated distance from the substation endpoints of a line tap, address, and GPS coordinates.
POI substation name: _________________
If a line tap, POI line name:______________(endpoint 1) to ______________(endpoint 2)
POI Distance from endpoint 1: _____miles
POI Distance from endpoint2: ______miles 
POI voltage: ___kV
Address or location of the Point of Interconnection:
__________________________________________
__________________________________________
Geographic coordinates of the proposed Point of Interconnection: 
Latitude: 	degrees, 	minutes, 	seconds (North)
Longitude: 	degrees, 	minutes, 	seconds (West);
j.	Geographical map showing the approximate location of the proposed Point of Interconnection and the location of the Generating Facility; 
k.	Generating Facility Data (set forth in Attachment B to this Appendix 3); 
l.	Reserved for future use
m.	Fuel type(s) included in this project configuration:
__ Battery/Storage
__ Hybrid
__ Hydro
__ Nuclear
__ Solar
__ Thermal
__ Wind
__ Other: ______________

Describe the prime mover (Combined Cycle Comb. Turbine, Combined Cycle Steam, Gas Turbine, Internal Combustion Engine, Steam Turbine, etc.): _____________________________________
n.	Primary frequency response operating range for electric storage resources;
o.	If Interconnection Facilities will be shared, the project number of other Existing Generating Facilities or Interconnection Requests with which Interconnection Facilities will be shared shall be listed below. If no project number is available, state the name of the Interconnection Customer and describe the applicable Generating Facilities below.
__________________________________________
__________________________________________
p.	For request for Generating Facility Replacement, the planned or actual date of cessation of operation of the Existing Generating Facility: (month/day/year) ___/____/____.
6.	Applicable deposit amount and application fee as specified in the GIP.
7.	Evidence of Site Control as specified in Section 8.2 the GIP: 
____	Site Control for the Generating Facility and one of the following:
____	Site Control for at least fifty percent (50%) of the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line to Point of Interconnection; OR
_____ Additional financial security in the amount of $80,000 per line right-of-way mile.
8.	This Interconnection Request shall be submitted electronically, in the manner specified in Section 1 of the “Guidelines for the SPP GIP Process and Business Practices” manual posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS.

9.	Representative of Interconnection Customer to contact (including e-mail address):
Name of Contact Person: __________________________________________
Mailing Address: _________________________________________________
City, State, Zip___________________________________________________
Telephone: _____________________________________________________
E-mail address: __________________________________________________
10.	This Interconnection Request is submitted by:
Name of Interconnection Customer (Company): _________________________
By (signature): ____________________________________________________
Name (type or print): _______________________________________________
Title:____________________________________________________________
Date:__________________

***



APPENDIX 5 TO GIP
INTERIM AVAILABILITY INTERCONNECTION SYSTEM IMPACT STUDY AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this ______ day of ___________ 20___ by and between ___________________ a ________________ and existing under the laws of the State of ___________________ ("Interconnection Customer") and Southwest Power Pool, Inc. a non-profit organization under the laws of the State of Arkansas ("Transmission Provider").  Interconnection Customer and Transmission Provider each may be referred to as a "Party," or collectively as the "Parties."

RECITALS

WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer is proposing to develop a Generating Facility or generating capacity addition to an Existing Generating Facility; and

WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer desires to interconnect the Generating Facility with the Transmission System on an interim basis before all such required studies under the GIP can be completed;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of and subject to the mutual covenants contained herein the Parties agreed as follows:

1.0	When used in this Agreement, with initial capitalization, the terms specified shall have the meanings indicated in Transmission Provider's FERC-approved GIP.

2.0	Interconnection Customer elects and Transmission Provider shall cause to be performed an Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study as described in Section 11A.2.4.1 of this GIP.

3.0	The scope of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study shall be subject to the assumptions set forth in Attachment A to this Agreement.

4.0	The Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study will be based upon the technical information provided by Interconnection Customer in the Interconnection Request.  Transmission Provider reserves the right to request additional technical information from Interconnection Customer as may reasonably become necessary consistent with Good Utility Practice during the course of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study.

5.0	The Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study report shall provide the following information:

-	identification of any circuit breaker short circuit capability limits exceeded as a result of the interconnection;

-	identification of any thermal overload or voltage limit violations resulting from the interconnection; 

-	identification of any instability or inadequately damped response to system disturbances resulting from the interconnection and

-	description and non-binding, good faith estimated cost of facilities required to interconnect the Generating Facility to the Transmission System and to address the identified short circuit, instability, and power flow issues.

6.0	Unless it has already done so, Interconnection Customer shall provide a deposit in the amount specified under Section 8.2(b) of the GIP for the performance of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study.  Transmission Provider's good faith estimate for the time of completion of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study is [insert date].

Upon receipt of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study results, Transmission Provider shall charge and Interconnection Customer shall pay the actual costs of the Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact Study.

Any difference between the deposit and Interconnection Customer’s study cost obligation shall be paid by or refunded to the Interconnection Customer.  Section 13.3 of this GIP shall apply to any study deposit funds retained by Transmission Provider as a result of withdrawal or any unused study deposit funds provided under Section 8.2 of this GIP.

7.0	Governing Law

7.1	Governance. The validity, interpretation and performance of this Agreement and each of its provisions shall be governed by the laws of the United States of America except to the extent that the laws of the state of Arkansas may apply.

7.2 	Applicability. This Agreement is subject to all applicable federal and state Laws and Regulations.

7.3	Reservation of Rights.  Each Party expressly reserves the right to seek changes in, appeal, or otherwise contest any laws, orders, rules, or regulations of a Governmental Authority.

8.0	Notices. 

8.1	General.  Unless otherwise provided in this Agreement, any notice, demand or request required or permitted to be given by either Party to the other and any instrument required or permitted to be tendered or delivered by either Party in writing to the other shall be effective when delivered and may be so given, tendered or delivered, electronically, via email or acceptable web portal, or by recognized national courier, or by depositing the same with the United States Postal Service with postage prepaid, for delivery by certified or registered mail, addressed to the Party, or personally delivered to the Party.
	To Transmission Provider:	
		Southwest Power Pool, Inc.
		201 Worthen Drive		
Little Rock, AR  72223-4936		
Attention: Manager, GI Studies

	To Interconnection Customer:	
		__________________________
__________________________
		__________________________
Attention:  ______________________


8.2	Alternative Forms of Notice.  Any notice or request required or permitted to be given by a Party to the other and not required by this Agreement to be given in writing may be so given by telephone, facsimile or email.

9.0	Force Majeure

9.1	Economic Hardship.  Economic hardship is not considered a Force Majeure event.

9.2 	Default.  Neither Party shall be considered to be in Default with respect to any obligation hereunder, (including obligations under Article 10), other than the obligation to pay money when due, if prevented from fulfilling such obligation by Force Majeure.  A Party unable to fulfill any obligation hereunder (other than an obligation to pay money when due) by reason of Force Majeure shall give notice and the full particulars of such Force Majeure to the other Party in writing or by telephone as soon as reasonably possible after the occurrence of the cause relied upon.  Telephone notices given pursuant to this article shall be confirmed in writing as soon as reasonably possible and shall specifically state the full details of the Force Majeure, the time and date when the Force Majeure occurred, and when the Force Majeure is reasonably expected to cease.  The Party affected shall exercise due diligence to remove such disability with reasonable dispatch, but shall not be required to accede or agree to any provision not satisfactory to it in order to settle and terminate a strike or other labor disturbance.

10.0	Indemnity

10.1 	Indemnity.  The Parties shall at all times indemnify, defend, and hold the other Party harmless from, any and all damages, losses, claims, including claims and actions relating to injury to or death of any person or damage to property, demand, suits, recoveries, costs and expenses, court costs, attorney fees, and all other obligations by or to third parties, arising out of or resulting from the other Partys’ action or inactions of its obligations under this Agreement on behalf of the indemnifying Party, except in cases of gross negligence or intentional wrongdoing by the indemnified Party.

10.1.1	Indemnified Person.  If an indemnified person is entitled to indemnification under this Article 10 as a result of a claim by a third party, and the indemnifying Party fails, after notice and reasonable opportunity to proceed under Article 10.1, to assume the defense of such claim, such indemnified person may at the expense of the indemnifying Party contest, settle or consent to the entry of any judgment with respect to, or pay in full, such claim.

10.1.2	Indemnifying Party.  If an indemnifying Party is obligated to indemnify and hold any indemnified person harmless under this Article 10, the amount owing to the indemnified person shall be the amount of such indemnified person's actual Loss, net of any insurance or other recovery.

10.1.3	Indemnity Procedures.  Promptly after receipt by an indemnified person of any claim or notice of the commencement of any action or administrative or legal proceeding or investigation as to which the indemnity provided for in Article 10.1 may apply, the indemnified person shall notify the indemnifying Party of such fact.  Any failure of or delay in such notification shall not affect a Party's indemnification obligation unless such failure or delay is materially prejudicial to the indemnifying Party.
The Indemnifying Party shall have the right to assume the defense thereof with counsel designated by such indemnifying Party and reasonably satisfactory to the indemnified person.  If the defendants in any such action include one or more indemnified persons and the indemnifying Party and if the indemnified person reasonably concludes that there may be legal defenses available to it and/or other indemnified persons which are different from or additional to those available to the indemnifying Party, the indemnified person shall have the right to select separate counsel to assert such legal defenses and to otherwise participate in the defense of such action on its own behalf.  In such instances, the indemnifying Party shall only be required to pay the fees and expenses of one additional attorney to represent an indemnified person or indemnified persons having such differing or additional legal defenses.
The indemnified person shall be entitled, at its expense, to participate in any such action, suit or proceeding, the defense of which has been assumed by the indemnifying Party.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, the indemnifying Party (i) shall not be entitled to assume and control the defense of any such action, suit or proceedings if and to the extent that, in the opinion of the indemnified person and its counsel, such action, suit or proceeding involves the potential imposition of criminal liability on the indemnified person, or there exists a conflict or adversity of interest between the indemnified person and the indemnifying Party, in such event the indemnifying Party shall pay the reasonable expenses of the indemnified person, and (ii) shall not settle or consent to the entry of any judgment in any action, suit or proceeding without the consent of the indemnified person, which shall not be reasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed.

10.2	Consequential Damages.  Other than the Liquidated Damages heretofore described, in no event shall either Party be liable under any provision of this Agreement for any losses, damages, costs or expenses for any special, indirect, incidental, consequential, or punitive damages, including but not limited to loss of profit or revenue, loss of the use of equipment, cost of capital, cost of temporary equipment or services, whether based in whole or in part in contract, in tort, including negligence, strict liability, or any other theory of liability; provided, however, that damages for which a Party may be liable to the other Party under another agreement will not be considered to be special, indirect, incidental, or consequential damages hereunder.

11.0	Assignment

11.1	Assignment.  This Agreement may be assigned by either Party only with the written consent of the other Party; provided that either Party may assign this Agreement without the consent of the other Party to any Affiliate of the assigning Party with an equal or greater credit rating and with the legal authority and operational ability to satisfy the obligations of the assigning Party under this Agreement; and provided further that the Interconnection Customer shall have the right to assign this Agreement, without the consent of Transmission Provider for collateral security purposes to aid in providing financing for the Generating Facility, provided that the Interconnection Customer will require any secured party, trustee or mortgagee to notify the Transmission Provider of any such assignment.  Any financing arrangement entered into by the Interconnection Customer pursuant to this Article will provide that prior to or upon the exercise of the secured party’s, trustee's or mortgagee's assignment rights pursuant to said arrangement, the secured creditor, the trustee or mortgagee will notify the Transmission Provider of the date and particulars of any such exercise of assignment right.  Any attempted assignment that violates this Article or Applicable Laws and Regulations is void and ineffective.  Any assignment under this Agreement shall not relieve a Party of its obligations, nor shall a Party's obligations be enlarged, in whole or in part, by reason thereof.  Where required, consent to assignment will not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed.

12.0	Severability

12.1	Severability.  If any provision in this Agreement is finally determined to be invalid, void or unenforceable by any court or other Governmental Authority having jurisdiction, such determination shall not invalidate, void or make unenforceable any other provision, agreement or covenant of this Agreement.

13.0	Comparability

13.1	Comparability.  The Parties will comply with all applicable comparability and code of conduct laws, rules and regulations, as amended from time to time.

14.0   	Deposits and Invoice Procedures

14.1 	General.  The Transmission Provider and the Interconnection Customer may discharge mutual debts and payment obligations due and owing to each other on the same date through netting, in which case all amounts a Party owes to the other Party under the GIP, including credits, shall be netted so that only the net amount remaining due shall be paid by the owing Party.

14.2 	Study Deposits.  The Interconnection Customer shall provide study deposits, in accordance with the GIP to the Transmission Provider.  The study deposits amounts and schedule shall be in accordance with the GIP.

14.3 	Final Invoice.  Within six months after completion of the studies Transmission Provider shall provide an invoice of the final cost of the studies and shall set forth such costs in sufficient detail to enable the Interconnection Customer to compare the actual costs with the estimates and to ascertain deviations, if any, from the cost estimates. Transmission Provider shall refund to Interconnection Customer any amount by which the actual payment by Interconnection Customer for estimated costs exceeds the actual costs of the studies within thirty (30) Calendar Days of the issuance of such final study invoice.

14.4 	Payment.  Invoices shall be rendered to the paying Party at the address specified in the Interconnection Request in Appendix 5 to the GIP. The Party receiving the invoice shall pay the invoice within thirty (30) Calendar Days of receipt. All payments shall be made in immediately available funds payable to the other Party, or by wire transfer to a bank named and account designated by the invoicing Party. Payment of invoices by either Party will not constitute a waiver of any rights or claims either Party may have under the GIP.

14.5  	Disputes.  In the event of a billing dispute between Transmission Provider and Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider shall continue to provide studies for Interconnection Service under the GIP as long as Interconnection Customer: (i) continues to make all payments not in dispute; and (ii) pays to Transmission Provider or into an independent escrow account the portion of the invoice in dispute, pending resolution of such dispute. If Interconnection Customer fails to meet these two requirements for continuation of service, then Transmission Provider may provide notice to Interconnection Customer of a Default pursuant to Article 16. Within thirty (30) Calendar Days after the resolution of the dispute, the Party that owes money to the other Party shall pay the amount due together with accrued interest in accordance with Section 3.7 of this Attachment V.

15.0	Representations, Warranties, and Covenants

15.1	General.  Each Party makes the following representations, warranties and covenants: 

15.1.1 	Good Standing.  Such Party is duly organized, validly existing and in good standing under the laws of the state in which it is organized, formed, or incorporated, as applicable; and that it has the corporate power and authority to own its properties, to carry on its business as now being conducted and to enter into this Agreement and perform and carry out all covenants and obligations on its part to be performed under and pursuant to this Agreement.

15.1.2	Authority.  Such Party has the right, power and authority to enter into this Agreement, to become a party hereto and to perform its obligations hereunder.  This Agreement is a legal, valid and binding obligation of such Party, enforceable against such Party in accordance with its terms, except as the enforceability thereof may be limited by applicable bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization or other similar laws affecting creditors' rights generally and by general equitable principles (regardless of whether enforceability is sought in a proceeding in equity or at law).

15.1.3 	No Conflict.  The execution, delivery and performance of this Agreement does not violate or conflict with the organizational or formation documents, or bylaws or operating agreement, of such Party, or any judgment, license, permit, order, material agreement or instrument applicable to or binding upon such Party or any of its assets.


15.1.4	Consent and Approval.  Such Party has sought or obtained, or, in accordance with this Agreement will seek or obtain, each consent, approval, authorization, order, or acceptance by any Governmental Authority in connection with the execution, delivery and performance of this Agreement, and it will provide to any Governmental Authority notice of any actions under this Agreement that are required by Applicable Laws and Regulations.
16.0	Breach, Cure and Default

16.1	General.  A breach of this Agreement ("Breach") shall occur upon the failure by a Party to perform or observe any material term or condition of this Agreement.  A default of this Agreement ("Default") shall occur upon the failure of a Party in Breach of this Agreement to cure such Breach in accordance with the provisions of Section 17.4.

16.2	Events of Breach.  A Breach of this Agreement shall include:
	(a)	The failure to pay any amount when due;
	(b)	The failure to comply with any material term or condition of this Agreement, including but not limited to any material Breach of a representation, warranty or covenant made in this Agreement;
	(c) 	If a Party: (1) becomes insolvent; (2) files a voluntary petition in bankruptcy under any provision of any federal or state bankruptcy law or shall consent to the filing of any bankruptcy or reorganization petition against it under any similar law; (3) makes a general assignment for the benefit of its creditors; or (4) consents to the appointment of a receiver, trustee or liquidator;
	(d)	Assignment of this Agreement in a manner inconsistent with the terms of this Agreement; 
	(e)	Failure of any Party to provide information or data to the other Party as required under this Agreement, provided the Party entitled to the information or data under this Agreement requires such information or data to satisfy its obligations under this Agreement.

16.3	Cure and Default.  Upon the occurrence of an event of Breach, the Party not in Breach (hereinafter the “Non‑Breaching Party”), when it becomes aware of the Breach, shall give written notice of the Breach to the Breaching Party (the “Breaching Party”) and to any other person a Party to this Agreement identifies in writing to the other Party in advance.  Such notice shall set forth, in reasonable detail, the nature of the Breach, and where known and applicable, the steps necessary to cure such Breach.  Upon receiving written notice of the Breach hereunder, the Breaching Party shall have thirty (30) days to cure such Breach.  If the Breach is such that it cannot be cured within thirty (30) days, the Breaching Party will commence in good faith all steps as are reasonable and appropriate to cure the Breach within such thirty (30) day time period and thereafter diligently pursue such action to completion.  In the event the Breaching Party fails to cure the Breach, or to commence reasonable and appropriate steps to cure the Breach, within thirty (30) days of becoming aware of the Breach, the Breaching Party will be in Default of the Agreement.

16.4	Right to Compel Performance.  Notwithstanding the foregoing, upon the occurrence of an event of Default, the non‑Defaulting Party shall be entitled to: (1) commence an action to require the Defaulting Party to remedy such Default and specifically perform its duties and obligations hereunder in accordance with the terms and conditions hereof, and (2) exercise such other rights and remedies as it may have in equity or at law.

17.	Miscellaneous

17.1	Binding Effect.  This Agreement and the rights and obligations hereof, shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of the successors and assigns of the Parties hereto.

17.2	Conflicts.  In the event of a conflict between the body of this Agreement and any attachment, appendices or exhibits hereto, the terms and provisions of the body of this Agreement shall prevail and be deemed the final intent of the Parties.

17.3	Rules of Interpretation.  This Agreement, unless a clear contrary intention appears, shall be construed and interpreted as follows:  (1) the singular number includes the plural number and vice versa;  (2) reference to any person includes such person's successors and assigns but, in the case of a Party, only if such successors and assigns are permitted by this Agreement, and reference to a person in a particular capacity excludes such person in any other capacity or individually; (3) reference to any agreement (including this Agreement), document, instrument or tariff means such agreement, document, instrument, or tariff as amended or modified and in effect from time to time in accordance with the terms thereof and, if applicable, the terms hereof; (4) reference to any Applicable Laws and Regulations means such Applicable Laws and Regulations as amended, modified, codified, or reenacted, in whole or in part, and in effect from time to time, including, if applicable, rules and regulations promulgated thereunder.

17.4	Entire Agreement.  This Agreement, including all Appendices and Schedules attached hereto, constitutes the entire agreement between the Parties with reference to the subject matter hereof, and supersedes all prior and contemporaneous understandings or agreements, oral or written, between the Parties with respect to the subject matter of this Agreement.  There are no other agreements, representations, warranties, or covenants that constitute any part of the consideration for, or any condition to, either Party's compliance with its obligations under this Agreement.

17.5	No Third Party Beneficiaries.  This Agreement is not intended to and does not create rights, remedies, or benefits of any character whatsoever in favor of any persons, corporations, associations, or entities other than the Parties, and the obligations herein assumed are solely for the use and benefit of the Parties, their successors in interest and, where permitted, their assigns.

17.6	Waiver.  The failure of a Party to this Agreement to insist, on any occasion, upon strict performance of any provision of this Agreement will not be considered a waiver of any obligation, right, or duty of, or imposed upon, such Party.
Any waiver at any time by either Party of its rights with respect to this Agreement shall not be deemed a continuing waiver or a waiver with respect to any other failure to comply with any other obligation, right, duty of this Agreement.  Termination or Default of this Agreement for any reason by Interconnection Customer shall not constitute a waiver of Interconnection Customer's legal rights to obtain an interconnection from Transmission Provider.  Any waiver of this Agreement shall, if requested, be provided in writing.

17.7	Headings.  The descriptive headings of the various Articles of this Agreement have been inserted for convenience of reference only and are of no significance in the interpretation or construction of this Agreement.

17.8	Multiple Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts, each of which is deemed an original but all constitute one and the same instrument.

17.9	Amendment.  The Parties may by mutual agreement amend this Agreement by a written instrument duly executed by the Parties.

17.10	Modification by the Parties.  The Parties may by mutual agreement amend the Appendices to this Agreement by a written instrument duly executed by the Parties.  Such amendment shall become effective and a part of this Agreement upon satisfaction of all Applicable Laws and Regulations.

17.11	No Partnership.  This Agreement shall not be interpreted or construed to create an association, joint venture, agency relationship, or partnership between the Parties or to impose any partnership obligation or partnership liability upon either Party.  Neither Party shall have any right, power or authority to enter into any agreement or undertaking for, or act on behalf of, or to act as or be an agent or representative of, or to otherwise bind, the other Party.

IN WITNESS THEREOF, the Parties have caused this Agreement to be duly executed by their duly authorized officers or agents on the day and year first above written.

[Insert name of Transmission Provider]
By:		_________________________	
Title:		_________________________	
Date:		__________________________	

[Insert name of Interconnection Customer]
By:		_________________________
Title:		_________________________
Date:		_________________________


Attachment A to Appendix 5
Interim Availability Interconnection System Impact
Study Agreement

INTERCONNECTION REQUEST

1.	The undersigned Interconnection Customer submits this request to interconnect its Generating Facility with the Transmission System pursuant to the Tariff, requests Interim Interconnection Service, and selects one of the following options (check one):

_____	An Interconnection Request has been submitted into the DISIS Queue or PSIS and has been assigned the Initial Queue Position GEN-20___-______. The remainder of this Attachment A and B to Appendix 5 may be left blank. The information submitted with the DISIS Queue or PSIS request will be used to conduct the Interim Availability Interconnection Service System Impact Study. 

_____	An Interconnection Request is being submitted into the DISIS Queue or PSIS simultaneous with this request for Interim Interconnection Service. The remainder of this Attachment A and B to Appendix 5 may be left blank. The information submitted with the DISIS Queue or PSIS request will be used to conduct the Interim Availability Interconnection Service System Impact Study. The Interim study will commence upon satisfactory completion of the terms and conditions of Section 8.2 of Attachment V.

_____	Because the DISIS Queue Cluster Window is currently closed, an Interconnection Request will be submitted into the next DISIS Queue Cluster Window to open after the submission of this request for Interim Interconnection Service. The Interconnection Customer hereby submits the following information for use in conducting the Interim Availability Interconnection Service System Impact Study.

2.	This Interconnection Request is for (check one):
_____	A proposed new Generating Facility.
_____	An increase in the generating capacity or a Material Modification of an Existing Generating Facility. 

3.	The type of interconnection service requested (check one):
_____	Energy Resource Interconnection Service
_____	Network Resource Interconnection Service

4.	All requests for Network Resource Interconnection Service are also studied for Energy Resource Interconnection Service.

5.	The Interconnection Customer provides the following information:
a.	Address or location or the proposed new Generating Facility site (to the extent known) or, in the case of an Existing Generating Facility, the name and specific location of the Existing Generating Facility:
												
												
	Geographic coordinates of the proposed new  or Existing Generating Facility site: 
	Latitude: ___ degrees, ___ minutes, ___ seconds (North)
	Longitude: ___ degrees, ___ minutes, ___ seconds (West);
b.	Nameplate Capacity of the proposed new Generating Facility or the amount of increase in the Nameplate Capacity of an Existing Generating Facility, in alternating current megawatts;

Requested Maximum Injection Capability or the amount of increase in Maximum Injection Capability in megawatts (Maximum Injection Capability must be less than or equal to Nameplate Capacity);
Requested Network Resource Deliverability or the amount of increase in Network Resource Deliverability in megawatts (Network Resource Deliverability must be less than or equal to Maximum Injection Capability).
	 
	Existing MW
	Increased MW
	Total
MW

	Nameplate Capacity
	 
	 
	 

	Maximum Injection Capability (at POI)
	 
	 
	 

	Network Resource Deliverability (at POI)
	 
	 
	 




c.	A description of the equipment configuration (i.e. Number of generators/inverters and number of Intermediate Step-up transformers) for the entire Generating Facility.
d.	Preliminary one-line diagram of the Generating Facility that includes:
•	Breaker layout, bus configuration (if available) and number of generators
•	Zero impedance lines (if applicable)
•	Distance from the collector substation to the POI in miles and the line impedance;	
e.	Collector System Feeder Spreadsheet and Layout Diagrams;
f.	PSS/E User Defined Model files (.dll, .lib, .obj), documentation (generator model, power plant controller, etc.), and stability model files (.dyr, generator model, power plant controller, etc.);
g.	Commercial Operation Date (month/day/year); ____/____/______;
h.	Name, address, telephone number, and e-mail address of Interconnection Customer's contact person in Item 9 below;
i.	Location of the proposed Point of Interconnection including the substation name or the name of the line to be tapped (including the voltage), the estimated distance from the substation endpoints of a line tap, address, and GPS coordinates.
POI substation name: _________________
If a line tap, POI line name:______________(endpoint 1) to ______________(endpoint 2)
POI Distance from endpoint 1: _____miles
POI Distance from endpoint2: ______miles 
POI voltage: ___kV
Address or location of the Point of Interconnection:
__________________________________________
__________________________________________
Geographic coordinates of the proposed Point of Interconnection: 
Latitude: 	degrees, 	minutes, 	seconds (North)
Longitude: 	degrees, 	minutes, 	seconds (West);
j.	Geographical map showing the approximate location of the proposed Point of Interconnection and the location of the Generating Facility; 
k.	Generating Facility Data (set forth in Attachment B to this Appendix 5); 
l.	Reserved for future use
m.	Fuel type(s) included in this project configuration:
__ Battery/Storage
__ Hybrid
__ Hydro
__ Nuclear
__ Solar
__ Thermal
__ Wind
__ Other: ______________

Describe the prime mover (Combined Cycle Comb. Turbine, Combined Cycle Steam, Gas Turbine, Internal Combustion Engine, Steam Turbine, etc.): _____________________________________
n.	Primary frequency response operating range for electric storage resources;
o.	If Interconnection Facilities will be shared, the project number of other Existing Generating Facilities or Interconnection Requests with which Interconnection Facilities will be shared shall be listed below. If no project number is available, state the name of the Interconnection Customer and describe the applicable Generating Facilities below.
__________________________________________
__________________________________________
p.	For request for Generating Facility Replacement, the planned or actual date of cessation of operation of the Existing Generating Facility: (month/day/year) ___/____/____.

6.	Applicable deposit amount and application fee as specified in the GIP.

7.	Evidence of Site Control as specified in Section 8.2 and Section 3.11 of the GIP, as applicable: 
____	Site Control for the Generating Facility and one of the following:
____	Site Control for at least fifty percent (50%) (one-hundred percent (100%) for Priority Requests) of the Generating Facility’s high voltage tie line to Point of Interconnection; OR
_____ Additional financial security in the amount of $80,000 per line right-of-way mile.

8.	This Interconnection Request shall be submitted electronically, in the manner specified in Section 1 of the “Generator Interconnection Business Guide and Practice” manual posted on the Transmission Provider’s Generator Interconnection Study posting page on OASIS.

9.	Representative of Interconnection Customer to contact (including e-mail address):
Name of Contact Person: __________________________________________
Mailing Address: _________________________________________________
City, State, Zip___________________________________________________
Telephone: _____________________________________________________
E-mail address: __________________________________________________

10.	This Interconnection Request is submitted by:
Name of Interconnection Customer (Company): _________________________
By (signature): ____________________________________________________
Name (type or print): _______________________________________________
Title:____________________________________________________________
Date:__________________

***

APPENDIX 8 TO THE GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION PROCEDURES
INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT (INTERIM GIA)

***

INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
[bookmark: _DV_M228]THIS INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
[bookmark: _DV_M230][bookmark: _DV_M231][bookmark: _DV_M232](“Agreement” or “Interim GIA”) is made and entered into this ____ day of ___________ , by and among ___________________, a ____________ organized and existing under the laws of the State/Commonwealth of ___________ (“Interconnection Customer” with a Generating Facility), Southwest Power Pool, Inc., a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Arkansas  (“Transmission Provider”) and ___________________, a ____________ organized and existing under the laws of the State/Commonwealth of ___________ (“Transmission Owner”).  Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner each may be referred to as a “Party” or collectively as the “Parties.”

Recitals

WHEREAS, Transmission Provider functionally controls the operation of the Transmission System; and,

WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer intends to own, lease and/or control and operate the Generating Facility identified as a Generating Facility in Appendix C to this Agreement; and,

	WHEREAS, Transmission Owner owns facilities to which the Generating Facility is to be interconnected and may be constructing facilities to allow the interconnection; and,

	WHEREAS, Transmission Provider has conducted an additional analysis in accordance with Section 11A.2 of the Generator Interconnection Procedures (“GIP”) to determine the availability of Interim Interconnection Service at the time of the Interconnection Customer’s requested In-Service Date and Commercial Operation Date with the Transmission System topology and in-service generation expected to be in place at that time; and,

	WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer, in accordance with Section 11A.2.1 of the GIP, has provided Transmission Provider with reasonable evidence of Site Control or additional security and with reasonable evidence that one or more of the milestones listed in Section 11A.2.1 has been achieved; and  

[bookmark: _DV_M242]WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner have agreed to enter into this Agreement for the purpose of interconnecting the Generating Facility with the Transmission System on an interim basis prior to the completion of the generator interconnection study process set forth in the GIP and execution of a Generator Interconnection Agreement;
[bookmark: _DV_M243]
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of and subject to the mutual covenants contained herein, it is agreed:
[bookmark: _DV_M244]
[bookmark: _DV_M245][bookmark: _DV_M246][bookmark: _DV_C20][bookmark: _DV_M247]When used in this Interim GIA, terms with initial capitalization that are not defined in Article 1 shall have the meanings specified in the Article in which they are used or the Open Access Transmission Tariff (“Tariff”).

***

Article 1. 	Definitions

Interconnection Request shall mean an Interconnection Customer's request, in the form of Appendix 3 or Appendix 5 to the GIP, in accordance with the Tariff, to interconnect a new Generating Facility, to interconnect a Replacement Generating Facility, to increase the capacity of, or make a Material Modification to the operating characteristics of, an Existing Generating Facility that is interconnected with the Transmission System.

***

2.3	Termination Procedures.

2.3.1	Termination Events.  

2.3.1.1		This Interim GIA may be terminated by Interconnection Customer after giving Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner ninety (90) Calendar Days advance written notice, or by Transmission Provider notifying FERC after the Generating Facility permanently ceases Commercial Operation.  

2.3.1.2		This Interim GIA shall terminate upon occurrence of one or more of the following events:

(a) The Effective Date of a GIA regarding the Generating Facility that is the subject of this Interim GIA that has been accepted by FERC and/or reported in Transmission Provider’s Electric Quarterly Report;  

(b) The date of a FERC order rejecting an unexecuted GIA regarding the Generating Facility that is the subject of this Interim GIA; 

(c) The date the Interconnection Customer’s Interconnection Request is deemed withdrawn pursuant to the GIP; 

(d) The Interconnection Customer’s failure to pay part or all of the required security pursuant to Article 11.7;  

(e) The Transmission Provider’s determination in accordance with Article 4.2.2, that Interim Interconnection Service to Interconnection Customer and the amount of power that Interconnection Customer is permitted to inject into the Transmission System from its Generating Facility pursuant to this Interim GIA is reduced to zero; or   

(f) The Interconnection Customer’s failure to submit an Interconnection Request during an open DISIS Queue Cluster Window or a Priority Request pursuant to the GIP.   




APPENDIX 14 TO THE GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION PROCEDURES
INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT (INTERIM GIA)
(For use when Western-UGP is a Party to the Interim GIA, as the Transmission Owner)

***

INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
THIS INTERIM GENERATOR INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT
(“Agreement” or “Interim GIA”) is made and entered into this ____ day of ___________ , by and among ___________________, a ____________ organized and existing under the laws of the State/Commonwealth of ___________ (“Interconnection Customer” with a Generating Facility), Southwest Power Pool, Inc., a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Arkansas  (“Transmission Provider”) and Western Area Power Administration- Upper Great Plains Region (“Western-UGP”), a Federal power marketing agency organized under the United States Department of Energy (“Transmission Owner”).  Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner each may be referred to as a “Party” or collectively as the “Parties.”

Recitals

WHEREAS, Transmission Provider functionally controls the operation of the Transmission System; and,

WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer intends to own, lease and/or control and operate the Generating Facility identified as a Generating Facility in Appendix C to this Agreement; and,

	WHEREAS, Transmission Owner owns facilities to which the Generating Facility is to be interconnected and may be constructing facilities to allow the interconnection; and,

	WHEREAS, Transmission Provider has conducted an additional analysis in accordance with Section 11A.2 of the Generator Interconnection Procedures (“GIP”) to determine the availability of Interim Interconnection Service at the time of the Interconnection Customer’s requested In-Service Date and Commercial Operation Date with the Transmission System topology and in-service generation expected to be in place at that time; and,

	WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer, in accordance with Section 11A.2.1 of the GIP, has provided Transmission Provider with reasonable evidence of Site Control or additional security and with reasonable evidence that one or more of the milestones listed in Section 11A.2.1 has been achieved; and  

WHEREAS, Interconnection Customer, Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner have agreed to enter into this Agreement for the purpose of interconnecting the Generating Facility with the Transmission System on an interim basis prior to the completion of the generator interconnection study process set forth in the GIP and execution of a Generator Interconnection Agreement;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of and subject to the mutual covenants contained herein, it is agreed:
When used in this Interim GIA, terms with initial capitalization that are not defined in Article 1 shall have the meanings specified in the Article in which they are used or the Open Access Transmission Tariff (“Tariff”).
***

Article 1. 	Definitions

Interconnection Request shall mean an Interconnection Customer's request, in the form of Appendix 3 or Appendix 5 to the GIP, in accordance with the Tariff, to interconnect a new Generating Facility, to interconnect a Replacement Generating Facility, to increase the capacity of, or make a Material Modification to the operating characteristics of, an Existing Generating Facility that is interconnected with the Transmission System.

***

2.3	Termination Procedures.

[bookmark: _DV_M368][bookmark: _DV_C56][bookmark: _DV_M369][bookmark: _DV_M370]2.3.1	Termination Events.  

2.3.1.1		This Interim GIA may be terminated by Interconnection Customer after giving Transmission Provider and Transmission Owner ninety (90) Calendar Days advance written notice, or by Transmission Provider notifying FERC after the Generating Facility permanently ceases Commercial Operation.  

2.3.1.2		This Interim GIA shall terminate upon occurrence of one or more of the following events:

(a) The Effective Date of a GIA regarding the Generating Facility that is the subject of this Interim GIA that has been accepted by FERC and/or reported in Transmission Provider’s Electric Quarterly Report;  

(b) The date of a FERC order rejecting an unexecuted GIA regarding the Generating Facility that is the subject of this Interim GIA; 

(c) The date the Interconnection Customer’s Interconnection Request is deemed withdrawn pursuant to the GIP; 

(d) The Interconnection Customer’s failure to pay part or all of the required security pursuant to Article 11.7; 

(e) The Transmission Provider’s determination in accordance with Article 4.2.2, that Interim Interconnection Service to Interconnection Customer and the amount of power that Interconnection Customer is permitted to inject into the Transmission System from its Generating Facility pursuant to this Interim GIA is reduced to zero; or   

(f) The Interconnection Customer’s failure to submit an Interconnection Request during an open DISIS Queue Cluster Window or a Priority Request pursuant to the GIP. 
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