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INDUSTRIES ASSOCIATION

November 21, 2025

Arizona Public Service
400 N 5™ Street
Phoenix, AZ 85004

RE: AriSEIA Comments on the APS Interconnection Manual Draft Rev. 9.1 as sent via email on November 13,
2025

Dear APS Interconnection Team,

The Arizona Solar Energy Industries Association (AriSEIA) appreciates the opportunity to provide comments
on Arizona Public Service Company’s Interconnection Requirements Manual, Revision 9.1. These comments
are intended to support clarity, consistency, and compliance with the Arizona Corporation Commission’s
interconnection rules, particularly as they relate to Maximum Capacity, screening criteria, and the treatment of
Active Power Limiting systems.

AriSEIA’s overarching concerns fall into several categories. First, multiple sections of the Manual reference
Nameplate Capacity where Maximum Capacity is required under Arizona Administrative Code R14-2-2615.
Consistent and accurate use of the defined regulatory terms is essential to ensure uniform application of the
screening process and to prevent inadvertent misclassification of generating facilities.

Second, several provisions governing Active Power Limiting systems do not fully align with Arizona
Corporation Commission requirements or with best practices used in other jurisdictions. These include scope
limitations, terminology inconsistencies, and restrictions that would unnecessarily limit non-parallel operating
modes that are widely expected to become more common as solar and storage penetration increases.

Third, certain protection and monitoring requirements would benefit from additional specificity to improve
predictability for both developers and reviewers. In particular, clarification of Minimum Power Protection
settings and the definition of the Relative Generating Facility Rating will help ensure consistent implementation
across projects.

A detailed list of recommended revisions is attached. These recommendations include requested edits to sections
8.1, 8.3, 10.4, 12.2, and related protection and control provisions. Each recommended change is tied either to
Arizona Corporation Commission rule requirements or to accepted technical standards used in other
jurisdictions.

ATiSEIA appreciates APS’s attention to these issues and remains committed to constructive engagement to
support an interconnection process that is efficient, transparent, and compliant with state requirements. Please
do not hesitate to contact us with any questions.

Sincerely,

/s/ Autumn T. Johnson
Executive Director
AriSEIA

(520) 240-4757
autumn(@ariseia.org
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ARISEIA COMMENTS ON APS INTERCONNECTION REQUIREMENTS MANUAL REV. 9.1

L.

On page 31, section 8.1.E uses the Nameplate Capacity for comparing the generator to the POI and
utility transformer ratings. ACC rule R14-2-2615 states that Maximum Capacity is the appropriate
screening criteria. Change “Nameplate” to “Maximum”. Section 10.4(A) through(C) provides
protection methods to address higher nameplate ratings.

On page 38, section 8.3(A)(4) and (B)(1) both refer to “nameplate” ratings and should also be changed
to “Maximum Capacity” to comply with ACC rule R14-2-2615 as per the previous comment on 8.1.E.

On page 46, the Protection section’s first paragraph has several references to Nameplate Capacity
ratings. Each of these must be changed to Maximum Capacity to be consistent with the ACC
requirements applicable to Non-exporting and Inadvertent Export systems.

On page 54, section 10.4 for Active Power Limiting states that it is applied to Inadvertent Export and
Non-Exporting Systems, yet it should also include Active Power Limiting systems that are not in these
two categories. Please change a portion of the first sentence to “An Active Power Limiting System,
including Inadvertent Export and Non-Exporting Systems, is a GF..” For part (C), change “PCS” to
“Active Power Limiting device” to better reflect the range of options.

On page 56, change the initial paragraph in Controls and Monitoring to replace “Nameplate Rating”
with “Maximum Capacity” to be consistent with ACC requirements. For systems with Maximum
Capacity less than 2 MW, please change the provision stating “they may be subject to these requirements
based on study results” to “they may be subject to these requirements based on screening and, if
applicable, subsequent study findings.”

On page 63 and 64 in Advanced Grid Support Features, section 12.2 Active Power Limiting, please
revise the scope to include all Active Power Limiting Systems as in the above comment on section 10.4
in both the first and third paragraphs. Delete the last sentence in the first paragraph which states
“Regardless of reason, it will be mutually agreed to by the Customer and APS.” The paragraph already
provides certainty that the limit is either established from a utility study or selected by the Customer.
Change “nameplate capacity” in the second paragraph to “Maximum Capacity” in accordance with ACC
rules. In section 12.2(A)(3), delete provision b. which unreasonably prohibits non-parallel operating
modes. Active Power Limiting and battery systems will be a popular and appropriate combination with
increased solar penetration on the grid, and it is permitted by ACC rules.

On page 64 in item (2) for Minimum Power Protection, add the following specific criteria: “The default
setting for this Protective Function shall be 5% (import) of Generating Facility’s total

Gross Rating, with a maximum 2.0 second time delay.” This criterion is used in other jurisdictions and
adds certainty for both developers and application reviewers.

On page 64 in item (4), replace the Relative Generating Facility Rating description with: “This option,
when used, requires the Nameplate Rating of the Generating Facility to be so small in comparison to its
host facility’s minimum load, that the use of additional protective functions is not required to ensure
that power will not be exported to Distribution Provider’s Distribution or Transmission System. This
option requires the Generating Facility capacity to be no greater than 50% of Producer’s verifiable
minimum Host Load over the past 12 months.” This is the definition used in other jurisdictions. The
draft’s current definition lacks clarity as to how a system would be eligible to avoid additional protection
functions.
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