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 Product/Process:  Data API  

 Date:   7/27/10 

 
 
Attended: Ivan Samuelson, Scott Danley, Ali Merchant, Jim Medford, Mandi Howell, 

Mary Jo Montoya, Kaneisha Jones, Jessica Collins, Kathy Schuerger, JJ Weaver, 

Leann Poteet, Emily Davis, Dena Giessmann 

 

Identify Realistic Limits 
 

After introductions and roll call, the discussion turned to how best to limit the data.  

Consensus was that sixty days’ worth of data should be accessible online at all times.  

Data will be archived after 60 days.  MPs will be able to pull the data by a particular date 

or specific set of dates. 

Action Item:  Add this detail to the Requirements document and internal Technical 

Design. 

 

For storing and archiving, one option is to have the historical data in an offline 

environment.  To retrieve historical data, an MP would submit a service request and 

then SPP personnel would pull the data and send it (could be emailed or sent via FTP).  

Another option is to allow connection to a separate website that allows large data 

requests.  The group discussed both options.  The question was asked: Will the archival 



 

data be in a different format than the online data?  According to JJ Weaver, project 

Technical Lead, it will be in the same format.  To start with, it will be in XML. SPP could 

later apply different communication transforms, whether XML, CSV, etc.     

 

Versioning System for Service Calls 
To illustrate the need for versioning, JJ spoke about the Loss matrix data. Its underlying 

business logic is set in stone. What if a calculation changes via one of the underlying 

system changes? How do we inform the MPs that there has been a change?  SPP 

recommends setting up API calls in real time and having them versioned. For example, 

when the call is created, it is named SLIP Data v1. SLIP Data v1 is posted on the API 

and a month later SPP realizes the calculation is wrong; at that point, SPP posts SLIP 

Data v2.  MPs could still call the prior version but would have to use the historical 

website.   

 

Determine Timeframes for Data Accessibility 
 

MPs want to be able to request up to 7 days of data at a time. A requester can get just 

one day or up to 7 days; it will depend on what start and end times are entered.  

Performance testing will be critical to ensure that there is no performance degradation 

when pulling this much data.   

 

Summary 
SPP will constrain the data request with a 7-day limit; keep 60 days of data online, and 

use a versioning system for the API calls. The group agreed that if workable, providing 

two separate URLs with two load balancers would be acceptable.   

Action Item: JJ will check with the server team to see if this is the best solution.  If it is, 

the requirements (M9.0) will be updated to reflect use of two URLs; it currently it calls 

for one URL for both online and archived data. 

 



 

 
Open Floor 
There was discussion about how data will change when the transition to the future 

markets occurs.  What is the maximum amount of time historical data will be retained? 

Emily Davis, the project’s Business Analyst, stated that SPP would have to check with 

FERC.  We think it is seven years, but will check and report back.   

Action Item: Confirm required length of data retention. 

 

A question was raised about asynchronous callbacks. JJ noted that this type of call 

would require more work on the member side to configure and set up listeners, so SPP 

has moved away from recommending this approach during this first initial phase.    

 

Will the project team continue to ensure the project’s results will remain compatible with 

the future market design? Yes, SPP favors a solution that will allow for IT changes 

without impacting the external-facing data.  The project team is also working to ensure 

the project is compatible with the new architecture and infrastructure.  

 

Does it make sense to add Transmission Settlements API to this project?  There could 

be issues around permissions from a TO and TC as to who can see what material, 

which could increase the complexity of the project.  The timeline could also increase if 

delivering both.    

Action Item: Talk with the SPP Project Coordinator and project business sponsor about 

the pros and cons of combining the two efforts and report back to the requirements 

committee.   

 

 
 
 



 

Next Steps 
For each requirement, the project team will need to create the SQL to pull the data, and 

then define the XSD. The project schedule will be updated and presented to the CWG in 

its September meeting.  Interface definitions will be provided by October 4th. 


