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Issues List following July MOPC 2012 
Updated 11/09/2012 

 
 

Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

AGC 
Functionality 

AGC Integration Guide V1.0 was published on 10/23/2012:  
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2466&pageID=27   
 
AGC Integration Guide Feedback was published on 
08/03/2012:  
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?pageID=27&date1=&date2=&key
word=AGC+integration+guide 

 
What is required for test, reversion, and emergency 
periods? 
A high level deployment test overview was presented to the 
Market Trials Review Group on July 24th and will be presented to 
CWG and MWG in August. This approach will drive some of the 
needs for testing and a similar concept can be used for the 
reversion period. In general, members’ EMS systems will need to 
retain the ability to switch between EIS and IM/CBA. Member site 
visits will be scheduled over the next few months to gain an 
understanding of their ability to perform a switch like this. 
 
All data requirements and periodicities in both directions 
Data and periodicities are listed in the ICCP Handbook. 
 
Any regulatory requirements or restrictions 
SPP will need to coordinate further with the CBA workstream on 
regulatory requirements or restrictions. 
 
All required interfaces 
SPP will use the member site visits and one-on-one calls to gain a 
better understanding of the additional needs not identified in the 
AGC Integration Guide. 

 
AGC functionality 
SPP does not require OPPD to remove AGC functionality, however, 
certain functionality will need to be disabled or disconnected for 

Carl Stelly CBA Closed 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2466&pageID=27
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?pageID=27&date1=&date2=&keyword=AGC+integration+guide
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?pageID=27&date1=&date2=&keyword=AGC+integration+guide
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Control and Balancing purposes. SPP is currently working with the 
Regional Entity to reach consensus on this issue. 

 
UPDATE: 
• Two signals:  Stepped setpoint and ramped setpoint 
• MP is not restricted to use stepped setpoint (which was 

unfortunately implied by the “information only” verbiage in the 
AGC Guide) 

 
NEXT STEPS: 
During a sidebar meeting a group of members and SPP staff 
discussed this to clarify the questions and expectations 
surrounding AGC setpoint.  There are two signals: stepped setpoint 
and ramped setpoint.  Market participants are not restricted to use 
the stepped setpoint.  There is confusion around this due to the 
“for information purposes” verbiage in the Integrated Marketplace 
Protocols. This information was reported to the CWG on August 29, 
2012.  
SPP will take the following next steps: 
• .... Draft a clarifying statement for discussion at CBASC 
• .... Discuss further with the members that have concerns 
 
ADDITIONAL: 
1. SPP does not require Market Participant AGC functionality 

changes to be ready by 5/31/2013 
2. SPP does require new AGC functionality to be tested properly 

prior to 11/1/2013 to ensure successful Parallel Operations on 
11/1/2013 to operating on the Setpoint Instructions from the 
SPP RTGEN for the first Deployment Test of the CBA 

a) SPP will utilize site-visits and teleconferences in the 
ICCP workstream over the next 5 months in order to 
communicate the expectations of SPP & the MPs for this 
effort.   

3. The Market Trials Tower & Market Trials Review Group will 
review and develop the proper date for a pre-validation of 
Market Participant AGC functionality testing prior to 11/1/2013 
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Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

Business 
Validation Rules 

Business Validations have been posted for Markets and TCR 
Workstreams – Notifications have been sent. 
Settlements validations will be included in the User Guides.  
Publication date TBD. 
 
UPDATE: 
Markets and TCR Business Validations are posted.  Settlements 
provided the Business Validation Rules on 10/2/12 for submitted 
input data (Note: Settlements Business Validation Rules are still in 
development and are subject to change.) 
 
10/23/2012 
Settlements business validation rules have been published since 
the last update (on 10/8).  They are in the Integrated Marketplace 
– Settlements folder on spp.org.  
 

Annette 
Holbert 

Settlements, 
TCR, Market 

Systems 

Closed 
 

Embedded 
Entities 

UPDATE: 
Embedded Entities are those entities that are located within the 
SPP Market Footprint, required according to NERC standards, SPP 
Criteria or Market protocols to exchange data in real time with 
SPP, do not have their own ICCP link(s) established with SPP and 
exchange the data through the ICCP links of an existing SPP BA, 
TOP or GOP. 
 
NEXT STEPS: 
Expectations: 
1. Existing SPP BA, TOP, or GOP exchanging data with SPP in real 

time through its ICCP links on behalf of an “Embedded Entity” 
need to inform the SPP RC if they are planning to discontinue 
the data exchange 

2. SPP BA, TOP or GOP that issued the notification will continue 
providing the data exchange service through ICCP for the 
“Embedded Entity” for a period of at least 8 months  

3. Gives SPP and the “Embedded Entity” sufficient time to 
establish new ICCP links for the exchange of the data in real 
time as required by NERC Standards, SPP Criteria or Market 
protocols 

Carl Stelly/ 
Bert Bressers/ 
Marty Knight 

ICCP In Progress 
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Status: 
• SPP sent out a request on July 27, 2012 to all existing CBA 

Steering Committee members to identify and report back any 
“Embedded Entities” in respective Balancing Areas  

• SPP received 6 responses as of August 21, 2012 and a few 
questions for clarification 

• SPP has received the replies and is following up by 9/21/12 to 
verify whether or not any of those identified meet the need to 
have ICCP.  

Follow-up Approach: 
• For each received notification by the SPP RC to discontinue an 

exchange of data in real time through ICCP of an “Embedded 
Entity”,  SPP RC will incorporate tasks within the ICCP 
Workstream to establish a new ICCP link between SPP and the 
“Embedded  Entity” 

• SPP RC will notify all involved parties of the anticipated time 
schedule of the project to establish a new ICCP link between 
SPP and the “Embedded  Entity” 
 

Follow-up Continues – Currently contacting the LSE's, TOP's and 
GOP's that don't have ICCP links; asking them how they are 
planning to send/receive data to/from SPP's ICCP as required by 
NERC Standards, SPP Criteria and Market protocols. 
 
11/06/2012 
• The 16 BA areas provided SPP with a preliminary list of 

Embedded Entities within their BA area. (October 2012) 
• SPP staff reviewed list, added information, categorized the 

Embedded Entities (Load, Generation, DVER, NDVER, behind 
meter), identified if the Embedded Entity has an existing link, 
and added information of current ICCP data exchange status. 

• SPP sent the updated list of Embedded Entities back to the BA 
areas for review (end October 2012) 

o SPP has received responses from KCPL, SECI, EDE, and 
OPPD 

o SPP is waiting for responses from other BA areas 
• SPP Customer Relations is in the process of contacting the 

Embedded Entities to determine if they need a new ICCP link, 
or if they will have an agreement in place with a third party for 
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ICCP data exchange with SPP 
• SPP Staff has site visits scheduled with all BAs within the next 

6 weeks. During the site visit the list of Embedded Entities will 
be reviewed and any additional information that the BAs have 
regarding the status of the Embedded Entities in the Integrated 
Marketplace and their perspective on the need for a separate 
ICCP Link for the Embedded Entity will be captured by SPP 

Gross/Net 
Modeling 

Generation Modeling Approach document was published on 
08/10/2012:  
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2180&pageID=27  
Net with Aux QA document was published on 08/02/2012:  
http://www.spp.org/publications/Net%20with%20Aux%20QA_201
20802.pdf  
 

Bert Bressers Market 
Systems Closed 

ICCP Handbook 
and other ICCP 
Issues 
 
[Also see 
“Embedded 
Entities”] 

ICCP Handbook Version 1.0 and accompanying Q&A sheet were 
published on 
10/19/2012: http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2466&pageI
D=27  
 
UPDATE (Oct.):  Currently contacting the LSE's, TOP's and GOP's 
that don't have ICCP links; asking them how they are planning to 
send/receive data to/from SPP's ICCP as required by NERC 
Standards, SPP Criteria and Market protocols. 
 
UPDATE (Sept.): 
No new issues were discussed during the CWG/JWG in August.  
The group is pleased with PIRG process and reviewing version 5 
now.   
 
The CWG will own changes of the ICCP Handbook going forward.  
The Handbook will not become a governing document and will not 
be combined with Appendix 7 of the SPP Criteria due to its limited 
application (only Market Entities). SPP will continue to identify any 
new requirements in the ICCP Handbook that are not already 
included in the SPP Criteria or Market protocols and will propose 
adding the new requirements to the proper governing 
document(s). 
 
NEXT STEPS: 
• Continue establishing links for identified embedded entities  
• SPP & BA’s continue identification of current tie lines  
• Continue ICCP Handbook and AGC Guide review/updates  

Bert Bressers ICCP In Progress 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2180&pageID=27
http://www.spp.org/publications/Net%20with%20Aux%20QA_20120802.pdf
http://www.spp.org/publications/Net%20with%20Aux%20QA_20120802.pdf
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2466&pageID=27
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2466&pageID=27
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• Publish ICCP Handbook to CWG, ORWG, MWG on 9/24/2012 
(ICC.011).  The SPP Ops Tribunal met on 10/04/2012 to 
discuss all open items that need to be addressed prior to 
releasing the next version of ICCP Handbook.  SPP is now 
determining a date for publishing the ICCP Handbook v.6, after 
researching/resolving open questions.  

• Scheduled to publish AGC Integration Guide to CWG on 
10/8/2012 (ICC.022)  

• Communicate plans for additional ICCP modeling and validation 
in October timeframe  

 
From JWG:  ICCP question/issue:  How is SPP going to handle the 
switch over for parallel ops? 
 
SPP:  This is more impacting than just ICCP. It also involves 
Market Testing which will have a deployment cutover plan during 
parallel operations and a go-live cutover plan (probably very 
similar or the same.)  
 
This has not been addressed because these plans are not 
developed yet.  

Legacy BAs 
restoration/ 
black start 
details 
 

Per Jason Smith on 10/29/2012:  This seems to be a compliance 
question.  Under EOP-005-2, in effect 7/1/2013, restoration 
activities are all GOP and TOP responsibilities.  The historical BA’s 
should have no changes to their situations when under the CBA.  
Under a restoration scenario, the RC is in control and is involved 
with the TOP’s in interconnecting islands.  When reconnected and 
the restoration is ended, the RC will turn balancing duties back 
over to the BA’s (EOP-006-2 R1.9). 
 
10/30/2012:  Referred this item to Philip Propes for comment. 
 
Per Philip Propes on 10/30/2012:  EOP-005-2 (System 
Restoration from Blackstart Resources) applies to TOPs, GOPs, 
TOs, and GOs only, with the RC providing the coordination efforts 
via EOP-006-2.  The BA transition to the CBA will have no bearing 
on these blackstart efforts, as each will remain a TOP, thus 
subjected to the EOP-005-2 requirements. 

Jason Smith, 
Carl Stelly CBA Closed 
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Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

Order 745 
Impacts 

UPDATE: 
The two main things that Order 745 instructs SPP to do are: 
1. Perform Net Benefit Test (monthly) to establish the threshold 

price above which Demand Response is considered cost-
effective 
 

SPP posts the Net Benefits Test monthly at 
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?pageID=168 

 
 

2. Undertake a study, examining the integration of the billing unit 
effect into the dispatch algorithms (by September 21, 2012) 
a. We are doing this study in conjunction with the other 

RTOs/ISO through the IRC—we hired a consultant 
 
The study is complete and SPP made a FERC filing on 
September 21st. 
 
In addition, the Order also requires SPP to: 
3. Provide an explanation of how its measurements and 

verification protocols ensure that appropriate baselines are set, 
and that demand response will continue to be adequately 
measured and verified for performance 

4. Establish a cost allocation mechanism by which the cost of 
obtaining demand response is recovered proportionally to all 
purchasing entities in area(s) where LMP decreases as the 
result of Demand Response dispatch 

 
11/06/2012 
The FERC Order in the Marketplace docket requires SPP to make a 
filing 30 days after SPP’s order in the EIS Market for Order 745 for 
the Integrated Marketplace.  With the explanation of the 
measurement and verification standards and MPRRs 77 and 89, 
SPP plans to comply with that requirement. 
 

Debbie James Market 
Systems In Progress 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?pageID=168
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Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

Order 755 
Impacts 

UPDATE:  This item was approved at the October 2012 MWG 
meeting; contingent on an Impact Analysis and the ability to 
implement the associated changes for Market Go-Live.  
 
• Order No. 755 – Frequency Response Compensation in 

Organized Wholesale Power Markets  
o Matrix has been developed to lay out different components 

and who is responsible for decisions and was reviewed at 
the MWG and CWG  in July 

o The Integrated Marketplace filing made 2/29/12 informed 
FERC that we would file SPP’s proposal by end of 2012 

o Proposal and methodology will be filed with FERC by year 
end 2012 which includes a request to implement after the 
Integrated Marketplace go-live 

Richard Dillon/ 
Debbie James 

Market 
Systems In Progress 

Provision of 
Wind Forecast 
Clarification 
(MWG Minutes) 

Carrie Simpson (SPP) introduced MPRR 85, which details the 
requirements for wind farm data submission.  The intent was for 
MPs with registered Wind-Powered Generation Resources (WGRs) to 
provide meteorological, geographical and WGR information that SPP 
would then use to generate wind forecasts.  The thought was that 
the relationship exists between SPP and the MP and not between 
SPP and the GOP.  As far as the submission, the Criteria would hold 
the GOP responsible for providing the data, but the MP would act as 
the conduit for submitting the data.  Much discussion ensued, and 
the members believed the MPRR as submitted was incomplete.  
They wanted the Criteria to state that the GOP is responsible for the 
data and necessary revisions to the LGIA (Tariff) to be included.  
Roy True (ACES) thought the Revision Description was incomplete 
because the Reliability aspects needed to be highlighted.  Members 
change the responsible party from MP to “Generation Interconnect 
Customer.”  Aaron Rome (Midwest) motioned and Rick McCord 
(EDE) seconded to approve MPRR 85 as modified in the meeting.  
The motion passed with five oppositions (Constellation, KCPL, OGE, 
OPPD, Xcel) and four abstentions (Golden Spread, KMEA, LES, 
OMPA).  (Attachment 9—MPRR 85 Recommendation Report).   
SPP is continuing to work on the solution.  MPRR 85 is continuing 

Debbie James/ 
Casey Cathey 

Market 
Systems In Progress 
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through the stakeholder process (CWG, ORWG, RTWG).  Will be 
presented to the ORGW on August 23rd.  It will also be discussed at 
the joint working group meeting on August 29th and 30th. 
 
UPDATE: 
11/07/2012 
SPP will post MPRR 85 comments to address concerns from the 
remanding of the MPRR back to MWG.  The updated commented 
MPRR is to be discussed at the November 12-14 face-to-face MWG. 
 
SPP comments on MPRR 85 (Provision of Wind Forecast 
Clarification) have been posted to the SPP website and are available 
at this link:  Integrated Marketplace PRRs 
 

Ramp Rate 
� Telemetered 
unit operating 
limits and ramp 
rates 
� Dynamic unit 
de-rate limits (for 
Spinning 
Reserves) 
� Unit Response 
tuning (assuming 
ramp rate tells it 
all) 

SPP is not going to require any of the three listed data items.  The 
current SPP RTGEN design is not capable of using the listed data 
items.  SPP might request the data items for informational 
purposes.  

This item will be discussed internally and SPP will provide a final 
reply the week of October 8th.   

Bert Bressers Market 
Systems Closed 

http://www.spp.org/event_register2.asp?oID=4313
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2069&pageID=27
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Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

Reversion Plan 

A Reversion Plan draft will be provided to the members in August. 
The working groups will then provide feedback in September. The 
reversion plan will then be discussed with MOPC in October. Final 
updating will occur from October up to the filing with FERC in 
January.  
 
UPDATE: 
Reversion Plan drafted, vetted internally, presented at JWG and in 
PIRG review. Instead of having the various working groups provide 
feedback we are going to put the Reversion Plan through a PIRG 
review. 
 
The current draft was presented to the MOPC on October 17.  SPP 
staff is completing the responses to the PIRG comments, and then 
a full round of presentations to the ORWG, MWG, and CWG before 
the January MOPC.  At the January MOPC SPP will ask for approval 
of the Reversion Plan and then seek Board approval in time for a 
March FERC filing. 
 

Don Shipley CBA In Progress 

Sandbox 

Vendor Outreach Workshop on August 23, 2012 
Target date for making the MP sandbox available is 9/20/2012 
 
UPDATE: 
Sandbox and Sandbox User’s Guide released on 9/20/12. 
10/29/2012 - The Integrated Marketplace Sandbox User’s Guide 
updated.  Updates were made to address incorrect URLs for some 
TCR functions; TCR Market, TCR Secondary Market and TCR 
Auction.  http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2574&pageID=27  

Annette 
Holbert 

Market 
Systems, TCR, 
Settlements 

Closed 

Sunset Clause 
for Load 
Reporting for 
Legacy BAs  

UPDATE: 
Adds functionality to enable SPP Operations to calculate the legacy 
BA actual loads after SPP is the BA. The existing BAs will continue 
to calculate and submit actual loads for SPP only in the short term, 
but have requested SPP take this requirement over shortly after 
Marketplace go-live since it is a function of a BA and SPP will be the 
BA. 
 
NEXT STEPS: 

Don Shipley CBA 

Pending 
Reversion Plan 

approval 
 

Post-Go Live 
Enhancement 

 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2574&pageID=27
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Begin requirements 

Area of Concern SPP Response SPP Owner Workstream Status 

Timeline 
Compression 

Overall System Status Update in September CWG Materials 
folder - (#20-5b) System Readiness for CWG_20 Sep 2012 
 
Testing 
• Late system deliverables are compressing the testing 

timeline  
• Mitigation Plan Testing Tower and solution providers are 

working closely together to prioritize deliverables to ensure 
downstream dependencies are met  

• Testing Tower and resource managers are working closely 
together to ensure coverage of testing activities 

• Impact is to the internal testing timeline and resources and 
does not impact the Market Trials timeline at this time 

Rebecca 
Sanders/ 
Sam Ellis 

Testing Closed 

XML Interface 
Requirements 

MPRR 86 was written to clarify the requirement for MPs to accept 
an XML signal for Energy setpoints during time periods where ICCP 
connection is no longer available.  There is not a requirement to 
incorporate that signal into an EMS.  ICCP is the primary method 
for communication, due to the integration of AGC, Operating 
Reserves, etc.  XML will be used for backup for Energy.  Passed in 
July MWG, on to ORWG (August 23rd) and RTWG on its way to the 
MOPC. 
 
MPRR 86 Recommendation Report is located in the August JWG 
Meeting materials folder.   
 
UPDATE:  MPRR 86 was approved at the October 16-17 MOPC 
meeting. 

Casey Cathey Market 
Systems Closed 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2365&pageID=27
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=2365&pageID=27
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Tie Line Error 

E-mail from 8-30-2012 following JWG meeting: 

I want to get clear the multiple items that can be referred to as "tie 
line error" in order to help further communication on the subject 
from our discussion on August 29 (Slide 66 & 67).  I believe there 
are four relevant values/terms:  
 
Someone can correct my terminology but I'm going to call things 
Tie Line Telemetry Error and Settlement Meter Error.  
 
A  - Real Time telemetry on the facilities in real time....    
B - Integrated analog figures which is an hourly (or 5 minute) 
integration of item A.    
C - What I refer to as the hourly "digitals" which I think are the 
hourly values retrieved in some manner from the meter shortly 
after the end of the hour.    
D - Monthly or periodic field meter readings.  Where a guy goes out 
in a pickup truck and reads the dials on the top of the meter....  
 
In somewhat random order:  
Activity 1 - When SPP "checks out" with the neighboring BA 
interconnection they are going to be looking at items B & C and 
working with the associated neighboring BA to "agree" on hourly 
figures.  In some cases SPP may change the original figures based 
on this "negotiation" with the neighbor.  SPP is going to do this 
without any direct involvement of the TOPs.  
 
Activity 2 - Tie Line Telemetry Error is the difference in B & C - This 
provides an indication of the accuracy of the real time second to 
second telemetered as compared to the actual hourly digital flows 
(which should be more accurate and less prone to error).  SPP 
needs this because if there is a persistent error they will want to 
bias their AGC system so that their control is more accurate in real 
time.  SPP will have all of this information and will need to do its 
own internal tie line error calculation without any involvement from 
the TOPs. 
 
Activity 3 - Settlement Meter Error  is the difference in C & D - This 
is a reading/review to make sure the accumulator readings received 
and agreed to between the interconnects in Activity 2 are tracking 
with the field meter readings.   The TOP or meter agent will be the 
guy that sends someone out in the field to do the reading.   

Shari Brown, 
Carl Stelly 

Interchange 
Scheduling, 

CBA 
In Progress 
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Someone (TOP or SPP) will have to be the one to 
calculate/determine how much energy flowed since the last reading. 
 Then SPP should look at the values from item B and determine if 
there is an accumulated error that needs to be correct.  If the error 
is small or stable you might just say "let it ride & carry it forward to 
the next reading."'   If it has gotten large then SPP will have to 
work with the adjacent interconnect on a correction method GOING 
FORWARD IN THE FUTURE.  If the tie line error is 100 MWH they 
might agree to add (or subtract) 2 MWH to each hourly reading for 
the next 2 days.  
 
Activity 4 - Communication of Digital values between/among the 
impacted entities.  I am not sure if the C values are communicated 
to SPP today or not... but it seems that may be a new data 
exchange activity from the TOP/meter agent to SPP.   Given SPP 
will be using and potentially then changing these figures in Activity 
1, then the final checked out values will need to be sent back to the 
TOP/Meter Agents by/from SPP.  The TOP/Meter agent will then 
need to utilize these figures in their calculations of loads within the 
respective settlements area. 
 
UPDATE: 
Has been captured in the project plan. 

 


