
 
 
 

Southwest Power Pool 

SEAMS STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING 
April 2, 2013 

KCP&L Office, Kansas City, MO 

• Summary of Action Items • 
 

1. SPP staff will report back to the SSC on the Interchange Distribution Calculator (IDC) association. 
2. SPP staff will report to the SSC on the impacts to SPP’s RCF’s as a result of Entergy joining the 

Congestion Management Process (CMP). 
3. A redline of the SPP-MISO CMP portion of the Joint Operating Agreement (JOA) to incorporate 

Appendix G changes will be included in the May SSC meeting background materials. 



 
 
 

 
Southwest Power Pool 

SEAMS STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING 

March 14, 2013 

AEP Office, Dallas, TX 

•  M I N U T E S  •  
 

Agenda Item 1 – Administrative Items 
Seams Steering Committee (SSC) Chair Paul Malone called the meeting to order at approximately 
8:30am. The SSC members were in attendance in person or on the phone: 

Paul Malone, NPPD 
Richard Ross, AEP 
Bary Warren, Empire 
Jeff Knottek, City Utilities of Springfield 
Jake Langthorn, OGE 
Chris Standifer, KCPL 
Roy Boyer, SPS 
Oliver Burke, Entergy 
Keith Tynes, GDS Associates for East Texas Cooperatives 
David Kelley, SPP Staff Secretary 
 

No proxies were presented 
 
The March minutes were reviewed and no changes were made. Richard Ross, AEP, moved to approve 
the March minutes. Keith Tynes, GDS Associates for East Texas Cooperatives, seconded the motion. 
The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
The action item list was reviewed and updated. Changes to the action item list included: 

• Action Item 017: Staff will review SPP’s JOAs with WAPA and AECI regarding the impacts with 
Order 1000 compliance efforts was changed to “completed”. The review was provided at the 
March SSC Meeting. 

• Action Item 018: Consider May 8, 10, 16, or 17 for SPP-MISO Joint Meeting. This meeting is 
being scheduled and this item was move to “completed”. 

 
Background materials for this meeting can be found on the SPP website at: 
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=1799&pageID=27 
 

Agenda Item 2 – Order 1000 Update 
Items in the Agenda Item 2 were reordered to accommodate the availability of SPP staff participants. 
 
C)   Other Order 1000 OATT Updates 
Matt Harward, SPP, reviewed edits to the SPP OATT made by the RTWG for compliance with the 
interregional requirements of Order 1000. Mr. Harward focused on the edits made since the last SSC 
review of OATT language. 
 
B)   MAPP 
Brett Hooton, SPP, reviewed compliance with the MAPP region, and specifically suggestions to OATT 
language made by MAPP. The MAPP stakeholders reviewed OATT language proposed by SPP and 



 
 
 

provided some edits and comments. MAPP suggested adding a section regarding Interconnection 
Requests and Transmission Service Requests. Mr. Hooton stated that while SPP is not opposed to 
eventually including these items, as they are already addressed in the SPP-WAPA Joint Operating 
Agreement (JOA), SPP would like more time to review how to best address this issue with the MAPP 
region. Additionally, The SSC has an agenda item at this April meeting to discuss third party impacts. 
Since it is beyond the scope of Order 1000, it will be addressed at a later time. MAPP also suggested 
editing language proposed by the SSC for cost allocation. This edit removed the discussion of Adjusted 
Production Cost (APC) benefit as a benefit metric. To accommodate SSC’s original recommendation to 
allow flexibility in the cost allocation, additional language was included. The SSC did not request any 
additional edits to what was proposed by MAPP and the RTWG.  
 
A) MISO 
Mr. Hooton, SPP, reviewed the status of interregional Order 1000 compliance efforts with MISO. Joint 
language needed for compliance is being incorporated into the SPP-MISO Joint Operating Agreement 
(JOA). Draft JOA language was provided to the SSC for their comments. The JOA language will be 
provided to the Markets and Operations Policy Committee (MOPC) in April. The JOA language reflects 
the process as reviewed by the SSC, though there are still disagreements between SPP and MISO on a 
few items. If there are still differences at the time SPP and MISO files with FERC for Order 1000 
compliance, both SPP and MISO will file their own language and describe the differences to FERC. 
 
David Kelley, SPP, discussed updates needed to the JOA to incorporate how to allocate additional 
transmission capacity from new interregional facilities. MISO has proposed language currently included in 
the MISO-PJM JOA. The SSC asked that a redline version of the SPP-MISO JOA that includes the 
proposed transmission capacity language be provided at the May SSC meeting. SPP staff will review 
internally how SPP plans to handle ARRs and TCRs with regards to the adjustments. 
 
D) SERTP 
Mr. Hooton reviewed the status of interregional Order 1000 compliance with the Southeastern Regional 
Transmission Planning region (SERTP). AECI is a sponsor of the SERTP and is SPP’s interconnection 
with the SERTP. Mr. Hooton explained that SPP and SERTP are in the process of developing a straw 
man for interregional coordination and cost allocation. SPP has concerns with the SERTP proposal and 
requested feedback from the SSC on what approach SPP should take. SPP staff’s primary concern 
centers around whether the SERTP’s proposed process represents a joint evaluation as required in Order 
1000. The SERTP proposal also differs greatly from SPP’s Policy Paper on interregional Order 1000 
compliance. Most of the differences not relating to joint evaluation are items that are not required by 
Order 1000. As an example, the SERTP only wants to consider tie lines as interregional projects. This 
matches the Order 1000 definition of an interregional project. The SERTP also rejected SPP’s proposal to 
have a Joint Planning Committee (JPC) and an Interregional Planning Stakeholder Advisory Committee 
(IPSAC), however these items are not required by Order 1000. 
 
Mr. Hooton requested direction from the SSC and provided two options, stating that agreeing to 
coordination that did not meet comply with Order 1000 would not be an option. Option 1 was that SPP 
counter the SERTP proposal with an SPP straw man that only includes the minimum necessary to meet 
the requirements of Order 1000 and maintains SPP’s position on project applicability. Option 2 was that 
SPP would “hold fast” on the SPP proposed straw man based on the process developed with the MAPP 
region. This proposal mimics the Policy Paper but includes a lot of items that are not necessary for 
compliance, and those items are not likely to be accepted by the SERTP. 
 
Stakeholders discussed what approach SPP should take. Steve Gaw, Wind Coalition, expressed that 
SPP should not compromise on items such as voltage limitations. Mr. Gaw continued that it is an item on 
which SPP disagrees with MISO and we should be consistent with the SERTP. The SSC was in 
agreement with SPP staff that SPP must make a filing that will meet Order 1000’s requirements. The SSC 
directed SPP staff to develop an agreement with the SERTP that meets the Order 1000 requirements 



 
 
 

while also ensuring that there are not unreasonable requirements for transmission projects to qualify as 
an interregional project, such as voltage limitations and mileage restrictions. 
 
Bary Warren, Empire, asked if a project approved in other processes, such as the ITP or through the 
SPP-AECI JOA could qualify as an interregional project and therefore receive highway funding regardless 
of voltage level. Mr. Hooton replied that it would not. To qualify as an interregional project under the 
proposed OATT language a project must be approved through the Order 1000 compliant interregional 
processes and approved by the SPP region. Mr. Warren and Mr. Ross expressed concern and stated that 
from their recollection this was not the intent of the SSC when it developed the Policy Paper. 
 

Agenda Item 3 – SPP-MISO JOA Update 
Mr. Kelley gave an overview of the discussion at the March 26 SPP-MISO JOA meeting. The JOA 
meeting focused on several topics, including Market-to Market Implementation, Sharing Contract Path 
Capacity, Market Flow Calculation Methodology, and CMP Changes to Flowgate Allocation. Mr. Kelley 
also solicited the group for additional topics they felt SPP and MISO should work on through the 
stakeholder process.  One suggestion was provided to address the issue of transmission usage, rights, 
and compensation as a replacement to the current CMP 2004 freeze date process.  There will be an 
additional joint stakeholder meeting on May 17. To accommodate easier travel and scheduling for 
stakeholders the SSC asked that SPP suggest meeting in Dallas again. Currently the meeting is 
scheduled to be held in St. Louis. 
 

Agenda Item 4 – Transmission Capacity & Flowgate Allocation 
Jason Davis, SPP reviewed a presentation providing examples of capacity allocation that result from new 
transmission. This same presentation was provided for the March 14 SSC meeting but was only reviewed 
at a high level due to time constraints. Mr. Davis reviewed each example and answered stakeholders’ 
questions on capacity allocation. The SSC asked for a report from SPP staff regarding the IDC 
association, how it will operate, what the governance structure will be, etc.  
 

Agenda Item 5 – CMP Working Group Update 
Mr. Davis gave an update on the CMP Working Group (CMPWG) meeting which SPP hosted on March 
19. One of the main topics at the CMPWG meeting revolved around Network Native Load (NNL) 
allocation activities resulting from MISO and PJM integrating new regions. The next CMPWG meeting will 
be on May 21. 

Agenda Item 6 – 3rd Party Impacts (GI and Agg Study) 
Mr. Warren led a discussion on what role SPP should play when either a Generation Interconnection 
Study (GI) or Aggregate Study (Agg) identifies an impact on an entity neighboring SPP. Currently the 
Business Practices Working Group (BPWG) is working on enhancements to the GI and Agg processes. A 
part of the business practice that is resulting from this work includes a discussion on 3rd Party Impacts. 
The draft language is similar to what is contained in some of SPP’s current JOAs. There was significant 
stakeholder discussion on this topic. Chair Malone closed out the discussion stating that stakeholders 
would have an opportunity to voice concerns with the BPWG whitepaper at the MOPC and that further 
discussion on how to address 3rd Party Impacts  would be covered again at later SSC meetings. 

Agenda Item 7 – Seams Activity Report 
Since there were only two weeks between the March and April SSC meetings, a new report was not 
developed for the April meeting. Mr. Hooton presented the presentation that was skipped due to time 
constraints at the March meeting. While reviewing the activities with AECI, Mr. Warren asked if the 



 
 
 

upcoming transmission summit will discuss the 345 kV transmission project that was considered in the 
2013 ITP20 with AECI. Mr. Hooton replied that he would work with the planning group to ensure that it 
was covered at the summit. 

Agenda Item 8 – Upcoming Seams Meetings 
The following upcoming seams meetings were discussed: 

• May 17: SPP-MISO meeting on JOA enhancements 
• June 21: SPP-AECI JOA meeting in Little Rock 

 Agenda Item 10 – Discussion of Future Meetings 
The next SSC meeting will be on May 1 in Kansas City, MO. 
 

• May 1: SSC face-to-face in Kansas City, MO (Register) 
• June 5: SSC face-to-face in Dallas, TX (Register) 

 
Meeting dates and times are subject to change. Participants can register for any of the SSC meetings on 
the SPP website: http://www.spp.org/committee_detail.asp?commID=96 

Adjournment 
Chair Malone adjourned the meeting at approximately 2:30pm. 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
David Kelley 
Secretary 


