
 
 
 

 
Southwest Power Pool 

SEAMS STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING 

August 6, 2013 

DFW Hyatt Regency, DFW Airport, TX 

•  M I N U T E S  •  
 

Agenda Item 1 – Administrative Items 
Seams Steering Committee (SSC) Vice-Chair Bary Warren, Empire, called the meeting to order at 
approximately 8:15am. The following 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 
Jacob Langthorn, IV, OG&E Electric Services 
Chris Standifer, KCPL 
Roy Boyer, SPS 
Ollie Burke, Entergy 
Keith Tynes, East Texas Cooperatives 
David Kelley, SPP Staff Secretary 
 

 
Mr. Warren, Empire, stated SSC Chair Paul Malone, NPPD, will be attending via telephone for the 
meeting. Chair Malone asked that Vice-Chair Warren run the meeting. 
 
Several changes were made to the agenda due to time constraints. The EIPC update and the 
Negotiations Policy Paper were removed from the agenda and will instead be reviewed on the September 
conference call. Richard Ross, AEP moved to accept the changes to the agenda. His motion was 
seconded by Roy Boyer, SPS. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
The minutes for the May 10 conference call, the June 13 conference call, and the July 1 conference call 
were reviewed. No changes were made to the minutes. Mr. Ross moved to approve the minutes. The 
motion was seconded by Chris Standifer, KCPL. The motion was approved unanimously. 
 
The action item list was reviewed.  On Action Item #008, staff stated that oral arguments at the DC Circuit 
Court have been set for October 18. A comment was added to Action Item #010 stating that staff will 
provide a recommendation on the 5% value for unaccounted for flows at the September SSC meeting. 
Several SSC members stated that this item needs to be wrapped up. Jason Davis, SPP, replied that other 
items have pulled resources away from working on this item, but staff would provide a recommendation at 
the September SSC meeting. On Action Item #020, Mr. Davis stated that a preliminary list of RCFs has 
been completed and that the mock runs are in progress.   
 
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 – SPP-MISO JOA Market Flow Update 
Mr. Davis reviewed two main topics in the SPP-MISO JOA Market Flow Update. The first topic was the 
MISO market flow calculation change, which incorporated an update to the calculation to account for 
imports. The second topic was a modeling error SPP identified in MISO’s model. 
 



 
 
 

MISO’s Market Flow Update 
Mr. Davis reported that prior to June of this year, MISO’s market flow calculation methodology did not 
account for imports. In June, MISO changed their market flow calculation to account for imports by slice of 
system. Mr. Davis reviewed the details of the calculation methodology update. Kip Fox, AEP replied that 
analysis performed by PJM indicates that there are still improvements that need to be made to MISO’s 
methodology. Mr. Davis replied that there are several parties that are interested in this issue. 
 
Ollie Burke, Entergy, asked what were the impacts of MISO’s methodology change. Mr. Davis replied that 
there has been a small reduction in unreported flows, but it is hard to determine what impact, if any, can 
be attributed to MISO’s change as there are many variables involved.  
 
Modeling Error 
Mr. Davis reported that SPP has been reviewing factors and comparing to the IDC factors. During this 
review of weighted shift factors SPP discovered some large differences. SPP reported the differences to 
MISO and MISO researched the issue. During MISO’s research they identified a modeling error in the 
IDC model. Once MISO identified the modeling error they requested an emergency IDC model update to 
fix the issue. SPP verified that MISO’s fix was successful. 
 
The fix was implemented on July 18 and the error existed in the IDC model for 2.5 months. The model fix 
resulted in TDF changes. As an example, the change resulted in approximately a 150MW change of tag 
impact on the Cooper South flowgate.  

Agenda Item 3 – CMPWG Update 
Mr. Davis provided an update on the CMPWG activities. The latest CMPWG meeting was hosted by 
MAPP on July 9 with a conference call on August 1. 
 
For the MISO-South integration, a draft list of RCFs was completed by the end of June from running the 
Book of Flowgates. The analysis identified 31 additional SPP flowgates that will be RCFs with MISO and 
66 additional MISO flowgates that will be RCFs with SPP. The CMPWG are reviewing the list of RCFs 
and seeing if they agree. 
 
Mr. Malone asked where the flowgates are located. Mr. Davis responded that staff will provide that 
information at a later time.  
 
Mr. Davis went over the outcome of the freeze date data. The initial review freeze date DNR and TSR 
lists has been completed for the mock runs. 120 new reservations were added and 53 existing 
reservation were altered in how they will be accounted for. The mock run took place on July 18, however 
there was a hiccup in the mock run and is currently being rerun.  The impact data and allocations will be 
reviewed by the CMPWG in August with the final mock runs taking place in November. 
 
Several stakeholders expressed concern that the timeline is very tight. Since MISO is paying for the 
analysis SPP is not getting the data until after it is compiled and reviewed by MISO. Mr. Malone stated 
that if there are changes to RCFs, SPP would need this information immediately. Mr. Davis replied that 
SPP should have that information within a month. 
 
Mr. Davis discussed the inclusion of DNRs under Appendix G. A team has been formed to draft a 
proposal for criteria and thresholds for inclusion as a DNR. SPP is currently working to add Iatan 2 as a 
DNR while MISO is working on adding a few units in MISO South. So far the only unit that has been 
added is Council Bluffs. Mr. Ross stated that it is perplexing why this issue is only coming up now with the 
integration of Entergy when we’ve had a JOA with MISO for several years. Mr. Davis stated, that this is an 
ongoing process and that some questions came up when MISO requested review of some MISO South 
generation to be included. SPP has been reviewing upgrades and DNRs to see if they meet the 
requirement under appendix G of the CMP to be included.  
 



 
 
 

Mr. Davis continued his update on the CMPWG stating that they are also working on parallel flow 
visualization (PFV). PFV impacts other issues such as Market Flow being calculated and the priority of 
generation to load impacts in the IDC. 
 
AECI is considering participating in the CMP. Mr. Malone asked that if AECI participates in the CMP, does 
that impact the SPP-AECI JOA. Mr. Davis replied that AECI has several options; they can participate via 
an agreement to join the MISO CMP, join the TVA CMP, or join the SPP CMP. There was some 
confusion over the differences between the CMP processes and the FFE processes. The CMP is used for 
transmission service and FFL, FFE is not. Market flow calculation is used for both the CMP and FFE. 

Agenda Item 4 – Firm Flow Entitlements 
Mr. Davis presented an overview on Firm Flow Entitlements (FFE). He covered the concepts and details 
of FFE and also reviewed multiple hypothetical examples. Mr. Standifer asked where the concepts for 
FFE originated and why. Mr. Davis replied that is was based on the assumption that to manage 
congestion, it may be more economical for redispatch to be performed by an entity other than the host 
RTO. 
 
During the review of the examples Adam McKennie, Missouri Public Service Commission, requested that 
examples be provided that use real and current data. Mr. Davis replied that staff will work to develop 
those examples. Multiple stakeholders commented that the complexity of the process creates gaps that 
can result in over allocation. Mr. Warren asked where we go next with this topic. Mr. Davis responded that 
while SPP staff agrees with the market-to-market concepts, it cannot be effectively implemented without 
agreement on the market flow calculation and the consistent treatment of backing out schedule impacts of 
how Firm Flow Limits and Firm Flow Entitlements are calculated. 

Agenda Item 5 – Order 1000 Update 

A)   Regional Order 1000 Update 
Sam Loudenslager, SPP, provided an update on FERC’s response to SPP’s regional Order 1000 filing 
which was issued on July 18, 2013. Any petition for rehearing must be filed by August 18, 2013 with 
SPP’s compliance filing due on November 15, 2013.  
 
Mr. Loudenslager reviewed FERC’s response on several of the issues. FERC rejected SPP’s, and every 
other regions, Mobile-Sierra arguments. FERC stated that the membership agreement does not have the 
characteristics necessary for Mobile-Sierra protection. One of the primary proposals made by SPP that 
was rejected by FERC was SPP’s proposal to retain a federal Right-of-First-Refusal (ROFR) for Byway 
projects. FERC did agree that SPP can retain the ROFR for projects needed within 3 years; however 
FERC provided criteria for that process. Additionally FERC rejected SPP’s proposed language that 
accounted for state ROFR laws. FERC stated that state ROFRs cannot be used as a qualification criteria 
but it can be used in the evaluation of the developer selected to build a transmission project. FERC also 
stated that an incumbent TO cannot retain ROFR for new transmission facilities built along the TO’s 
existing right-of-way. 
 
Mr. Loudenslager listed the issues on which SPP could seek rehearing and/or clarification from FERC: 
Mobile-Sierra, Byway funding, removal of exemption utilizing existing right-of-way, treatment of Aggregate 
Study projects, state ROFRs, and treatment of Aggregate Study NTCs issued before January 2015. The 
applicable SPP working groups are beginning the compliance process which will include cost allocation 
issues. 
 
Brett Hooton, SPP, added that staff will monitor the stakeholder compliance process with the regional 
requirements to identify any impacts to SPP’s interregional filings. 
 



 
 
 

B) Interregional Filings and MAPP Extension 
Mr. Hooton provided an update on SPP’s filing for compliance with the interregional requirements of 
Order 1000. SPP filed two compliance filings on July 10, 2013. Based on how FERC handled the regional 
filings, it is expected that it will be a while before FERC responds to the interregional filings. FERC did not 
respond to any regional filings until after all regions had filed their compliance filings. The MAPP region 
has received an extension for their interregional filing that could push out their compliance date to late 
2014. 
 
SPP’s first filing includes the SPP-MISO JOA. SPP and MISO filed common JOA language with the 
exception of two disagreements. The second filing contained updates to SPP’s OATT including 
Attachments O, J, L, and H. This filing also contained the compliance language with the Southeastern 
Regional Transmission Planning region (SERTP). The filing with SERTP also included two areas where 
SPP and SERTP disagreed. Mr. Hooton stated that since SPP’s only interconnection to the SERTP is 
through a non-jurisdictional entity, AECI.  Since the non-jurisdictionals in SERTP are not including 
corresponding language in their OATTs, SPP requested a waiver from FERC for the interregional 
compliance requirements of Order 1000 with the SERTP. 
 
SPP was granted an extension of time for compliance with MAPP. The new compliance deadline is based 
off of when MAPP’s regional compliance will be due. This date could be as late as October 2014. 

Agenda Item 7 – Operations Reliability Coordination Agreement 

Mr. Davis provided an update on the Operations Reliability Coordination Agreement (ORCA). Currently 
the joint parties in the ORCA are working on determining the calculation methodology on the dispatch 
flow between MISO North and MISO South. MISO has made a proposal and the joint parties are currently 
evaluating that proposal. The joint parties are also developing some proposals that they will present to 
MISO. The joint parties are also working through the coordinated flowgate process and determining what 
kind of data and models are needed. MISO believes the ORCA should be filed with FERC. SPP will notify 
the SSC when it has been filed.  

Agenda Item 8 – 3rd Party Impacts from ATSS and GI Processes 
Brenda Fite, SPP, discussed the 3rd Party Impacts issue and the MOPC action item for the SSC on this 
topic. Mr. Malone stated that he has a list of stakeholders who will participate in a task force on this topic, 
but they have not yet met. The task force will review whether changes are needed to the JOAs. Mr. 
Malone stated that changes would have to be negotiated with SPP’s neighbors. 

Agenda 9 – Seams Activity Report 
Mr. Hooton reviewed the seams activity report. Most of the items in the report have been covered in 
previous agenda items. At a previous SSC meeting SPP staff committed to provide minutes of JOA 
meetings. Mr. Hooton stated that the minutes for the most recent SPP-AECI JOA meeting were included 
in the background materials as a part of this agenda item.  
 
SPP and MISO will have monthly calls focused on planning. Mr. Hooton asked that if any stakeholders 
have any topics they would like staff to discuss with MISO to send them to him or David Kelley, SPP. The 
first call will be on August 27. Mr. Kelley reported that SPP has been talking to MISO about the next SPP-
MISO JOA joint stakeholder meeting which will be hosted by SPP. Mr. Kelley suggested hosting the 
meeting in Little Rock. The SSC stakeholders preferred that the meeting should be in Dallas due to travel. 
SPP will request with MISO that we begin the process for the 2014 interregional planning study this year. 
The SSC would like for the study to take place in 2014 instead of starting at the end of 2014. Mr. Warren 
asked about the status of the Messick transformer project. Mr. Fox replied that AEP is currently 
negotiating cost allocation and project ownership with Cleco. Staff will report to the SSC as the project 
progresses.  



 
 
 

Agenda 10 – Discussion of Future Meetings 
The next SSC meeting will be a conference call on September 5. There was discussion whether the SSC 
would need to meet in person due to the number of items that would need to be discussed, however no 
change was made. 
 

• September 5:  SSC Web Conference  
• September 12: SPP-MISO Joint Stakeholder Meeting  
• October 3: SSC Meeting in Dallas, TX  

 

Agenda Item 11 – Post Entergy-ITC Orders 

Mike Riley, SPP, reviewed the procedural items related to the post Entergy-ITC Orders. A request for 
rehearing was filed on July 22 and there has been nothing new that has transpired since then. Mr. Warren 
requested that due to the frequency of and the magnitude of regulatory activities on multiple fronts, if staff 
could produce the regulatory report on a biweekly basis. Mr. Warren also requested that a discussion of 
how to handle DC tie projects such as Tres Amigas and Clean Line take place at a future SSC meeting.  

Adjournment 
Mr. Standifer moved for the SSC meeting to adjourn and go into executive session. Mr. Boyer seconded 
the motion. The executive session will include only SPP transmission owners. The motion passed without 
objection. 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
David Kelley 
Secretary 
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X M Paul Malone Chairman Nebraska Public Power District

X M Bary Warren Vice‐Chair The Empire District Electric Company

X M Richard Ross Member American Electric Power

X M Jeff Knottek Member City Utilities of Springfield, Misssouri

X M Jacob Langthorn, IV Member OG+E Electric Services

X M Christopher Standifer Member Kansas City Power and Light

X M Keith Tynes Member East Texas Cooperatives

X M Roy Boyer Member Xcel Energy

X M Oliver Burke Member Entergy Services, Inc.

X S David Kelley Staff Secretary Southwest Power Pool

X S Brett Hooton Southwest Power Pool

X G Dennis Reed Westar

X G Dennis Buffington Kansas City Power and Light

X G Kip Fox American Electric Power

X G Adam McKinnie MO PSC

X S Jason Davis Southwest Power Pool

Status: M ‐ Member   P ‐ Proxy   S‐ SPP Staff    G ‐ Guest
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X S Sam Loudenslager Southwest Power Pool

X G Blaine Erhardt Basin Electric

X S Brenda Fite Southwest Power Pool

X S Eddie Filat Southwest Power Pool

X S Scott Brown Southwest Power Pool

X S Jason Speer Southwest Power Pool

X G Jenell Katheiser

X G Noumvi Ghomsi Missouri Public Service Commission

X G Dan Lenihan OPPD

X G Katilyn Davis

X G Aiden Smith SPA

X G Debbie Prater Oklahoma Corporation Commission

X G Michael Odom Southwest Power Pool

X G Katy Onnen Kansas City Power and Light

X G Jim Flucke Kansas City Power and Light

X S Paul Suskie Southwest Power Pool

X G Bary Huddleston Clean Line Energy

Status: M ‐ Member   P ‐ Proxy   S‐ SPP Staff    G ‐ Guest
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X G Sandeep Baidwan LS Power

X G Chelsea Howard Energy Authority

Status: M ‐ Member   P ‐ Proxy   S‐ SPP Staff    G ‐ Guest
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