
 
MINUTES NO 33 

 
Southwest Power Pool 

STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE 
October 15, 2004 Teleconference Minutes 

 
 
Agenda Item 1 – Call to Order and Introductions 
Chair Richard Spring (KCP& L) called the meeting to order at 1:04 p.m.  Other SPC members 
participating were Michael Desselle (AEP), Mel Perkins (OKGE), Bary Warren (Empire, proxy 
for Mike Palmer), Jim Eckelberger (Director), Ricky Bittle (AECC), Josh Martin (Director), Harry 
Skilton (Director), Dave Christiano (City of Springfield), Jim Stanton (Calpine), and Nick Brown 
(SPP).  SPP Staff in attendance included Carl Monroe, Pat Bourne, and Stacy Duckett.  Guests 
participating included Sam Loudenslager, Mary Cochran and Richard House (APSC); Shah 
Houssain, and Dennis Reed (Westar); Carl Huslig (Aquila); Robin Kittel (Xcel); and Rob 
Janssen (Boston Pacific). 
 
Agenda Item 2 – Approval of Meeting Minutes 
Richard Spring referred to the September 3 teleconference minutes and asked for additions or 
corrections or a motion for approval (Minutes 9/3/04 – Attachment 1).  Richard Spring moved 
and Josh Martin seconded approval of the minutes as presented.  The motion passed 
unopposed. 
 
Agenda Item 3– RTO Compliance Filing 
Nick Brown discussed filing requests per the recent FERC orders.  Mr. Brown reviewed 
proposed modifications to all documents at issue (Requested Filing Documents – Attachment 
2).  Following discussion, Mr. Spring moved to accept these recommendations for filing.  Mel 
Perkins seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 
 
Mr. Brown reviewed other requests of orders and provided the status of each.  Regarding the 
JOA order, he recommended that SPP make a filing October 18 as requested and reserve the 
right to a rehearing in case the agreement is not finalized before filing December 1.   Discussion 
confirmed agreement with this approach. 
 
Future Meetings 
Hearing no other business, Richard Spring reminded everyone of the SPC planning meeting 
November 18 & 19 at Gaston’s Retreat. 
 
Adjournment 
Richard Spring thanked everyone for participating and adjourned the meeting at 1:37 p.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, Stacy Duckett 



MINUTES NO 32 
 

Southwest Power Pool 
STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE 

September 3, 2004 Teleconference Minutes 
 
 
Agenda Item 1 – Call to Order and Introductions 
Chair Richard Spring (KCP& L) called the meeting to order at 8:33 a.m.  Other SPC members 
participating were Michael Desselle (AEP), Mel Perkins (OKGE), Mike Palmer (Empire), Jim 
Eckelberger (Director), Ricky Bittle (AECC), Josh Martin (Director), Harry Skilton (Director), and 
Nick Brown (SPP).  SPP Staff in attendance included Carl Monroe, Bruce Rew, Charles Yeung, 
Pat Bourne, Les Dillahunty, and Stacy Duckett.  Guests participating included Sandy 
Hochstetter and Richard House (APSC); Tom Stuchlik, Marty Brigman, Dennis Reed, Shah 
Houssain, and Doug Henry (Westar); Mike Proctor (MoPSC); Carl Huslig (Aquila); Terri Gallup 
and Larry Brewer (AEP); Bary Warren (Empire); Pam Koslowsky and Mark Rosse (Baker Dunn 
Rossi); Bill Wiley (OG+E); Arlen Frederick (American Transmission Co.); Robin Kittel (Xcel); and 
Mike Stafford (GRDA). 
 
Agenda Item 2 – Approval of Meeting Minutes 
Richard Spring referred to the July 16 teleconference minutes and asked for additions or 
corrections or a motion for approval (Minutes 7/16/04 – Attachment 1).  Harry Skilton moved 
and Josh Martin seconded approval of the minutes as presented.  The motion passed 
unopposed. 
 
Agenda Item 4 – Cost Benefit Study Data/Confidentiality 
Michael Desselle outlined issues related to requests for confidential data related to Cost Benefit 
Studies since the state commissions are overseeing the Cost Benefit process.  Mr. Desselle 
stated there is the need to protect such information from public disclosure, and to determine 
what information should be included.  This has been done at ERCOT and MISO is in the 
process of doing so.  Mr. Desselle requested a task force be formed to develop a process for 
the provision of confidential data to third party vendors.  Following discussion, it was decided to 
form a task force consisting of:  Richard Spring, Michael Desselle, Larry Brewer, Marty Brigman, 
Bob Stewart (OG+E), and Steve Dottheim (RSC rep).  Michael Desselle and Larry Brewer are to 
draft a scope of work and send it to Stacy Duckett, who will serve as the Staff secretary.  Work 
is to begin next week.  
 
Agenda Item 3 Transmission Expansion Cost Allocation 
Nick Brown discussed issues related to the process of forwarding the RSC 
proposal/recommendation for the Transmission Expansion Cost Allocation plan for SPP (Memo 
– Attachment 2).  Les Dillahunty continued the discussion, outlining the timeline and requests at 
FERC, noting that SPP has a December 31 deadline regardless of the RSC proposal status.  
Given current progress, it is expected to have the RSC proposal for the year-end filing.  Mr. 
Dillahunty stated that it is important to have answers to procedural questions once the RSC 
proposal is tendered.  Sandy Hochstetter provided a status report for RSC work.  Ms. 
Hochstetter explained that they are considering the preliminary proposal at the RSC meeting 
September 15 and plan to finalize the policy decisions at the October 6 meeting.  This proposal 
will be presented at the Markets & Operations Policy Committee meeting on October 13 & 14 
and to the SPP Board of Directors on October 27.  Mr. Dillahunty said that Tariff language can 
then be drafted but we must consider the time required.  Mr. Brown suggested asking the Board 
for concurrence with the process and to give the RTWG direction to make a presentation at the 
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January Board meeting.  This is past the deadline to file but SPP could make an informational 
filing and note that Tariff language would be coming in February.  All agreed with Mr. Brown’s 
suggestion.  Contact will be made with Chairman Pat Wood at FERC to advise him of the 
current plan. 
 
Agenda Item 5 – Cost Benefit Study – Phase 2 
Richard Spring recommended that the Cost Benefit Task Force manage Phase 2 of the Cost 
Benefit Study and start with Phase 2 at the conclusion of Phase 1 using the same consultant for 
the purpose of efficiency (Cost Benefit Study - Phase 2 – Attachment 3).  Following discussion it 
was determined:  

• To budget for the Cost Benefit Study- Phase 2 in 2005 
• Mr. Spring will request a recommendation from the Cost Benefit Task Force as to how to 

proceed with the studies. 
• SPP Staff, working groups, and regulatory staff are to do high-level reviews of options 

for the design. 
• A consultant will complete the study when appropriate 

 
Future Meetings 
Richard Spring explained the need for a face-to-face planning meeting and proposed a two-day 
meeting. The next SPC meeting is set for November 18 & 19 with the location to be announced. 
 
Adjournment 
Richard Spring thanked everyone for participating and adjourned the meeting at 10:02 a.m. 
 
Respectfully Submitted, Stacy Duckett 



DRAFT 
For Discussion October 15  

Southwest Power Pool, Inc. 
STRATEGIC PLANNING COMMITTEE 

Report to the Board of Directors 
October 27, 2004 

 

Organizational Roster 
The following members represent the Strategic Planning Committee: 

Richard Spring, Chair 
Ricky Bittle 
David Christiano 
Michael Desselle 
Jim Eckelberger 
Josh Martin 
Mike Palmer 
Steve Parr 
Harry Skilton 
Jim Stanton 
 

KCP&L 
AECC 
City Utilities of Springfield 
AEP 
Director 
Director 
Empire District 
KepCO 
Director 
Calpine 
 

Background 
On October 1, 2004, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (the “Commission”) issued an order in 
response to the compliance filing in the SPP RTO docket approving SPP as an RTO, but requiring 
additional clarification in some areas. The Commission requires additional filings. The Strategic Planning 
Committee is recommending that these filings be made, responding to issues/conditions as follows. 

Analysis 
Per a previous order, SPP added two membership categories: large retail customers and small retail 
customers. No definitions were provided for “large” and “small”; the intent was to allow the member to 
elect the category. The Commission requires that SPP define these categories in the Bylaws, consistent 
with the WestConnect case. The attached revisions to the Bylaws respond to the Commission’s request 
(Attachment 1 - Bylaws revisions).  

In addition, the Commission requires that SPP explicitly incorporate the Operational Authority Reference 
Document into the Membership Agreement to clarify SPP’s authority. The attached revisions to the 
Membership Agreement respond to the Commission’s request (Attachment 2 – Membership Agreement 
revisions). 

The Commission requires that SPP remove from its tariff any exceptions to the requirement that all TO 
load be made subject to the non-rate terms and conditions of its OATT. The attached revisions to the tariff 
respond to the Commission’s requirement (Attachment 3 – SPP Tariff revisions/Section 39). In addition, 
SPP must clarify Attachment C of the tariff to specify when ATC is reduced by a “margin,” detailing the 
nature of that margin, and whether it is CBM or TRM. The attached revisions to the tariff respond to the 
Commission’s direction (Attachment 4 – SPP Tariff revisions/Attachment C). 

SPP must amend the Independent Market Monitor agreement with language provided in the order. The 
vendor (Boston Pacific) is agreeable to this amendment and is prepared to execute such an amendment 
for filing with the Commission (Attachment 5- IMM Contract revisions).  
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Recommendation 
The Strategic Planning Committee recommends that the Board of Directors direct staff to make the 
necessary filings at the Commission to satisfy the requirements of the order issued on October 1, 2004 

Approved: Strategic Planning Committee October ##, 2004 

Action Requested: Approve Recommendation 

 



SPP BYLAWS 
Revisions per October 1 Order 

For Discussion by Strategic Planning Committee 
 
 
[Highlighted language indicates revisions.] 
 
 
 

5.1.1   Composition and Qualifications  
5.1.1.1  Composition 

Provided that Membership is sufficient to accommodate these provisions, the Members 

Committee shall consist of up to 18 persons.  Four representatives shall be investor owned 

utilities Members; four representatives shall be cooperatives Members; two representatives shall 

be municipals Members (including municipal joint action agencies); three representatives shall be 

independent power producers/marketers Members; one representative shall be a state/federal 

power agencies Member; two representatives shall be alternative power/public interest Members; 

one representative shall be a large retail customer Member, defined as non-residential end-use 

customers with individual or aggregated loads of  1-MW or more; and one representative shall be 

a small retail customer Member, defined as residential customers and other customers with 

individual or aggregated loads of less than 1-MW.  Representatives will be elected in accordance 

with Section 5.1.2 of these Bylaws. 

 

 
 
 
6.6   Corporate Governance Committee 

To the extent that the membership allows, the Corporate Governance Committee (CGC) shall be 

comprised of nine members. One representative shall be the President of SPP who will serve as 

the Chair; the Chairman of the Board, unless his/her position is under consideration, in which 

case the Vice Chairman of the Board; one representative shall be representative of and selected 

by investor owned utilities Members; one representative shall be representative of and selected 

by cooperatives Members; one representative shall be representative of and selected by 

municipals Members; one representative shall be representative of and selected by independent 

power producers/marketers Members; one representative shall be representative of and selected 

by state/federal power agencies Members; one representative shall be representative of and 

selected by alternative power/public interest Members; and one representative shall be 

representative of and selected by large/small retail Members.  

 



SPP MEMBERSHIP AGREEMENT 
Revisions per October 1 Order 

For Discussion by Strategic Planning Committee 
 
 
 
[Highlighted language indicates revisions.] 
 
 
2.1.1 k 
 
SPP shall have the authority to direct the day-to-day operations of the Tariff 
Facilities in order to carry out its responsibilities as a Transmission Provider and 
Reliability Coordinator as described in SPP’s Operational Authority Reference 
Document, attached hereto as Appendix A; provided, however, nothing in this 
Agreement or the OATT shall be construed to require a change in the physical 
control of any Tariff Facilities using a Party’s existing facilities or equipment. 



39.1 Applicability of Non-Rate Terms and Conditions

39.1 Bundled Retail and Grandfathered Load: Notwithstanding

Sections 37 and 38 of this Tariff, Each Transmission Owner

(which is not otherwise taking Network Integration

Transmission Service) is subject to the non-rate terms and

conditions of this Tariff for: (1) its bundled retail load

not having a choice of power suppliers; (2) its bundled

retail load that had the right to choose a different power

supplier under a state retail access program or legislation

and that was retail load served by the Transmission Owner

prior to the retail load receiving the right to choose a

different supplier; and (3) its bundled load under

Grandfathered Agreements. For purposes of this provision

the non-rate terms and conditions are those that would

apply to Network Customers except for Sections 28.3, 28.4,

34.1 and 34.1a, which shall not be included in this

definition. In addition, unless a Transmission Owner

executes a Service Agreement under this Part III, it will

not be considered as taking Network Integration

Transmission Service.
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ATTACHMENT C 

       

Methodology To Assess Short-Term Available Transmission Capability 

 

  The Transmission Provider will respond to a valid Application for Short-Term 

transmission service under this Tariff by performing studies pursuant to this Attachment C to 

assess whether sufficient transmission capability would be available to accommodate the service 

requested in the Application. The assessment of Available Transmission Capability to sustain 

Long-Term Firm Point-To-Point Transmission Service will be conducted pursuant to the 

Southwest Power Pool Coordinated Planning Criteria, Attachment O. 

 These studies will be made using a flow based approach to determine the capability of the 

interconnected network to accommodate the request for transmission service.  A flow based 

approach determines available transmission capability (ATC) of constrained facilities.  

Constrained facility ATC represents capacity remaining on constrained facilities after reduction 

for base flows, previously approved transmission service requests, and a margin (ifany 

appropriate). a Transmission Reliability Margin (“TRM”) and a Capacity Benefit Margin 

(“CBM”).  For constrained facilities within SPP, CBM is set to zero.  For constrained facilities 

within SPP, SPP does set aside capacity for TRM as necessary to ensure reliable short-term 

transmission operation during the loss of any generating unit within the SPP operating reserve 

sharing group.  The TRM withheld is determined through an assessment conducted at least 

annually of the transmission impact of the outage of each generating unit within the SPP 

Transmission System.  For the allocation of reserves that SPP expects to implement for each 

generation outage, SPP assesses the incremental transmission loading on each constrained 
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facility.  The capacity necessary to accommodate the greatest impact expected on each 

constrained facility is set aside as TRM.  For external constrained facilities monitored by SPP, 

SPP will use appropriate CBM and TRM values provided and justified by the owner of the 

external constrained facility.  Capacity required for TRM is made available to Transmission 

Customers for Non-Firm Transmission Service.   

 Requests for transmission service are made on a Point-To-Point basis from source(s) to 

sink(s).  However, ATC is determined on a constrained facility basis.  In order to evaluate a 

transmission service request, response factors are used to decrement ATC of constrained 

facilities.  If ATC of all constrained facilities is positive after decrementing, the interconnected 

network has capability to accommodate the request.  

The transmission capability studies will analyze the impact of the proposed transmission 

request on the thermal capability, voltage profile, and stability of the Transmission System(s) in 

accordance with the reliability and transmission planning criteria of the North American Electric 

Reliability Council (NERC) (or its successor organization) and SPP.  The available
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transmission capability for firm transactions will be the transmission capability determined under 

the appropriate reliability criteria remaining after providing for prior contractual commitments 

(including any transmission service contract(s) previously filed and pending Applications for 

Firm Point-to-Point Transmission Service) and planned emergency generation import 

requirements of Network Customers under this Tariff and Grandfathered Agreements, and also 

accounting for power flows reasonably expected to occur on the Transmission System that 

cannot be controlled by the Transmission Provider and/or the Transmission Owners (e.g., 

parallel path flows and inertial response power flows due to the tripping of a generator on the 

interconnected system). The analysis will also consider the ability of the Transmission System to 

withstand, under transfer conditions, a severe but credible disturbance without experiencing 

cascading outages, voltage collapse or widespread blackouts. 

In conducting studies, the Transmission Provider will adhere to Good Utility Practice, 

including NERC (or its successor organization)Policies and SPP Criteria and the OASIS 

Automation processes described as follows: 

 

Available Transmission Capability (ATC) 

 

 The Transmission Provider has developed an automated process to determine ATC and to 

respond to transmission service requests.  This process is called OASIS Automation.  OASIS 

Automation automatically processes requests for transmission service using a flow-based 

approach to determine ATC on constrained facilities.  OASIS Automation is integrated with the 

Transmission Provider’s energy management system and uses power flow models developed 

from the real time data.



Southwest Power Pool Original Sheet No. 122 
FERC Electric Tariff 
Fourth Revised Volume No. 1 
 
 OASIS Automation computes constrained facility hourly ATC for the first 7 days and 

daily ATC for days 8 through 31.  At midnight, a daily resynchronization occurs for the planning 

horizon.  This means hourly ATC will be determined for day 1 through day 7 and daily ATC will 

be determined for day 8 through day 31 using the power flow model.  Daily resynchronization 

will take approximately 2 hours to complete and produces constrained facility ATCs that reflect 

system and transmission service changes since the last resynchronization.  After daily 

resynchronization starts, OASIS Automation will continue to use the constrained facility ATC at 

the start of resynchronization to process requests for transmission service.  This means OASIS 

Automation will continue to act on requests even when resynchronization is underway.  If 

requests were processed during resynchronization and they resulted in adjusting ATC in the 

planning horizon, the ATC from the resynchronization will be "caught-up" to reflect  ATC 

adjustments once resynchronization is complete.  This catch-up is performed by decrementing 

ATC using response factors of certain designated constrained facilities for a Point of 

Receipt/Point of Delivery (POD/POR) pair. 

Similar to the daily resynchronization for the planning horizon, an hourly 

resynchronization will occur at the beginning of the hour for the operating horizon.  This means 

hourly ATC for the first day will be determined prior to 2 p.m.  After 2 p.m., hourly ATC for the 

first and second day will be determined.  Hourly resynchronization will take approximately 15 

minutes to complete and produces constrained facility ATCs that reflect system and transmission 

service changes since the last resynchronization.  Similar to daily resynchronization, after hourly 

resynchronization starts, OASIS Automation will continue to use the constrained facility ATC at 

the start of resynchronization to process requests for transmission service.  The ATC from the 

resynchronization will be "caught-up" once resynchronization is complete.



Southwest Power Pool Original Sheet No. 123 
FERC Electric Tariff 
Fourth Revised Volume No. 1 
 

During the period between resynchronizations, ATC posted on the OASIS will be 

continuously updated as requests are processed and ATC on the certain designated constrained 

facilities are adjusted.  At the time of resynchronization, the effects of all previously processed 

requests are included in the resynchronization.  This means newly approved transmission service 

requests are included as part of the power flow base model and the effects of these newly 

approved requests are not dependent on the use of response factors. 

During the period between resynchronizations in both the operating horizon and the 

planning horizon, events will occur that are not reflected in the latest ATC posted on the OASIS 

(i.e., a change in system conditions) or  a transmission service request will be processed and its 

effects are limited to certain designated constrained facilities constrained facilities using 

response factors that assume a linear relationship between ATC and the request.  If the Tariff 

Administrator (TA) believes either of these events have occurred and the ATC may no longer be 

valid, the TA can initiate a resynchronization to occur at a time other than the normally 

scheduled time. 

The flow-based approach being used to process requests under this Tariff requires 

computing constrained facility ATC for the planning horizon and the operating horizon.  

Constrained facility ATC represents remaining capacity available on a constrained facility.  

Transmission Customers, however, are interested in ATC that is available between Points of 

Receipt and Points of Delivery and not necessarily the capacity that is available on a constrained 

facility. To meet the needs of customers, the Transmission Provider provides a Scenario 

Analyzer as part of OASIS Automation which allows Transmission Customers to enter 

transmission service requests for analysis of available capacity without submitting requests on 

OASIS.  The Scenario Analyzer evaluates availability of capacity on certain designated 
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constrained facilities for the POR/POD pair but does not decrement ATC since no request has 

been submitted.
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Firm ATC 

Oasis Automation computes firm ATC for the planning horizon only.  Firm ATC is the 

capacity that remains on the constrained facility after reducing its rating for serving native load, 

Network Service and firm transactions.  Firm ATC will  be determined at least once a day during 

the daily resynchronization.  Resynchronization for the planning horizon solves a power flow 

model that has both firm and non-firm transmission reservations.  The flows on constrained 

facilities should represent base flows that serve native load.  After the power flow model has 

been solved for a time segment, Oasis Automation takes the base flows of constrained facilities 

and adjusts them to consider the effects of firm reservations in OASIS.  Reservations in OASIS 

have a POR/POD set.  The certain designated constrained facilities that have a positive response 

factor for a POR/POD pair will have their base flow decreased for non-firm reservations to 

remove the non-firm reservation contribution to constrained facility loading.  The certain 

designated constrained facilities that have a negative response factor for a POR/POD pair will 

have their base flow increased for firm and non-firm reservations to remove the firm and non-

firm reservation contribution to constrained facility loading.  The non-firm contribution is 

removed to totally remove the effects of non-firm reservations on firm ATC.  The firm 

contribution is removed because The Transmission Provider does not consider the effects of 

counter flows associated with reservations. 

After adjusting base flows for the effects of firm and non-firm reservations, OASIS 

Automation uses the following formula to determine firm ATC:  

 

Firm ATC Planning Horizon  = Rating  - TRM - CBM - Base FlowFirm 
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Non-Firm ATC 

Oasis Automation computes non-firm ATC for  both the planning horizon and the 

operating horizon.   Non-firm  ATC is the capacity that remains on a constrained facility after 

reducing its rating for serving native load, Network Service, firm transactions and non-firm 

transactions.  Non-firm ATC is computed in the planning horizon using the same power flow 

solution as used for firm ATC.  The certain designated constrained facilities that have a positive 

response factor for a POR/POD pair will not have their base flow decreased for non-firm 

reservations.  The base flows of constrained facilities with positive response factors reflect 

increased loading of both firm and non-firm reservations.  The certain designated constrained 

facilities that have a negative response factor for a POR/POD pair will have their base flow 

increased for firm and non-firm reservation contribution to constrained facility loading.  The firm 

and non-firm contributions are removed because The Transmission Provider does not consider 

the effects of counter-flows associated with reservations. 

After adjusting base flows for the effects of firm and non-firm reservations, OASIS 

Automation uses the following formula to determine non-firm ATC in the planning horizon: 

 

Non-Firm ATCPlanning Horizon = Rating - (A*TRM) - CBM - Base FlowsNon-Firm 

 

Non-firm ATC is computed differently in the operating horizon than in the planning 

horizon.  The operating horizon consists of the current day 24 hours and after 2 p.m., the next 

day 24 hours and deals exclusively with schedules.  Firm Transmission Service cannot be 

purchased in the operating horizon (a Transmission Customer cannot request firm Transmission 

Service today with a begin date of today and a Transmission Customer cannot request firm 
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Transmission Service after 10:00 a.m. today with a begin date of tomorrow).  Since the schedules 

used in TrakR (The Transmission Provider scheduling software) do not distinguish between firm 

and non-firm and because
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there is not a commercial need to compute firm ATC in the operating horizon, a single 

calculation is made to determine non-firm ATC.  This calculation is made by including all 

schedules in the power flow model, solving it and using the base flows of the constrained 

facilities. 

 

OASIS Automation uses the following formula to determine non-firm ATC in the 

operating horizon: 

Non-Firm ATC Operating Horizon= Rating - (B*TRM) - CBM - Base FlowNon-Firm
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CBM and TRM 

For constrained facilities within SPP, CBM is set to zero.  For constrained 

facilities within SPP, SPP does set aside capacity for TRM as necessary to ensure reliable 

short-term transmission operation during the loss of any generating unit within the SPP 

operating reserve sharing group.  For external constrained facilities monitored by SPP, 

SPP will use appropriate CBM and TRM values provided and justified by the owner of 

the external constrained facility.  Capacity required for TRM is made available to 

Transmission Customers for Non-Firm Transmission Service. 
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EXHIBIT C 
CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 

(Amended per FERC Order of October 1, 2004) 
 
 
4.0 CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 
 

4.1 Prohibited Engagements 
 
 The Boston Pacific Team shall not advise any client on SPP matters including, but 
not limited to, SPP’s market(s), transmission system, or market rules, and shall not be 
engaged by any client in any litigation, open regulatory docket, alternative dispute 
resolution procedure, or arbitration with SPP.  
 
 The Boston Pacific Team will not appear for or against a SPP Member before a 
state regulatory commission within the SPP footprint in any new engagement in the 
electricity business (after the date of signature) except as required by its role as the SPP 
IMM or as requested by the state regulatory commission.  [The term “footprint” refers to 
the area covered by the transmission system for which SPP is the transmission provider.] 
 
 The Boston Pacific Team will not appear for or against a SPP Member before the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) on any matter within the SPP footprint 
in any new engagement in the electricity business (after the date of signature) except as 
required by its role as the SPP IMM or as requested by FERC. 
 

4.2 Engagements to Clear 
 
 Before the Boston Pacific Team accepts any engagement that involves clients 
with SPP-related business interests or clients with business interests in markets 
inextricably connected to SPP, it must inform the SPP Board of Directors of such 
potential engagement and obtain the Board’s determination that such engagement would 
not present a conflict of interest or result in the material appearance of conflict before 
accepting such engagement. 
  
  The Boston Pacific Team shall clear other engagements with the SPP Board of 
Directors or its delegate, before such engagements are accepted, when such an 
engagement involves the electricity business and is within the boundaries of the 
transmission system for which SPP is the transmission provider (the SPP footprint). 
 

4.3Non-Prohibited Engagements 
  
 The Boston Pacific Team shall not be prohibited from entering into engagements 
with (a) SPP market participants when the engagement involves the electricity business 
outside the SPP footprint, and does not directly impact SPP’s business and (b) entities 
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that are not SPP market participants.  Such engagements shall not involve topics 
prohibited in section 4.1. 
 

4.44.3 No Direct Financial Interests 
 

Persons of the Boston Pacific Team assisting in this Statement of Work shall not 
have a direct equity or other financial interest in a SPP Member(s) or affiliate of a SPP 
Member that is involved in the electricity business. (The term “direct” is meant to 
exclude investments such as mutual funds in which a person has no direct control.) 
 
 

4.54.4 Code of Ethics 
 

All employees of Boston Pacific Company, Inc. and its subcontractors (retained 
for the purpose of fulfilling this agreement) will sign the attached Code of Ethics.  (Please 
see Attachment C-One) 
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