
SPP Response to SLC Follow‐up Questions 
 

1. Commissioner Julie Fedorchak (ND PSC) asked for the RTOs to identify which Market‐to‐Market 

(M2M) coordination recommendations are on their respective market roadmaps.  

SPP Response: In the table below SPP has listed the recommendations for Coordinated Transaction 

Scheduling (CTS), Interface Pricing, and the MISO IMM M2M Report. For each recommendation we have 

provided information about the recommendation’s inclusion in the 2020 SPP Market Roadmap and have 

provided some additional clarifying comments where necessary. 

Recommendation  2020 SPP Market 
Roadmap 

Comments  

Testing Criteria: Introduce a 
test based on the available 
flow relief that can be 
provided by the non-
monitoring RTO as a 
replacement for its current 
five percent shift factor test.  

 SPP and MISO are 
discussing during joint bi-
weekly M2M meetings 

Administration of Testing and 
Activation: Improve the 
automation and procedures 
related to the testing and 
activation components of the 
M2M process.  

 SPP has been evaluating and 
will continue to evaluate 
opportunities to increase the 
automation of coordination 

Short-Term Relief Request 
Improvements: Base relief 
requests on the marginal 
costs of providing relief and 
an automated means to 
control for constraint 
“oscillations” or “power 
swings”.  

 A joint effort in progress with 
MISO and SPP. In the initial 
phase, this effort will focus on 
a more accurate relief result 
by allowing the NMRTO to 
use its respective market 
engine to provide the inputs 
to the relief request. This 
should reduce the time delay 
in the redispatch response 
and result in lower 
opportunity for oscillations. 

Long-Term Relief Request 
Improvements: Utilize 
dynamic transmission 
constraint demand curves to 
more accurately reflect the 
actual and expected relief 
provided by the non-
monitoring RTO in the 
dispatch of the monitoring 
RTO.  

 The subsequent phase of the 
effort identified in the “Short-
Term Relief Request 
Improvements” 
recommendation will focus on 
more accurately predicting 
actual and expected relief 
provided by the NMRTO 



SPP Day-Ahead Modeling of 
MISO M2M Constraints: SPP 
should improve its modeling 
of MISO’s M2M constraints, 
particularly those that have 
recently bound or are 
expected to bind in MISO’s 
real-time market.  

 SPP is evaluating the current 
method of modeling MISO’s 
external M2M impacts to 
determine if adjustments 
should be made. Any 
changes to the current 
process would require an 
impact assessment, 
stakeholder review, and 
would likely result in an item 
being added to the Market 
Roadmap for prioritization. 

MISO Modeling of SPP 
Constraints: MISO should 
reduce or eliminate its GSF 
cutoff for low-voltage and 
M2M constraints to improve 
its ability to provide relief on 
these constraints. This 
should lower its M2M 
settlement costs and improve 
its FTR funding.  

N/A for SPP  

Coordinated Transaction 
Scheduling (CTS): With 
changes to improve price 
forecasts or clear near real-
time, remove fees from CTS 
transactions, and tie ramp 
constraints for CTS to the 
markets’ abilities to provide 
ramp, the benefits of CTS 
can be unlocked. 
 

Ranked #23 on the list of 
initiatives 

Work currently scheduled to 
begin in 2022. Additional 
information can be found 
here. 

Interface Pricing: SPP and 
MISO each modify their 
respective interface prices to 
include only the congestion 
on their own monitored 
constraints 
 

Ranked #29 on the list of 
initiatives 

Work currently scheduled to 
begin in 2022. More 
information can be found 
here. 

 

2. Commissioner Fedorchak requested that the RTOs review the presentation from Carolyn 
Wetterlin on behalf of the MISO Transmission Owners on rate pancaking and provide a 
response to their five recommendations (listed below). 
i. Inventory types of rate pancaking that occurs on or near the seams. 
ii. Evaluate the costs and savings of mitigating pancaked rates to transmission 

owners and customers in both RTOs. 
iii. Identify inconsistencies in transmission charges by the RTOs (interpretation of 

the Joint Operating Agreement). 



iv. Evaluate impacts of pancaked rates resulting from interregional projects whether 
they are driven by market efficiency, NERC reliability, local TO reliability, or have 
particular drivers like point load additions or generation retirements. 

v. Recommend potential tariff modifications in lieu of pancaked rates. 

SPP Response: SPP does not oppose the SLC’s consideration of further investigating issues 
surrounding rate pancaking, however SPP believes the SLC, stakeholders, and RTO’s efforts 
are better utilized focusing on initiatives that have the potential to provide broader benefits to 
customers in both regions. 


