
OMS/SPP RSC Seams Liaison Committee 
 

Tier 1 Market Monitor Report Stakeholder Feedback Request 
 

Feedback Request:  The Market Monitors for SPP and MISO have completed the first two pieces of the 
Tier 1 analysis (links below) that were requested by the Seams Liaison Committee in July 2019. 
Stakeholders are invited to review the reports and provide responses to questions below and/or the reports 
generally. Responses should be submitted to Adam McKinnie (adam.mckinnie@psc.mo.gov) and Colleen 
Dougherty (colleen@misostates.org) by Friday, January 10th. Please keep responses to less than 4 pages 
in length.  
 
Rate-Pancaking and Unreserved Use – Report  

 
1. Rate Pancaking 

a. Page 23 states, “Importers of energy are exempt from most transmission charges in SPP 
and MISO for short-term transmission charges.” Are there any fees associated with 
discounted import service that continue to be affected by pancaked rates? 

b. Much of the report relates to the real time prices at the MISO/SPP seam. Are there issues 
related to prices of other transactions, such as regional through and out rates or other 
types of long-term firm transmission service, which you would like to comment on? 

c. Are there any issues related to the impact on individual utilities versus the SPP or MISO 
market as a whole that you would like to comment on? 

d. Was there anything missing from the rate pancaking analysis that the Seams Liaison 
Committee should consider?  

2. Unreserved Use 
a. Are entities proactively procuring transmission in both regions to avoid unreserved use 

charges (e.g., purchasing transmission service in an RTO where they have neither 
resources nor load)?  

b. While SPP did not assess any unreserved use feeds on any MISO entity over the past two 
years, are there any instances in which you could see such a charge materially affecting 
transactions across the seam? 

i. Are there any other solutions that you can think of that would help parties from 
proactively scheduling transmission service to avoid unreserved use charges? 
(better outage coordination/notification/communication across the seams?)  

c. Have there been any significant historical unserved use charge assessments on any entity? 
 
Joint Dispatch – Report  
 

1. Are there other benefits attained via joint dispatch that were not captured by this study 
methodology?   

2. What are the costs to implementing joint dispatch? 
3. How uncertain are the benefits of this PROMOD analysis? 
4. How would you suggest the Seams Liaison Committee interpret the $17-$29m annual savings 

number generated by the study? 
5. Any other thoughts or concerns with this report?  
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