
 

  

 
 
 

SLC RATE PANCAKING WORKING GROUP 
Meeting Notes 
August 9, 2021 

 
Dana Murphy, Chair of the Oklahoma Corporation Commission, called the August 9, 2021, meeting to order via 
WebEx at approximately 2:00pm (CT). The following working group members or their proxies participated in the 
meeting:  

 
Noel Darce, proxy for Erik Skrmetta, Louisiana  
Ted Thomas, Arkansas 
Dana Murphy, Oklahoma  
Carolyn Wetterlin, Xcel Energy 
Mitchell Myhre, Alliant Energy 
Richard Dahl, Missouri River Energy Services 
Andrew Lachowsky, Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation  
Natalie McIntire, Clean Grid Alliance 
Steve Gaw, Advanced Power Alliance 
Daniel Hall, American Clean Power 
Matt Pawlowski, NextEra Energy 
Jim Jacoby, American Electric Power 
Bob Tallman, Oklahoma Gas and Electric 
J.P. Maddock, Basin Electric and Power 
Kelli Merwald, Evergy Co 

 
Absent 
Julie Fedorchak, North Dakota 
Darcy Neigum, Montana-Dakota Utilities 
Stacie Hebert, Otter Tail Power 

 
ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS 
 

• Commissioner Murphy welcomed participants and took the roll as noted above.  
 

 
BUSINESS ITEMS 

 
• Review Feedback on RTO Information Request: Commissioner Murphy started a discussion of the 

RTO Information Request document.  The group discussed question 1.  Matt Pawlowski, NextEra, 
explained that the purpose was for information gathering to compare what PJM & MISO have done 
previously. Chair Thomas noted there is a possible legal component to this question. Marcus Hawkins 
noted that this request is for MISO and to discuss the history and bring forth any ideas they have. 
Richard Dahl, MRE, stated that this question was formulated to leverage MISOs experience on their 
dealings with PJM and then translate that to MISO/SPP.  

 
Commissioner Murphy referenced the use of the term “pseudo-tied” in question 3 to confirm both MISO 
and SPP are familiar with that language. Marcus Hawkins confirmed they are.  
 



 

  

Commissioner Murphy called on Richard Dahl and Matt Pawlowski for their suggested edits to question 
4. Richard Dahl explained the question was added to gain background and understanding on the 
different procedures, and ways of determining transmission service across the seams.  
 
Question 5 was discussed and concluded that the language needs to be revised. Richard Dahl who 
submitted the question on behalf of the TO group will provide revised language to Marcus Hawkins.    
 
Commissioner Murphy introduced question 6 and called on Bob Tallman, OGE, who suggested the 
question for more information. Bob explained that asking for the hourly rate of market charges over a 1-
year period will show the volatility and the rates throughout the different seasons. Jim Jacoby noted 
that he would not consider this inquiry to relate to rate pancaking directly. Commissioner Murphy 
referenced the working group recommendation and stated she felt it does apply if executed correctly. 
Natalie McIntire, CGA, mentioned the work the IMM has done on this topic and asked if that analysis 
already addressed this question. Commissioner Murphy suggested that everyone submit any edits or 
feedback to question 6 prior to the next meeting.  

 
• Develop Stakeholder Survey: Commissioner Murphy stated that opening language that ties the 

survey in to SLC recommendations seems appropriate, making the intent of the survey clear to those 
who receive it. She also noted that the way the survey is distributed either online or via email will be 
important in how the group structures the questions.  

 
Commissioner Murphy discussed question 1 and the formatting. 
 
Question 2 was introduced, and Richard Dahl explained that the addition was to gain further detail in 
the responses. Jim Jacoby suggested using the word “reserved” instead of “used”. Steve Gaw, APA, 
noted that the wording could be clearer to explain the question is asking for both long term and short-
term transmission service.  
 
Commissioner Murphy discussed question 3 and noted that language was unclear. Marcus Hawkins 
made edits and Commissioner Murphy encouraged those who submitted the original language to 
review it. Daniel Hall, ACP, is in favor of the original suggested language as the goal of the question is 
to go beyond how rate pancaking impacted a transaction to how rate pancaking affects business 
operations overall but was amendable to potential revisions. Question 4 was introduced and there were 
no comments from the group.  
 
Question 5 was introduced and JP Maddock, BEP, noted that this question was to gain a deeper 
understanding of when emergency ties are used and whether they should require a transmission 
service reservation. Matt Pawlowski is in favor of question 5 as it stands.  
.   

 
• Schedule Next Meeting: Commissioner Murphy recommended that the group meet again in 

September and there were no objections. The group discussed and agreed to provide additional edits 
to Marcus within 10 days. Prior to the September meeting a new redline draft document of survey 
questions as well as information sought to be obtained from the RTOs (MISO/SPP) will be circulated to 
the group to discuss and plan to finalize at the meeting.  
 

• Open Mic: N/A 
 
 
The session concluded at approximately 3:10pm (CT). 
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