
 

  

 
 
 

SLC RATE PANCAKING WORKING GROUP 
Meeting Notes 
July 12, 2021 

 
Dana Murphy, Chair of the Oklahoma Corporation Commission, called the July 12, 2021, meeting to order via 
WebEx at approximately 11:00am (CT). The following working group members or their proxies participated in 
the meeting:  

 
Erik Skrmetta, Louisiana 
Noel Darce, proxy for Erik Skrmetta, Louisiana  
Ted Thomas, Arkansas 
Dana Murphy, Oklahoma  
Carolyn Wetterlin, Xcel Energy 
Darcy Neigum, MDU 
Mitchell Myhre, Alliant Energy 
Stacie Hebert, Otter Tail Power 
Richard Dahl, Missouri River Energy 
Andrew Lachowsky, Arkansas ECC 
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 

 
ADMINISTRATIVE ITEMS 
 

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

 
BUSINESS ITEMS 

 
• Review Submitted Feedback: Commissioner Murphy started a discussion of the feedback. Marcus 

Hawkins, OMS Executive Director, continued the discussion starting with a condensed version of the 
feedback. Stacie Hebert noted that the feedback listed as “OTP” represents feedback from: Otter Tail 
Power, MREZ, MDU, AECC, and NSP. Natalie McIntire noted that her assumption is this survey will go 
out to the Load Serving Entities (LSE) and when compiling data, it needs to be high quality and 
focused. 
 
Marcus Hawkins continued to section 2 which discussed if decisions have been made because of 
different charges or rate pancaking, and details on how rates have impacted past or are expected to 
impact future transactions. Section 3 referenced firm point to point transmission and associated rates  
and how the information is available on the SPP and MISO OASIS. Commissioner Murphy asked for 



 

  

clarification on OASIS. Jim Jacoby explained that OASIS is the Open Access Same-Time Information 
System. He suggested asking SPP and MISO directly for information prior to sending out a survey. 
Commissioner Murphy asked about the timeframe in which to request information. Jim Jacoby stated 
the past 3-5 years should be sufficient. Matt Pawlowski agrees with Jim Jacoby. Marcus Hawkins 
pointed out that there is overlap in sections 1 and 3. Members of the working group agreed.  
 
Section 4 referenced the analysis of Regional Through and Out Rate (RTOR) transmission service 
revenue. It was suggested that the RTOs should be able to provide an aggregate annual revenue that 
is allocated to transmission owners. American Clean Power (ACP) recommended an evaluation to 
balance the benefits of having access to more resources against a reduction in revenues from 
transmission service. Bob Tallman noted that it is unclear if the existing rate disincentives transactions 
and the impact lower rates would have. 
 
Section 5 asked, “how could revenue be allocated equitably between RTOs since a transaction is using 
both RTO’s transmission system?” Jim Jacoby noted that if most transactions are west to east, then 
only one side is seeing revenue which is not equitable since both systems are being used. Another 
model could be developed to share equitably.  
 
Section 6 referenced the different types of rate pancaking that exists on the SPP/MISO seam which 
could be asked in a survey to confirm the information gathered by the SLC group. Section 7 discussed 
costs associated with and amounts of pseudo-tied generation and load that exist today. The Louisiana 
Public Service Commission (LPSC) suggested identifying LSEs that serve load across the seam.  
 
Section 8 and 9 were potential survey questions to obtain qualitative data. Section 10 asked, “should 
transmission service be charged for unplanned periods of times when emergency ties are used to 
serve load? - If yes, should after the fact reservations be permitted?” J.P. Maddock noted that if you 
have a load to generation path that is lost, and you are now relying on another that is in an adjacent 
RTO, how will that affect transmission service and charges. Can you purchase it after the fact?  
 
Section 11 discussed how useful FERC EQR data would be. This data can be accessed through 
OASIS so the FERC EQR data would not be necessary.  
 

 
• Develop Survey: Commissioner Murphy noted that the group will need to discover on the RTO level or 

higher what information can be provided from the RTOs that would be helpful in the creation of the 
survey to LSEs. She noted that who the survey is distributed to is important and keeping the survey 
simple to encourage participation. Marcus Hawkins recommended a parallel path of gathering data 
from the RTOs and LSEs/Transmission Owners. 
 
Commissioner Murphy suggested having a survey ready by mid-August. Daniel Hall suggested asking 
the RTOs for guidance on what LSEs to send the survey to.   

 
• Schedule Next Meeting: Commissioner Murphy recommended that the group meet again mid-August. 

Prior to the meeting a draft document of survey questions as well as information sought to be obtained 
from the RTOs (MISO/SPP) will be circulated to the group in preparation to finalize at the meeting, or 
earlier if possible.  
 

• Open Mic: Daniel Hall recommend having MISO give a presentation to the group on the PJM/MISO 
joint and common market. Natalie McIntire agreed and recommended having an additional presentation 
on the topic of PJM/MISO seams.  

 



 

  

 
The session concluded at approximately 12:00pm (CT). 


	SLC RATE PANCAKING WORKING GROUP
	Meeting Notes
	July 12, 2021

