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Southwest Power Pool 
OPERATING RELIABILITY WORKING GROUP MEETING 

March 24 - 25, 2010 
Teleconference/WebEx 

 
•  M I N U T E S  •  

 
 

Agenda Item 1 – Call Meeting to Order/ Approval of Previous Minutes/Review Agenda (Jim 
Useldinger) 
Meeting called to order at 10:04 AM on the 24th. 
 
February Meeting Minutes  
A motion to approve meeting minutes as written was made by Allen accepted by Jim, seconded by Brian 
Berkstresser.  Meeting minutes were approved.   
 
Agenda reviewed, with minor modifications.  Jason had added an item on the WITF to the agenda that 
was distributed prior to the meeting, Ron Ciesiel’s item on BAL-003 was moved up in the agenda to 
accommodate Ron’s schedule and Allen added Item 12 on PRC-023 on Thursday morning.) 
 
Agenda Item 2 -  Next Meeting Scheduling (Jim Useldinger) 
TWG is meeting in Amarillo on May 11 – 13.  May 12 and 13 have been discussed previously.  12th 
afternoon ORWG only, 13th morning, with TWG.  Jason S. and Jim U. will determine items that can be 
discussed during this time.  Best time for joint meeting will be discussed by Jim/Jason and TWG prior to 
the next meeting.  Jim suggested Voltage TSR as a possible topic. 
 

 
Agenda Item 3 – BAL-003 Assessments Update (Ron Ciesiel) 
Comments received.   FERC order came out recently.  Final assessment is ready to send out – removing 
language about the intent of Order 693, adding a generic paragraph to ensure all BA’s are aware of Order 
and Alerts.   
 
Allen asked if NERC has indicated how they will address the 6 month deadline.  Ron indicated no.  2010 
items will be looked at this year.  Samples need to have been done already, 20 or more are needed, more 
may be needed by several entities doing only 3 or 4.  Frequency response audits may be coming.  A 
performance requirement will be added to the standard.  Deadband settings may be included in 
evaluations and may need to be included in ORWG discussions.  ± 36 mhz 
 
Jim mentioned that Bob Cummins gave a presentation on frequency response at the OC meeting last 
week, but did not include a sense of urgency at that time.  Ron said the same presentation will be made 
during their April 20-21 compliance workshop to be held in Kansas City.   

 
Kyle asked for clarification on the statement that FERC will place the burden for providing frequency 
response on the BA and not the generator owners at this time.  Ron agreed that this is the case at the 
moment.  Ron recommends making the statements to direct the ownership of frequency response to 
where it belongs in responses to FERC.   Kristin asked about the FERC docket number.  Ron said it is 
130 FERC 61,218 RM06-16-010.  It is included in the meeting materials.   
 
Danny asked if a group is working on or checking the calculations used to determine the frequency bias.  
They did the spreadsheet that was provided previously, were able to get 20+ samples, which showed a 
wide range.  Danny requests that the same time stamp be used by everyone for the spot checks.  Ron 
suggested to FERC that more precision and detail is needed for the information requested and received 
for the performance requirement.  It may be an average, median, or individual performance evaluation; 
this has not been decided yet.   
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The current state of the standard is not known.  A project number has been assigned.  Ron will do some 
research to determine what the actual status is.  The Reliability Subcommittee is involved as well as the 
NERC Operating Committee, and the ORS.  The RE is not involved in the drafting, but will keep the 
ORWG in the loop.  Jim said there is a Frequency Response Drafting Team involved.  2007-12 is the 
project number.   
 
The Spring Compliance Workshop will be held on 4/20–21/2010 in Kansas City.  Flyers will be sent out as 
reminders. 
 
The comment period is open for FAC-003 (Vegetation Management Standard), new reference document 
is posted.  NERC standard will drill down below 100 kV.  The IROL Relief Guide includes a 69 kV element 
that would not normally be monitored by SPP for FAC-003. These elements will be included in the 
vegetation management program once the standard is approved.  Comment period is open until the 31st.   
 
Allen asked the group for opinions on the frequency response – what will be mandated by FERC?  The 
details on what and how it will be measured across the board is not known at this time.     
 
Ron G. expressed concerns because frequency response is based on items that are not mentioned in the 
standard. Robert added that conditions on the rest of the interconnection are one example.   
 
Jim requested that Ron be available for our next meeting. 
 
Break – 11:12, 10 minutes. 

 
Agenda Item 4 – PRR 210 Review (Jason Smith)  
 
Ron Gunderson moved and Allen Klassen seconded a motion that this item has no reliability impact.  
Motion passed. 

 
Agenda Item 5 – PRR 211 Update (Wind Curtailments) (Casey Cathey/Jason Smith) 
 
Casey provided an overview.  This is an attempt to curtail intermittent resources.  Today a TLR is called 
when a flowgate is constrained, using redispatch of available resources to provide relief.  If there are 3 
intermittent resources impacting that flowgate, the RC will select the intermittent resources with the 
highest impact and curtailment it, either through a directive or an OOME. This PRR will add a systematic 
pro-rata approach to sharing that curtailment among all intermittent resources.  A snapshot is taken of 
intermittent resources at the time the TLR is to be reissued, looking at all resources impacting the 
flowgate. Using the amount of unscheduled flow, CAT calculates the realtime impact to determine actual 
curtailments.  The next step is to take the curtailment and convert that to a dispatch instruction which is 
then fed into MOS.  The new adjustment will include the intermittent resources and unscheduled flows.   
 
This PRR was reviewed with MWG yesterday, with requested changes, QF language will be removed.  
Uncontrollable and unscheduled resources in manual status will also be included.  Ron G asked Casey 
about curtailing the QF’s – he was under the impression that it wasn’t allowed.  PURPA was reviewed in 
the MWG, if the power is not deliverable, it can be curtailed like non-QFs.  Brenda is concerned that the 
MWG isn’t interpreting the PURPA correctly – QF curtailment can’t be done unless there is a system 
emergency.   “System emergency” is under debate.  Casey agrees that it needs to be worked through.  
Hala asked for a description of “unscheduled”.  Firm and non-firm schedules – MW output above and 
beyond what is scheduled off the resources.   
 
Hala asked if the intermittent nature of the resource makes the output change to 160 instead of the 
example of 180 after 15 minutes.  Casey said it doesn’t, but doesn’t need to, it will calculate the impact 
based on the snapshot amount,  The redispatch will be sent based on the snapshot and will be included 



 
 
 

Page 3 of 10 Southwest Power Pool  

as a portion of what is already curtailed.  Hala would like a document describing the Shift Factors and 
impact of the lower intermittent amount that may explain how the calculation works.   
 
Kyle asked what the PRR is addressing.  Scheduled resources are included in the PRR.  Resources with 
dummy schedules are included in a MWG request breaking out the scheduled and non-scheduled into 
two separate buckets.   
 
Brian B. asked when the constraint becomes enough to be included.  Casey said initially based on the 
shift factors and the threshold.  + or – 10% for example based on constraint activation or TLR.  Brian is 
concerned that he won’t know that, as a Market Participant.  Casey will work on an appropriate response, 
as a resolution to this concern.    Will we be giving any more room to maneuver on the flowgates?  CAT 
will be slowed to running 2 times per hour and one additional run if needed after TLR is issued.  CAT 
curtailments should be more stable based on the slower run time.  What would prevent an entity from 
giving a max wind output?  If there is transmission for the max and you schedule it, no problems would 
exist.  It goes back to the priority of transmission service at that time.  It seems to Brian that going above 
the scheduled forecast makes the power less firm.  Max number of instructions (CAT runs) per hour 
would be 3, this includes 2 scheduled and one based on TLR level changes or other reasons.  Brian said 
this will likely require modifications to their contracts with the wind generators. 
 
The priority existed before this PRR.  Much of this PRR is already being done today, thresholds, priority, 
etc… what isn’t done now is the unscheduled portion being captured and fed back through for 
curtailments.   
 
Brian asked if a coal plant coming online after an outage and a constraint exists, will the coal plant be 
included expecting adjustments to the generation of that plant?  Casey responded yes, it will be included.  
All unscheduled flow will be accounted for. This may slow down the process of bringing the generators 
back online – but it will also make the other generators take ownership of their portion of the priority 
curtailments/adjustments. 
 
Next steps?  Casey said there will be a comment form and the PRR will be edited based on comments 
from the MWG meeting and the form, MWG review later in April, adjust based on recommendations.  
Comments are due in next 2 weeks (4/7), if possible.  Jason to send an update to the exploder with the 
latest comments from the MWG.  Kristin asked once approved, when will the PRR take effect?  MOPC 
may approve it in July (at the earliest), SPP would prioritize the projects, create timeline, including testing, 
CWG would be engaged… all expedited, it could be the end of fall, but more likely early spring 2011.   
 
Empire would like to give their best forecast without penalty, possibly with a tolerance band.  This PRR 
makes it possible that they may want to overestimate their forecast to get the priority.  By overestimating 
the forecast, they may be subject to energy imbalance, according to Jason.   
 
The wind farms that cannot curtail based on anything other than phone calls, need to be identified.  The 
communication will need to be set up, even if it’s a manual process.  The goal would be for the farm to 
manage to a signal instead of a phone call where a call is only needed if the farm is not responding to the 
signal.       
 
Break for lunch 12:20 PM – 1:20 PM 
 
Agenda Item 6 - Regional Restoration Plan Annual Review (Jason Smith) 
The document was purposely not included in the meeting material, but can be sent out in an encrypted 
format.  Jason Smith will do this on request.  It will go out on OPS1 once approved, but as a non-public 
document, it could be a marketing, standard of conduct issue, and should only be passed around with 
caution.  The list of blackstart units, synchronization points, etc… may not need to be made public.   
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Whatever is listed in the Black Start plan should be considered in the CIP standard as a critical asset.  
Paul said that some entities had regional designated Black Start units, not necessarily units for each BA, 
specified in their plans.     
 
The group reviewed the plan in the room, updated minor changes as needed to the unit listing.  April 1, 
2010 is the date the plan needs to be signed according to the SPP Criteria, but additional changes can be 
made as needed.  Several attendees requested advance copies to review their sections of the document.   
 
CIP-002 standards (R4) refer to system restoration Black Start units in Requirement 4 and as specified in 
the Restoration Plan.  EOP-006-2 requires RCs to share plans with each other and coordinate the plans, 
but this is not in effect yet. It has not been approved by FERC at this time.  The detailed list of 
requirements for the plan includes several modifications from EOP-006-1.  There will be a 24-month lead 
time, following approval, before the standard becomes effective.  The RC will have to approve the TO’s 
plan and share the plan with all TOP’s and BA’s in the footprint.   
 
Per SPP Criteria 9.2, members should be reporting black start testing activities to the ORWG.   
 
The Restoration and Black Start plans were reviewed in the meeting.  Jason will provide the document 
prior to a motion to approve the document. 
 
Agenda Item 7 - General Criteria Discussion (Jason Smith) 
 
This is a placeholder for concerns of Criteria that may be out of date or needing changes, or just general 
discussion. 
 
ORTF and Criteria 6 - Jim requested an update.  Neil is working on this item as Staff assigned, to provide 
a draft version incorporating provision for a BA within SPP that does not participate in RSG.  Also Neil will 
provide a draft RSG agreement document.  This would leave Criteria 6 with just general information.  The 
documents have been started and a draft should be ready for distribution in a couple weeks.   
 
LAGN is a member of SERC but also participates in the SPP RSG. SPP also provides RC services for 
LAGN. SPP pulls some of their LAGN information from the SERC portal.  Danny indicated he does not 
have a SERC Portal userid/password and hasn’t been able to get to LAGN’s Restoration Plan and other 
documentation posted there.  Robert suggested asking LAGN for the information outside of the SERC 
portal.   
 
Robert mentioned that a listing of the different SPP Footprints (there are five of them) can be found under 
Fast Facts on the SPP.org website.   
 
TOP-001 (Dave Pritchard), AEP is in ERCOT, SPP, and PJM. The AEP Operators/supervisors must deal 
with different interpretations/implementations of the NERC standards by these three entities.  Dave is 
looking for comments on a couple of operating practices.  One of these is coordination of scheduled 
outages just prior to taking a facility out-of-service.  PJM requires coordination just prior to facility 
switching.  AEP and PJM both run studies to verify the switching can be performed without impacting 
reliability.  This is for all monitored BES facilities and tie lines 69 kV and above.  They are being 
coordinated and studied before any switching takes place.  Per R7.2, they notify and coordinate with 
PJM.  At times PJM will deny the request to prevent overloading other facilities in the PJM or neighboring 
RC Areas.  There have been instances where lines have been returned to service immediately because 
the outage caused problems in other areas.  Dave wanted to know if this type of coordination would be a 
good best practice to avoid problems in host systems/neighboring systems.  Dave believes that such 
coordination is a best practice and is required by the NERC standards.   
 
Ron G. said MISO required a similar 30-minute notification prior to a planned outage.  It wasn’t optimal, 
but they did it. 
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Kyle referenced TOP-003 as SPS’ reason to have coordination with their crews and coordination with 
their neighbors.  SPS performs their own internal studies, which have been run previously, and they call 
their neighbors giving them an opportunity to run their own studies.   
If an outage has been previously approved, it will be incorporated in next day studies they conduct the 
day prior to the outage. Any topology changes or generation outages that occur after the next day study is 
conducted are not considered prior to removing the facility from service.  Dave does an additional study 
30 minutes prior to the tart of the outage.     
 
Allen said they meet the requirement (7.2 in TOP-001-1) by entering it in OPS1 and the handshake 
(coordination) is the outage approval by SPP.  The group agrees that this meets the requirement.  The 
running the additional study just prior to taking the outage is good and probably should be done provided 
there is sufficient time to conduct the study. Jim indicated that KCPL does this for 345 kV outages.   
 
Allen pointed out that the ORWG typically functions in a reactionary mode a lot of the time.  It would be 
good for the group to do a proactive evaluation of what the RC is doing.  One example of being proactive 
is the wind and intermittent schedule discussion and proposal discussed earlier.   

 
Staff is looking at outage scheduling tools in conjunction with the OPS1 enhancement project.  Areva, 
Nexant, and eDar are some of the vendors that have outage scheduling packages.  Jason would accept 
assistance from 3 -4 people for generation and transmission outage evaluations.  Ron G asked that TOs 
inside a BA, with adequate security precautions, be allowed to enter outage requests.  Additional data 
types would be allowed including HVDCTies, AVRs, SPS, etc…  The OATI tool would allow this type of 
customization.  OATI is currently the NERC vendor for SDX. Entergy uses TAORs, an internally 
developed tool (?), which will communicate effectively with Danny’s home grown system.  The new 
system should be able to support the exchange of information.   
Outage management may be stripped out of the OPS1 tool if it remains homegrown.  The estimated 
target date is still 2010.   
 
Break – 3:10 PM 
 
Allen asked about the NERC TADS reporting.  2010 now has to include planned outages, which he would 
like to have trued up at SPP.  This was mentioned in the recent SPP demo of the OATI tool.  There are 
unusual definitions in the TADs requirements, which do not correspond completly with current practices.  
Allen suggested that even a list of outages would be helpful. 
 
Jason mentioned that in regard to RMR generation - Our market protocols and systems don’t necessarily 
handle when we need generation to run at a certain level.  The RC may specify a unit minimum for an 
outage while the market, not seeing congestion, may have the generator running at a level that it’s not 
getting paid for.      Dave mentioned an incident this past year when, some gas units had minimum run 
requirements during exceptionally cold weather.  The gas supplier called wanting to cut off gas in order to 
maintain residential service, They had to develop a written agreement which said they would evaluate 
system reliability concerns prior to switching gas service to cover residential needs.  Brian had a similar 
situation occur at Empire.  Are there must run requirements viable options in all situations since these 
conditions could occur at any time?  Jason suggested this may be a topic for NAESB.  Empire’s supplier 
gives preference to residential customers.   
 
Criteria to RE standards, discussed in the past as a driver for changing the criteria.  Brian said it hasn’t 
been acted upon, do we think it will be?  Jason said most of the Criteria is really tied to NERC standards 
and therefore remains relevant.  The Criteria is a catch all for NERC standards that need a location.  
There isn’t a driving force any longer to make this change.   
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When the ORTF was discussing Criteria 6, frequency response was slated for removal from reserve 
requirements. This hasn’t been done yet and may not need to be any longer with proposed changes to 
BAL-003.   
 
Agenda Item 8 - Criteria Appendix 7 Modifications (Jason Smith) 
 
In the last meeting, the group wanted to send the information out to their groups before doing a vote.  
Instead Jason changed the format to tabular, including effective dates.   
 
Topology changes would remain in the first part of the document with the table following the introductory 
comments.  Charts would start at the top of page 5, the remainder of the Criteria document would remain 
the same.   
 
Jason to email changes to the group after this discussion. 
 
Generally, the information is a good fit for the proposed table format.  We were asked to add frequency to 
the “Required Exchange Mechanisms” column heading.   
 
Does SPP send confirmation that we receive everything we need to?  Typically Robert receives audit 
questionnaires from compliance asking if the proper information is being provided. Robert will then ask 
Staff if any additional information is needed. Staff responds via an email that the information received is 
or is not sufficient. This is then reflected in the audit questionnaire. 
 
Regarding generation data, the form in Appendix 10 needs to be updated to reflect the actual information 
needed.  Minimum real power output, leading/lagging, 50% and maximum real power output.  Ron G 
suggests this be a regional standard, and not necessarily in Criteria.   
 
Wind forecasting vendor/application selection will start in April by selecting a sample set of evaluation 
entities Staff hopes to have a vendor selected and in place in October.  (??) 
 
Don suggested this generation data list go to the Generator Working Group for review and comment.   
 
All generation and transmission lines must be within a BA.  Ron G has a situation where they may have 
more than one RC for the TO and TOP responsibilities.  Jason asked how the reporting responsibilities 
are handled with more than one RC.  TOPs are required to communicate with the BA per TOP-002, R3 
and TOP-003, R1.2,  
 
Brian suggested adding a wind speed clarification since wind speed  at ground level is not accurate for 
predicting generation capability.  Jason will add in the specifics on the wind speed as suggested by Brian. 
 
Wind forecasting data was requested effective October 1, 2010 – how feasible is this timeframe?  The 
end of the year may be more appropriate.  Wind vendors or other mitigating factors will assist in 
determining when the information is needed.  MET tower on site will have the capability to receive/provide 
the data.  Optionally submit own forecast information on Wind, Jason will add to the chart.   
 
The various reserve classification in the  Appendix 7 draft are the new agreed upon definitions provided to 
the MWG out of the ORTF discussions.  They may not match the definitions in other areas of the Criteria.   
 
NERC splits contingency reserves into spinning and supplemental.  Regulating and spinning reserve may 
not be the same number.   
 
Under BA Data, we want the total reserve amount on AGC.  Regulating Reserve definition on NERC 
website does not specify “all”.  The information needs to be read as though implemented by MWG.  The 
Operating Reserve provided now is a combination of Regulating and Spinning.  The information SPP 
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wants is Operating Reserves under AGC, Spinning not under AGC, and Supplemental Reserves.  Ron is 
not arguing the information SPP needs, but does not think the term “Regulating Reserves” and the 
definition specified in the table meets the definition of what SPP needs, in accordance with NERC’s 
definition.   
 
Neil – operating as CBA with an AGC, but SPP will have set points on a time increment, not AGC.  Neil is 
struggling with the term AGC.  Not pulsing, but sending an instruction.  Still calculating ACE, makes it an 
AGC according to discussion in the room. 
 
Hourly Load Report is incomplete and frequently filled in with recorded SCADA data that SPP can 
generate as a snapshot, hourly, or other granularity.    Market checkouts can change the data slightly, 
unknown impact for the 7 am information provided.  The Hourly Load Report and the Load Forecast 
Report seem to be the same information two times.   
 
ICCP data point changes cause a restart of data transmission, according to Ron G.  60 seconds to 2 
minutes.  Risk or known outages definition would help with this type of situation.  Jason will talk to IT 
Apps and work with Robert to determine the timing, maybe 10 – 15 minute outages with 30 min lead time.   
 
Written notification for transmission outages may be an issue. Is there redundancy in reporting facility 
outages and breaker and relay outages?, etc… are single switches listed separately, not the switches 
included in a line outage that would be reported in that category.  Danny has breaker maintenance that 
does not take the line out of service.  They would not want to report on that.  Breaker and a half and ring 
bus schemes do require reporting breaker/switch outages. Check the wording, making sure it it 
manageable and appropriate for what affects the BES and is relevant for SPP to know.   
 
Dates/Timeframes/Definitions are open to discussion. 
 
Meeting adjourned 5:17 PM on the 24th, Will reconvene at 8 AM on the 25th. 
 
3/25/10 – meeting resumed 8:00 AM 
 
Danny brought up the need for a change to the wording of the breakers switches and relays.  Written 
notification is only on the list until OPS1 or a tool will be able to provide this without the written 
notification.  Jan 1, 2011 is just a place holder until an application is available.  Jason can provide 
information for the kinds of breakers, etc… that we want, at least a starting point, ‘RC Approval required’ 
type of list. 
 
Allen asked about the SPS list.  The alarms they have in place are all that they have.  This refers to an 
SPS that may be modified purposely, scheduled work, etc.., not the alarms that are in place now. 
 
Transmission page – SPS Status, Allen may be using different titles.  The sentence above in Transformer 
Tap Settings regarding defining possible values and meanings fits the titles being used.  Ron G has 
multiple switches that will be provided.   
 
Reserve definitions were in the NERC Glossary.  TOP standard is where the breakers and switches 
requirements came from.  Relays may need to be changed to Protection Systems to match the standards.  
Tim agrees that the standard refers to Protection Systems.  TOP-003 also includes AVR (in table), 
telemetering and control (R3, in Outage Scheduling table), etc… that should be in the table also.  
Capacitors and Reactors should also be included.   
 
The wording for these items should allow some flexibility for the information provided.   
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Jason will update the spreadsheet/document, based on some comments and discussion here.  Then 
circulate the updated version for additional comments.  Including notes on OPS1 or the selected online 
tool, etc… Substantial changes need a future effective date. 
 
Agenda Item 9 - Future Market Mid Level Design Comments (all) 
 
Reviewed Kyle’s comments provided to SPP.  The document does not include a compelling structure or 
reason for entities to bring the needed resources.  Voluntary, implies that someone else may do it.    The 
pricing structure creates concern if the financial risks aren’t strong enough.  Also, lack of generation is not 
apparent in the document, though excessive generation is included.   
 
Jason indicated that the only voluntary part is the day ahead - ‘scheduling my own generation to serve my 
own load.’  All generation that can run, is committed to run.  Once market closes, it’s in the hands of the 
market, ensuring reliability.  Staff commented that as a mid-level design, the detail needed to show this 
level of information is not included.  Page 2-2 has a statement, per Neil, ‘for RUC, it is mandatory that all 
resources not in an outage are submitted.’  By not offering day ahead, uncertainty will be added to the 
market side of the equations, causing people to introduce more into the day ahead market to keep the 
‘uncertainty’ at a lower level.  The chart, Exhibit 2-1, in the Future Market Mid-Level Design document, 
describes the process Jason and Neil outlined.   
  
Ron asked about longer than day ahead start times.  Jason responded that we will run 7-day studies.  
Based on a survey, most units are in a 2 -3 day ahead timeframe – which will be done separately.   
 
Market Protocols when written, will be reviewed by ORWG and others for comments.  That will be more of 
a binding document than the mid-level design document.  Ron was under the impression that once 
approved by the MOPC, it will be considered more concrete than not.  The lack of detail is a concern for 
this group.  Ron would like the new design to control congestion earlier than what is currently in place. 
 
Multi-Day ahead feeds into subsequent calculations.  A 7-day or 5-day resource plan will still be needed.  
There will be multi-day RUC calculations and intra-day RUC.   
 
In 3-5, Commitment Status, #3 and #5 seem to be the same.  Neil will find out from Casey the discussion 
that took place and let Brian know the differences.  An emergency reference definition is ‘as defined in the 
SPP Tariff’.  Either needs to be clearly stated, or possibly #5 needs to be removed. 
Casey was available and joined the call. #5 in the list means not doing day-ahead, just participating in 
real time.  Two separate commitment files, one for RUC and one for day-ahead will exist.  For the ORWG, 
they still seem similar.  If “not participating” in day ahead market, they can’t strike you, but they can in the 
Reliability status.  Reliability = ‘Offer in day ahead, but hold to the end.’  Brian recommended “not 
participating” be relabeled to “Reliability” and “Reliability” be relabeled “last resort”.   
 
Do we still want to draft a formal statement to MOPC based on the Staff (and ORWG) opinions of this 
group as discussed in a previous meeting?  Yes, the group would like something in writing.  Staff to draft 
a formal statement. 
 
Allen asked for the current timeline?  Working on day-ahead soon, still finishing working on the 
settlements.  Market Protocols (draft or final is unknown) due from MWG in September. 

 
Agenda Item 10 - WITF action items review/update (Jason Smith) 
Report needed for MOPC.  Slide 16 from presentation in January to MOPC.   
 
Break 9:35 – 10 minutes 
 

1. Do we need additional language in the Criteria for bullet 1?   
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2. Bullet 2?  The consensus is that it should be using voltage control.  Discuss with TWG - that 
planning studies, expansion plans should evaluation construction needs based on maintaining 
pre-contingent voltages +/-5% and post-contingent voltages of +/- 10%. 

3. Bullet 4 and 5 - load-following reserves – the band of actual load where the load may fall – based 
on the peak load for the day, acts as conforming load.   

4. Feasibility of shorter unit commitments – day ahead, multi-and intra-day process covers this. 
5. New tools – in progress based on wind tools being evaluated. 
6. Shorter time frame regulation policies – use of an hourly profile of wind expectations and adjust 

regulation up and regulation down based on this. 
 
 
Agenda Item 11 - DCS/TLR/OEC Reports (Jason Smith) 
TLR and OEC were included in the meeting information.  Jason displayed the DCS report draft.  The 1st 
Quarter reporting period is not over yet.  Two DCS events occurred in March.  The DCS draft includes a 
visual representation of the events.  Changes requested include moving the SPP/Overall to the top of the 
chart, adding the unit to the date/time at the top of the chart.   
Denney asked if the NERC reportable events would be reviewed before the end of the quarter.  Jason 
responded that the events will be discussed in ORWG meetings, with the official report due 10th day of the 
first month following the end of the quarter.    A rolling 12-month report may also be beneficial. 
 
The TLR report was reviewed.  There have been 270 so far this year compared to 285 at this time in 
2009.   
 
There have been 7 OECs so far this year.  Cooper South op guide is being revisited.   
 
Agenda Item 12 – PRC-023 (Allen) 
Approved and requires action within a couple months.  Uses the word “critical” as specified by the 
Planning Coordinator (at SPP – Keith Tynes).  This should be on the TWG radar for discussion and 
added to the joint meeting agenda.   
 
Agenda Item 12 – Summary of Action Items (Kathy Jones) 
 
1. Joint meeting with TWG - Jason S. and Jim U. will determine items that can be discussed during this 

time. 
2. PRR211 – Wind Integration - Jason to send an update to the exploder with the latest comments from 

the MWG. 
3. Regional Restoration and Black Start Plans – Jason to provide with a password to the requestors for 

review prior to final approval.  (including Danny) 
4. Appendix 7 of Criteria – Jason to update table with discussed items and provide to the ORWG for 

review and future discussion.  Including – wind forecasting, ICCP data timing, Breakers/Relays/SPS 
and “written notification” items, etc.. 

5. Market Design Discussion – Staff to draft formal statement for review by the ORWG to present to 
MOPC/MWG. 

 
Next Meeting - Conference Call – April 15, 1 - 3PM 
 
 
Adjourn  
Meeting adjourned at 11:20 AM on the 25th.  
 
 
 
 
Respectfully Submitted, 
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Kathy Jones 
Co-Secretary 
 
 
 
Attachments: 

1. Attendee List 
2. Proxy 

 



Attended Name Status Company E-Mail Phone
x 1 Allen Klassen M Westar Energy allen.klassen@westarenergy.com 785-575-6073
x 2 Anthony Due G Empire District Electric adue@empiredistrict.com
x 3 Brenda Harris G Oxy brenda_harris@oxy.com 713-215-7656
x 4 Brian Berkstresser M Empire District Electric bberkstresser@empiredistrict.com 417-625-6162
x 5 Danny McDaniel M CLECO danny.mcdaniel@cleco.com 318-838-3176
x 6 David Pritchard G AEP dapritchard@aep.com
x 7 Denney Fales G KCPL denney.fales@kcpl.com

8 Dennis Florom M Lincoln Electric System dflorom@les.com 402-473-3384
x 9 Don Hargrove M Oklahoma Gas & Electric hargrodw@oge.com 405-553-5917

10 Jason Atwood M Kelson Energy jason.atwood@kelsonenergy.com 281-482-3007
x 11 Jason Smith, Secretary S Southwest Power Pool jsmith@spp.org 501-614-3293
x 12 Jim Useldinger M Kansas City Power & Light jim.useldinger@kcpl.com 816-654-1212

Operating Reliability Working Group
Meeting Attendance: March 24 and 25, 2010
M=Member, G=Guest, S=SPP Staff, P= Proxy

x 13 John L. G City Utilities?
x 14 Kathy Jones S Southwest Power Pool kjones@spp.org 501-614-3326
x 15 Kristin G
x 16 Kyle McMenamin M Southwestern Public Service kyle.mcmenamin@xcelenergy.com 806-640-6594
x 17 Neil Robertson S Southwest Power Pool nrobertson@spp.org
x 18 Paul Lampe M City of Independence plampe@indepmo.org 816-325-7462
x 19 Robert Rhodes S Southwest Power Pool rrhodes@spp.org 501-614-3241
x 20 Ron Ciesiel S Southwest Power Pool rciesiel@spp.org
x 21 Ron Gunderson M NPPD rogunde@nppd.com
x 22 Ron Hollaway S Southwest Power Pool rhollaway@spp.org

23 Scott Lockwood M American Electric Power splockwood@aep.com 614-716-6671
x 24 Steve Haun P Lincoln Electric System shaun@les.com 402.467.7582
x 25 Tim Nissen M OPPD 402-554-5680
x 26 Hala Ballouz G Electric Power Engineers, Inc
x 27 Mike Anderson G
x 28 John Allen G

29



From: Jason Smith 
Sent: Tuesday, March 23, 2010 1:45 PM 
To: Kathy Jones 
Subject: FW: ORWG Meeting - Dallas March 24/25. 
Please include this in the minutes for the meeting.  Thanks! 
  
Jason Smith 
jsmith@spp.org 
  
From: Steve Haun [mailto:shaun@les.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 23, 2010 6:35 AM 
To: Jason Smith 
Cc: Florom, Dennis 
Subject: ORWG Meeting - Dallas March 24/25. 
  
Good Morning Jason, 
  
I will be attending the ORWG Meeting for Dennis Florom and have his proxy. 
  
thanks 
  
  
Steve Haun 
Energy Management Supervisor 
Lincoln Electric System 
Ph. 402.467.7582 
Fax 402.474.3080 
shaun@les.com 
  
  
  
  

NOTE: This electronic message and attachment(s), if any, contains information which is intended solely for the designated recipient(s). Unauthorized 
disclosure, copying, distribution, or other use of the contents of this message or attachment(s), in whole or in part, is prohibited without the express 
authorization of the author of this message. 
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