
RESPONSES TO GENERAL QUESTIONS 
FROM STAKEHOLDER CONFERENCE 

1. Under the curtailment business practice are QF puts curtailed?   

Not at this time.  The ICT has requested that QF puts be excluded from the 
curtailment business practice and Entergy has agreed to that request.   

2. If a joint-owned unit is re-dispatched to avoid the re-dispatch of a QF or a 
nuclear unit will only the MW owned or controlled by Entergy be re-
dispatched?   

No, the LAP do not distinguish between ownership interests in a given generating 
facility.  Any economic issues relating to a redispatch are to be addressed by the 
co-owners under the applicable co-owner agreements. 

CALPINE QUESTIONS 

3. Based on Calpine’s reading of the proposed amendments to Attachment “Z”, 
Local Area Procedure (“LAP”) Step 2, the changes allow the Transmission 
Provider to effect a pro rata curtailment of a Qualifying Facility’s (“QF”) 
unscheduled energy (the QF put) in a manner that is not expressly stated in 
current Attachment “Z” or OATT Sections 14.7 or 33.4.  Please confirm that 
this is the correct interpretation.   

The current LAP, which is posted as a business practice, and the curtailment 
provisions currently in effect in OATT Sections 14.7 and 33.4 do not expressly 
refer to QF puts.  This does not mean, however, that QF puts are exempt from 
curtailment or have not been subject to curtailments in the past.  In fact, QF put 
curtailments have been necessary in the past and have been implemented typically 
through real-time operating guides or LAP curtailments.  When possible, Entergy 
has redispatched its own Network Resources to relieve the constraint (and to avoid 
the curtailment of the QF put), provided that there is sufficient time to determine 
that Entergy’s costs will not increase due to the redispatch.  Although the current 
LAP is silent on QF puts, the revisions that are being filed with FERC as 
Attachment “X” make the treatment of QF puts explicit and are consistent with 
Entergy’s past practice of curtailing QF puts when necessary, subject to the 
availability of redispatch.   

4. Please describe the problem, if any, created by QF unscheduled energy that 
can only be solved by the proposed change to LAP Step 2.  In addition, please 
provide any available data that quantifies the problem associated with the 
proposed change to LAP Step 2.   



The LAP are designed to alleviate transmission constraints, and Entergy believes 
that QF unscheduled energy should be curtailed to the same extent as other energy 
scheduled and unscheduled deliveries of the same firmness, including secondary 
network resources.  The LAP provide, however, that in lieu of curtailing 
unscheduled QF energy, Entergy may redispatch its Network Resources where 
doing so will relieve the constraint to the same extent that curtailment of the 
unscheduled QF deliveries would have relieved the constraint. 

5. Please provide the historical data for a reasonable period of time (at least 12-
consecutive months) on the number of instances LAP Step 2 has been 
implemented.  If Entergy has modeled how the proposed LAP Step 2 would 
impact QF unscheduled energy, either historically or for a future defined 
period please provide the resulting data.   

Historical data related to curtailments due to TLRs and the LAP that are currently 
in effect are available on the Entergy OASIS.  Entergy has not modeled how the 
proposed LAP Step 2 would impact QF unscheduled energy. 

6. Please provide the definition of “emergency” that will be used to implement 
the proposed revisions to the OATT and the Local Area Procedures for Step 
2.   

Implementation of the supplemental TLR procedures and LAP is not dependent 
upon the existence of an “emergency.” 

ROBERTO PALIZA QUESTIONS/COMMENTS 

We support Entergy’s proposed changes to the OATT to include the curtailment of 
ALL non-firm service impacting a flowgate in TLR before curtailing any firm 
service.  This change is long overdue and will improve the effectiveness of the 
TLR process on Entergy system. 

7. We disagree with the proposed criteria, 10% interchange transactions impact 
cut-off, for determining whether a security event will be managed using TLR 
vs. LAP.   

The TLR process with the proposed changes to curtail internal non-firm service 
will be more effective than it has been in the past, and should be the preferred 
method to manage congested flowgates.  The LAP should only be used if the TLR 
process cannot provide the desired relief.  As proposed OATT Sections 14.7 and 
33.4 state, the LAP will be implemented when the ICT determines that the TLR 
procedures will not be effective to clear the constraint.  Based on operational 
experience, Entergy and the ICT believe that the 10% threshold is a reasonable 
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cut-off that favors use of the TLR procedures but recognize that there will be times 
when those procedures will not be effective. 

8. Another criterion to consider when selecting the process to mitigate a 
congested flowgate is the response time necessary to get relief on the flowgate.  
Certain type of flowgates such as; voltage stability flowgates, typically need a 
faster response time for relief than the TLR process may be able to provide.   

The TLR and LAP procedures examples of methods to resolve developing system 
issues.  Entergy has the authority and responsibility as a transmission operator to 
take actions as needed to protect the reliability of the transmission system. 

9. We disagree with the use of a 1.5% GSF cut-off in the LAP process. The 1.5% 
threshold is within the error tolerance in power flow models, so a counterflow 
schedule could be curtailed in error. Furthermore, curtailments using the 
1.5% cut-off will not be efficient, e.g. curtailing 1,000MW transaction @ 
1.5% will only produce 15MW of relief, while external transactions with 5% 
TDF or greater impact are allowed to flow.   

Entergy’s operators have determined that there may be times when it will be both 
necessary and effective to curtail deliveries even for GSFs as low as 1.5%.  Under 
the current system, neither Entergy nor the ICT believe that it is reasonable to 
assume that curtailments at this level will impact counterflows.   

10. Please define the GSF term used in the LAP process.   

A GSF is a factor to be applied to a generator’s expected change in output to 
determine the amount of flow contribution that change in output will impose on an 
identified transmission facility or Flowgate.  The term GSF is thus defined in the 
LAP as “A factor that is calculated by performing a GSF power flow study (which 
will be saved and uploaded) using a reliability model that is updated with real-time 
topology (i.e., data on transmission facilities in-service and generating facilities 
that are committed to operate and are on-line), to be applied to a generator’s 
expected change in output to determine the amount of flow contribution that 
change in output by such generator will impose on an identified transmission 
facility or flowgate.” 

11. Is this the same as the GLDF factor in the business practice?   

Entergy has decided to use GSF in the business practice as well. 

12. If not, please define generator(s) used as sink in the calculation of GSFs in the 
LAP.   
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The generator used as the sink in the calculation of the GSF is the swing bus in the 
powerflow model used.   

13. In regards to the business practice, please clarify whether QF puts impact 
will be taken into account in step 2.   

Not at the present time.   

14. If so, will QF puts be treated in the same way as described in step 2 of the 
proposed LAP?   

N/A. 

15. Please add data postings to the business practice and the LAP process to 
provide transparency.   

Entergy has revised the documents to provide that, in accordance with NAESB 
Business Practice Standards, Entergy will post the information required under 
18 C.F.R. Sections 37.6(a)(4) and 37.6(e)(3) for Curtailments or Interruptions of 
posted transactions. 

AECC QUESTIONS 

The following questions concern draft Attachment X: 

16. Section 1.4, at Sheet 3, refers to “Section 37.6(e)(3).” Please identify the 
document of which this section is a part, and, if it is not posted on Entergy’s 
OASIS, please provide a copy. 

The reference is to the FERC regulation set out in 18 C.F.R. § 37.6(e)(3):  
“Posting when a transaction is curtailed or interrupted.  (i) When any transaction is 
curtailed or interrupted, the Transmission Provider must post notice of the 
curtailment or interruption on the OASIS, and the Transmission Provider must 
state on the OASIS the reason why the transaction could not be continued or 
completed.  (ii) Information to support any such curtailment or interruption, 
including the operating status of the facilities involved in the constraint or 
interruption, must be maintained and made available upon request, to the curtailed 
or interrupted customer, the Commission’s Staff, and any other person who 
requests it, for five years.  (iii) Any offer to adjust the operation of the 
Transmission Provider's system to restore a curtailed or interrupted transaction 
must be posted and made available to all curtailed and interrupted Transmission 
Customers at the same time.” 

17. Section 2, Step 2, at Sheet 4, states: “. . . unscheduled energy sourced from 
QFs or other non Network Resource generators for delivery to the 
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Transmission Provider’s Native Load Customers will be treated as having a 
Service Priority of 6. . . .” 

a. Please describe, or, if feasible, enumerate the “non Network Resource 
generators” referred to. 

“Non Network Resource generators” would include any generator whose 
output is delivered to serve Native Load that has not been designated as a 
Network Resource by Entergy.  An example would be a short-term non-
firm energy purchase that displaces a designated Network Resource to 
serve Native Load.  Thus, a non Network Resource generator could be 
virtually any generator from which power could be delivered to the Entergy 
Balancing Authority Area (Entergy BAA).   

b. Please explain how energy from “non Network Resource generators” is 
delivered to the Transmission Provider’s Native Load Customers without 
being scheduled. 

By “scheduled,” Entergy means tagged through the NERC e-Tag system.  
For example, energy delivered to Entergy under a QF put from a QF 
located in the Entergy BAA would not be “scheduled” in the traditional 
sense and would not have an associated e-Tag. 

c. Please identify the basis in the OATT or in FERC Orders for according 
Service Priority 6 to (i) unscheduled deliveries from QFs and (ii) unscheduled 
deliveries from non Network Resource generators.  

Service Priority numbers are assigned by NERC.  NERC has assigned 
Priority 6 to Secondary Network Service.  See NERC Reliability Standard 
IRO-006-4.  Assigning a Priority 6, which is above Service Priority levels 
0-5 (all non-firm point-to-point service), is consistent with OATT Section 
28.2, which states:  “Deliveries from resources other than Network 
Resources will have a higher priority than any Non-Firm Point-To-Point 
Transmission Service under Part II of the Tariff.”  Entergy does not 
generally designate QF put purchases as Network Resources.  Thus, 
unscheduled deliveries from QFs and from other non Network Resource 
generators used to serve Native Load are deemed the equivalent of 
Secondary Network Service and are treated as having a Service Priority of 
6. 

18. Section 2, Step 4, at Sheet 4, provides for curtailment of schedules sourced 
from generators of a GSF equal to or greater than 3%.  Please explain how 
this criterion differs from the GSF criterion employed to determine 
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curtailment pursuant to a short-term TLR, or if it does not differ, why the 
GSF criteria for the two types of curtailment are the same. 

Using the TLR criteria would limit curtailments to those BA-to-BA transactions 
with a TDF of 5% or greater.  Entergy is implementing a process that also curtails 
internal transactions, which are not a part of NERC’s TLR process.  Therefore, 
any criteria used for these transactions will differ from NERC’s treatment if they 
were covered by the TLR process.  TDF values are a measure of how much of a 
transaction from one BA to another affects the flowgate for which the TLR is 
being called.  Because TDFs are not calculated in the IDC for internal 
transactions, it is necessary for Entergy to determine different criteria for 
curtailing these internal transactions.  GSFs are calculated by changing the output 
of a specific generator and measuring the impact that generator has on the 
flowgate.  Since the reduction of internal non-firm results in movement of the 
operating point of the generator that sources the non-firm internal transaction and 
requires generation to be increased at another point in the Entergy BA, GSF values 
were chosen as the criteria. 

19. Section 2, Step 4, at Sheet 4, also provides for substituting curtailment of 
“schedules from other Transmission Provider Network Resources or 
Transmission Provider secondary resources” for curtailment of a nuclear 
generator. 

a. Does Entergy schedule deliveries from Network Resources for either native 
load or any other purpose? 

Yes.  Entergy does schedule (tag) deliveries from some Network Resources 
for native load.  Typically, Network Resources over which Entergy has 
dispatch control (generally, longer-term resources or resources that are 
dynamically scheduled) are not scheduled using tags.  Short-term power 
purchases that are designated Network Resources are typically scheduled to 
Native Load via an e-Tag.     

b. What are “Transmission Provider secondary resources”? 

See answer to 17.a. 

c. In the event that deliveries from other resources cannot be curtailed, or 
curtailed sufficiently, in accordance with this provision, will deliveries from 
nuclear generators be curtailed? 

If system conditions require that Entergy implement Step 6, then a nuclear 
generator could be subject to curtailment.   
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d. Will curtailment of deliveries from hydroelectric generators be substituted 
for curtailment of deliveries from nuclear generators? 

Yes, as long as the curtailment of such deliveries will relieve constraints to 
the same extent (or as close to the same extent as possible) as would the 
curtailment of the nuclear generators. 

e. What is the engineering basis, if any, for the preference accorded nuclear 
generation? 

There is no “preference” accorded nuclear generation owners.  The 
transmission customer must provide the same relief that the nuclear 
generation would have provided.  The LAP provide that non-nuclear 
generation may be substituted for nuclear generation because nuclear 
generation is not readily dispatchable and, from an operational perspective, 
it is not preferable to alter the dispatch of nuclear facilities, especially if 
other feasible solutions are available.   

f. What is the economic basis, if any, for the preference accorded nuclear 
generation? 

 See above. 

g. If the preference for nuclear generation results in cost shifts for third 
parties, how will they be compensated? 

Generally, it is not expected that the provision addressing nuclear 
generation would shift costs to third parties because Entergy would 
redispatch its own Network Resources in lieu of curtailing nuclear 
generation.  It is possible that Entergy would have to reduce the output of a 
Network Resource that is co-owned by other entities, resulting in the 
possibility that the co-owners’ share of the output also is reduced.  The 
economic consequences of such redispatch would be governed by the 
applicable co-ownership agreement. 

The following questions concern proposed OATT Sections 14.7 and 33.4: 

20. Regarding Section 14.7(a), please define and enumerate, insofar as it can be 
done, “an emergency or unforeseen condition.” 

The term “an emergency or unforeseen condition” was language drafted by FERC 
and has not been defined further by FERC to the best of Entergy’s knowledge.  
Generally, it would be any condition that threatens the reliability or stability of the 
electric system.  Given that the NERC Reliability Standards have been adopted by 
FERC, and curtailments are permitted under the TLR procedures for violations of 
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both System Operating Limits and Interconnection Reliability Operating Limits, 
such violations are examples of emergencies or unforeseen conditions.  Entergy 
also would consider a condition that meets the NERC definition of emergency– 
“[a]ny abnormal system condition that requires automatic or immediate manual 
action to prevent or limit the failure of transmission facilities or generation supply 
that could adversely affect the reliability of the Bulk Electric System” – to be 
encompassed by the term used in Section 14.7(a). 

a. Please explain the derivation of the “10% of flows attributable to 
Interchange” criterion; 

The 10% criterion was derived based on Entergy’s operational experience, 
which indicated that the TLR process is generally effective as long as this 
10% threshold is met and generally ineffective if it is not. 

b. Please explain why TLR and LAP will not be used together if that would 
minimize total deliveries curtailed. 

Section 14.7(c) and Section 33.4(c) provide that the ICT may use both the 
TLR and the LAP to relieve a constraint. 

The following questions concern the draft Business Practice to Implement 
Interruptions and/or Curtailments under OATT Sections 14.7 and 33.4. 

21. Will Generation-to-Load Distribution Factors be posted?  If so, where? 

Entergy is not proposing to use GLDFs at this time. 

22. Please provide the Generation-to-Load Distribution Factors for White Bluff, 
Independence, Bailey, McClellan Oswald Station, Whillock and Dam 2. 

N/A. 


