
Entergy Regional State Committee (E-RSC) 
October 20-21, 2010 

Hyatt Regency Austin – Austin, TX 
 

MEETING MINUTES 
 
 

E-RSC Members 
 
PUCT – Commissioner Ken Anderson (President) 
LPSC – Commissioner Jimmy Field (Vice – President) participated by phone 
APSC – Chairman Paul Suskie (Secretary) 
MPSC – Chairman Brandon Presley, participated by phone 
CNO – Councilwoman Cynthia Hedge-Morrell  
 
Opening Remarks 
 
Meeting called to order at 1:02 pm by President Anderson.   
 
President Anderson stated that this E-RSC meeting was announced as an open 
meeting by the PUCT and Chairman Barry Smitherman and Commissioner 
Donna Nelson of the PUCT would likely be attending this meeting. 
 
All presentations have been posted at: 
http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=1631&pageID=27. 
 
 
Administrative Items 
 
President Anderson introduced the minutes from the September 9, 2010 meeting 
for approval.  A motion to approve the minutes was made by Secretary Suskie 
and seconded by Councilwoman Hedge-Morrell. The minutes were approved 
unanimously. 
 
E-RSC Discussion Items – 205 Directive Filing Rights and MOU 
 
President Anderson introduced the documents the E-RSC WG and Entergy have 
been working on since the last E-RSC meeting.   The E-RSC members thanked 
the stakeholders, the E-RSC WG, and Entergy for all of the hard work and effort 
that was put into the documents.  President Anderson noted the historic event 
and the amount of progress that has occurred in sixteen months since the June 
2009 meeting in Charleston, South Carolina.  President Anderson also stated he 
was disappointed that Entergy did not negotiate in good faith regarding ‘in 
service’ dates as they pertain to the Entergy Construction Plan.   
 

http://www.spp.org/section.asp?group=1631&pageID=27


Secretary Suskie made a motion to adopt the resolution for 205 directive filing 
rights and Councilwoman Hedge-Morrell seconded the motion, which passed 
unanimously. 
 
Secretary Suskie made a motion to adopt the resolution amending the E-RSC 
Bylaws and Councilwoman Hedge-Morrell seconded the motion, which passed 
unanimously. 
 
President Anderson again thanked all those who participated in drafting the 
documents and his E-RSC colleagues for their approvals.   President Anderson 
then stated at the January meeting he would expect to discuss when and how 
the E-RSC might begin exercising these new authorities. It is expected the 
January 2011 meeting will be dedicated to cost allocation and would have 
detailed presentations by ERCOT, SPP and MISO regarding cost allocation, 
transmission planning, and evaluating projects. 
 
Secretary Suskie stated his experience in the SPP RSC and that the 
relationships built by those regulators have allowed progress in the region and 
hopes to see the same effects going forward for the E-RSC. 
 
Report from FERC  
 
Patrick Clarey, FERC Staff, stated that FERC has established a rulemaking 
proceeding on the 5 groups of smart grid interoperability standards and that it 
was announced that FERC has enhanced its enforcement guidelines based on 
industry input.  FERC also announced they have accepted the performance 
assessment of NERC and stated that NERC continues to fulfill its regulatory 
responsibilities.  Mr. Clarey also stated that there were some important issues on 
the agenda for the FERC meeting scheduled for October 21, 2010.   

 
 
Report from SPP-ICT  
Bruce Rew, SPP-ICT, introduced the Entergy ICT Metrics and asked if anyone 
had any questions but did not review them in detail.  Secretary Suskie asked why 
there was so much congestion in Arkansas according to the metrics.  Charles 
Long, representing Entergy, responded that there are projects and analysis being 
done on these flowgates and some will be detailed in the Alternative Economic 
Study Process later in the meeting.  Secretary Suskie also asked if there was any 
way to capture the cost of re-dispatch and who bears those costs.  Mark 
McCulla, representing Entergy, stated it is very difficult to ascertain exactly the 
costs and the units that were affected in a congestion situation in the current 
environment and it would be easier to pinpoint if there was a market. 
 
Don Shipley, SPP-ICT, presented analysis of the TLR 5 events called from 
January 1- September 30, 2010.   This analysis is broken up by state, the events 
by flowgate in that state and also the overlap of TLRs and LAPs on flowgates 
and concludes with some recommendations from the Reliability Coordinator.  Mr. 



Shipley noted that the majority of the 73 TLR 5 events were called on the 500kV 
system as a result of both planned and unplanned generation and transmission 
outages.  During the analysis of the TLR and LAP overlapping, Secretary Suskie 
raised a concern about the transparency of the LAP process.  Mr. Shipley 
explained that the TLR process is very regimented and transparent and the LAP 
process is not and the stakeholders would like to see additional information 
regarding these events.  Mr. McCulla stated that Entergy would work with the RC 
Task Force and stakeholders to see if any additional information could be 
provided. 
 
The recommendations by the Reliability Coordinator are: perform off-peak 
engineering analysis on all transmission outages; schedule transmission 
upgrades as soon as possible on the flowgates with the greatest TLR 5 activity; 
provide greater accuracy between the projected generation and the actual 
generation in the Available Flowgate Capacity (AFC) model; and the SPP 
Reliability Coordinator should be given approval rights for generation outages in 
the ICT reliability area. 
 
Vice President Field asked about coordination of economic studies and dispatch 
models.  Mr. Shipley agreed that they would start mapping a process and report 
on progress at the January E-RSC meeting. 
 
Secretary Suskie made a motion to request the ICT SPC to review these 
recommendations and report back to the E-RSC on the status.  Vice President 
Field seconded the motion and it passed unanimously. 
 
 
Antoine Lucas, Manager of the ICT Weekly Procurement Process (WPP), stated 
that since the last E-RSC meeting participation in the WPP process has 
increased and more megawatts have been purchased.  In response to a question 
posed by Secretary Suskie, Mr. Lucas stated that the investment and benefits of 
the WPP are now close to being even. Mr. Lucas continued with the WPP 
proposal regarding QF Puts and stated that testing results produced negative 
results and the ICT does not endorse implementing these changes.  In regards to 
the WPP proposal for extending the operating hours of the WPP the ICT does 
support moving forward on this item as it has shown positive results in testing.  
Entergy is evaluating this item and determining their final position.  Glen 
Bernstein, representing Entergy, stated that Entergy is generally supportive of 
this item but there are some possible issues with the current Attachment V that 
need to be researched and addressed.  Mr. Lucas stated the WPP Task Force 
will also continue to look at ways to improve transparency and work with Entergy 
and the E-RSC WG on this item. 
 
 
Budget Update 
 



Ben Bright, SPP, reintroduced the draft budget presented at the September 
meeting for approval.   Mr. Bright stated that the E-RSC WG would continue to 
work with Entergy to look for ways to reduce meeting expenses by using Entergy 
or other stakeholder-owned meeting spaces.  President Anderson requested the 
authority to negotiate with SPY Entergy Solutions’ consulting contract for 2011.  
Member Presley made a motion to grant this authority.  The motion was 
seconded by Secretary Suskie and approved unanimously.  Member Hedge-
Morrell made a motion to approve the 2011 budget.  The motion was seconded 
by Secretary Suskie and approved unanimously. 
 
Report from Entergy  
 
George Bartlett, representing Entergy, addressed the question regarding 
transmission plans from north of the lake into New Orleans and the use of 
underground transmission.  Mr. Bartlett stated that there are currently 11 lines in 
service and 1 proposed line that serve New Orleans and detailed exactly what 
happened in Hurricane Gustav which cut all power coming into New Orleans.  
Mr. Bartlett stated that most of the lines were tripped as a result of flying debris 
and not damage.  Since 2007, Entergy has undertaken new design standards for 
transmission lines based on proximity to the coast.  For all new lines, or required 
rebuilds these new standards will be used, which should help in storm situations.  
Mr. Bartlett also stated that underground transmission was not recommended 
due to costs estimated at 5 or 6 times the cost of overhead transmission with an 
estimated cost of $5 to 6 million per mile.  Local generation, within the New 
Orleans area, has been proven to work and Entergy is updating advanced control 
systems and advanced monitoring systems to ensure it can serve the load.  
Member Hedge-Morrell questioned the fuel cost adjustments associated with the 
legacy generation they are talking about.  John Hurstell, representing Entergy, 
stated they are concerned about all of the costs, but this is valuable generation 
that also serves a role for flexibility.   
 
Sally Rainer, representing Entergy, discussed the OpCo allocation that is 
required based on the outcome of the FERC sponsored CBA for Entergy joining 
the SPP RTO.  Ms. Rainer stated the results would be completed and circulated 
to the E-RSC and stakeholders by November 1.  This report will only contain the 
one of the methods they have been requested to perform and the second will be 
completed by December 1. 
 
Mr. McCulla updated the group regarding the addendum studies to the FERC 
Entergy-SPP CBA.  Mr. McCulla reported that CRA has been running these 
studies and produced results on 6 of them.  Entergy is holding stakeholder calls 
to detail these results.  It was noted that there are some inaccuracies in the 
modeling of the MISO studies that needs to be addressed and will delay those 
studies to be completed in the January/February timeframe. 
 
Mr. Lucas presented an overview of the ICT Strategic Transmission Expansion 
Plan (ISTEP).  He explained that the ISTEP is a study that promotes 



transmission expansion based purely on economics.  Once results of the study 
are posted Entergy and stakeholders can use them to create their own studies.  It 
was noted that projects in the ISTEP have not generally made it to the Entergy 
Base Plan.  President Anderson made the point that Entergy only evaluates the 
benefits to their customers and not for all of the users of the system.  Kim 
Despeaux, representing Entergy, responded that this is how the FERC 
transmission tariff is set up and that the Entergy customers would be the ones to 
pay for the bulk of upgrades.  Ms. Despeaux also stated this is a reason they 
have agreed to allow the E-RSC to add construction projects to the plan. 
 
Lee Kellough, representing Entergy, discussed the Alternative Economic Study 
Process.  He noted that this process is used to look for projects that have a cost 
of less than $10 million, produce potential customer benefits and can be 
implemented in less than two years.   Mr. Kellough explained the criteria and 
principles used to qualify a project for this study process.   
 
 
Report from E-RSC WG 
 
Sam Loudenslager, on behalf of the E-RSC–WG, gave an update regarding the 
most recent work of the E-RSC WG that includes the new Attachment X and 
MOU that has taken the majority of the time.  In the last ERSC WG and 
Stakeholder meetings, help September 29 and 30, the group discussed TLR 
analysis, LAP analysis provided by Entergy, OpCo Allocation, alternative 
economic study process and potential economic projects to be used for some 
future cost allocation analysis.  
 
Mr. Lucas provided an update on the Minimizing Bulk Power Costs study.  Mr. 
Lucas stated that they study is progressing and they are in the data collection 
phase and are struggling some in that they had hoped to be able to use the 
production cost portion of the models used in the CRA study but due to 
confidentiality concerns those models are not able to be used.  The study will 
need for Entergy and stakeholders to submit new data to be used in this study.  
This production costs database is currently the critical piece and once that is 
completed they will be able to predict when results can be viewed. 
 
Jennifer Vosburg, NRG representing the SPC ICT, described the new structure 
of the SPC ICT to align themselves more with the E-RSC specific issues.   The 
new structure has collapsed the existing working groups into the SPC and 
created specific task forces to address issues.  The SPC Coordinating 
Committee has also been formed as oversight to coordinate activities between 
the task forces.  Initially this group will focus on neat-term ICT improvements. 
The SPCCC members are Mark McCulla (Entergy), Bruce Rew (SPP), Jennifer 
Vosburg (Stakeholders) and Kristine Schmidt (E-RSC WG). 
 
 
 



CODA 
 
John Hurstell, representing Entergy, walked through the presentation explaining 
the draft plan to replace the current Entergy System Agreement when Arkansas 
exits in 2013.  According to Mr. Hurstell, the purpose of the CODA is to create a 
plan where the individual Entergy operating companies can either plan alone or 
as a group and also sets a plan to allocate the costs of running the system and a 
plan for joint dispatch.   
 
 
Future E-RSC Meetings 
January 26, 2011, New Orleans, LA, Doubletree Hotel 
 
Adjournment 
 
President Anderson adjourned the meeting at 12:14 pm. 
 
 


