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ICT System Impact Study Task 
Force Meeting Minutes 
 

Logistics 

Date & Time: Friday, June 1, 2012, 2:00 PM – 4:00 PM CDT 

Location: 
WebEx 

Conference Call 

Meeting called 
by: 

ICT 
Type of 
meeting: 

Ad-hoc 

Facilitator: Ben Roubique Scribe:  ICT 

Participants: 

Michael Mueller 

Maryclaire 
Peterson 

Yarrow Etheredge 

Roberto Paliza 

English Cook 

Sherri Maxey 

 

Ben Roubique 

Claude Cadar 

Jennifer Vosburg 

Charlton Hill 

Erin Murphy 

Dennis Broussard 

AGENDA ITEMS – 

Topic Presenter/Facilitator Comments 

1. Administrative Items                                                        Ben Roubique 

2. Undesignation Business Practices Changes                         ICT                                                

2A.  Responses to questions by Roberto Paliza                    ICT 

3. Reliability Assessment Base Plan Update  

Business Practice                                                                   ICT                   

4. Open Discussion                                                                     All 

5. Adjourn                                                                            Ben Roubique 

NOTES FROM THIS MEETING 

Meeting 
Minutes: 

 

Ben Roubique started the meeting at 2:10pm.  A roll call was taken and attendance was noted.  
A list of attendees is included.   

 

Undesignation Business Practice (BP) Changes – Ben started the discussion by stating 
changes have been made to the BP reviewed at prior SPC meetings.  He stated the changes 
address some of the requests made by Roberto Paliza and the goal of the discussion would be 
to decide on a threshold for the temporary undesignation part of the BP. 

 Ben reviewed a redline of the updated BP going over various changes in the 
document. 

 Roberto asked if a reliability assessment would be performed for undesignation 
requests shorter than five years (short term undesignations).  Ben pointed out a 
change in the BP that proposed a reliability assessment for undesignations with terms 
greater than five years (long term undesignations). 
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 Roberto expressed concern over reliability assessment just being for requests greater 
than five years.  He felt there should be an alternative procedure of undesignations 
less than five year.  He added the BP did not address the next Base Plan cycle and 
whether these changes would be included in the full Base Plan Reliability Assessment 
and whether the short term undesignations would be reviewed at that point.  Ben 
confirmed that all undesignations, regardless of term, would be included in the next 
Reliability Assessment/Base Plan cycle.  Roberto shared additional concerns over the 
impact short term undesignations could have on customers in real time.  Ben 
answered that there is not a present practice for addressing short term 
undesignations. 

 Dennis Broussard replied that undesignations taking place within one to two years 
would be picked up by model updates.  He stated that FERC has mandated the 
acceptance of these requests and added it will be difficult to address in the short term 
due to timing implications of possible required upgrades. 

 Ben added that caution must be taken to make sure customers later in the study 
queue are not getting hit with supplemental upgrades that may have been a part of the 
undesignation study.  He added that there may not be enough time for short term 
upgrades and an alternative procedure may be needed to the issue of cost allocation 
and how it will be handled, such as adding projects to the Base Plan for the purpose of 
cost allocation even if they might not be constructed.  Roberto replied that he agreed 
with the timing issue and the long term environment would better handle the 
undesignations.  He also expressed a desire to protect short term customers from 
unnecessary upgrade charges. 

o Erin Murphy shared nothing could be done in the short term.  Dennis added 
that because of FERC’s mandate to accept the requests, issues in the short 
term would be handled through redispatch or TLRs. 

o Roberto responded stating he did not think FERC would find it acceptable to 
charge a customer redispatch costs for issues caused by the undesignation 
request of another customer. 

o Erin and Dennis both stated that they did not think anything could be done and 
there is no other recourse. 

o Yarrow Etheredge added that upgrades are not a part of the AFC process; just 
capacity.  Other than existing TSRs, she did not know how new TSRs would 
impact capacity. 

 Ben stated he was not sure how issues in the short term could be addressed other 
than through congestion management practices.  He offered that the Reliability Task 
Forces for be called upon for examples for impacts in the short term. 

 Dennis offered that undesignations typically involve older generation that is not 
economic or when a customer wants to make a PTP to sale capacity.  For permanent 
stand-alone undesignations, the units are usually off in the model and will not have an 
impact.  For PTP requests coupled with and undesignation, the units are never turned 
off. 

 Roberto stated it would be a good idea to perform a reliability assessment for short 
term and long term stand-alone undesignations in order to quantify the impacts the 
requests would have on the system. 

o Dennis replied Entergy’s Transmission/Generation Planning Group would look 
at these.  Yarrow suggested reliability scans of the models to confirm issues 
and regular review of the AFC models with the RTF. 

 Jennifer Vosburg asked how this would transition to MISO. 

o Erin answered that she did not know MISO’s procedure or tariff well enough to 
answer. 

o Dennis replied this would probably be less important to MISO due to the 
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market. 

 Jennifer followed up by asking if MISO would be needed with this effort due to the 
transition. 

o Erin replied that she thought the process would go away with the transition to 
MISO.  Under the tariff, there is probably a transition treatment. 

o Roberto agreed with Erin and added this procedure could possibly impact 
ARR allocation and nomination rights.  Erin responded that she did not think 
this would have that type of impact. 

 Robert responded to Erin with an example of a counterflow producing 
unit that with its undesignation would impact the availability of ARRs 
on the system.  MISO’s historical data takes into account three (3) 
years.  Yarrow responded that undesignations are looked at for 
adequacy.  Long term undesignations not on a case-by-case basis.  
Looked at as a package. 

 Erin replied that there could be an affect but she was not sure how the 
interim process would impact the ARR process. Erin offered to contact 
MISO about potential impacts with ARRs and if the undesignation 
practices with continue with MISO. 

 Ben stated the business practices published are out of date in regards to 
undesignations and would like to update them with the undesignation changes.   Ben 
also agreed that the process will probably go away if Entergy goes to the MISO RTO. 

 Ben stated the practice does not call for a reliability assessment  for temporary 
undesignation below five years in length.  Roberto asked if the short term 
undesignations would be taken in account during the development of the Base Plan.  
Ben responded yes. 

 Roberto asked if there could be issues when an undesignation takes place long before 
the next Base Plan cycle and whether there could be impacts on other customer in the 
mean time.  He asked if the undesignations could be incorporated in the Base Plan 
when they occur.  Ben replied the Base Plan will be updated with permanent 
undesignations and will beto update for temporary undesignations as well.   

 Dennis asked if they would be for undesignations for one year or longer.  Ben replied 
that undesignations for less than one year would be addressed through customer 
recalls in the AFC process.  All included in Base Plan updates would be for one year 
and longer. 

 Dennis asked if the ICT would consider a cluster with later queued request to a shared 
resource.  Ben said stand-alone requests would be clustered when possible. 

 Ben asked if the currently posted undesignation practice can be updated and posted in 
the interim.  After discussion, it was decided Section 3.5 would be removed from the 
Business Practice and the revised BP posted.  Section 3.5 will be discussed further for 
a future BP revision. 

ACTION ITEM:  Erin contact MISO to determine potential impacts on ARRs with short term 
undesignations and if the undesignation practice will continue after the transition. 

ACTION ITEM:  Remove Section 3.5 for the proposed Undesignation Business Practice and 
post as an update. 

 

Reliability Assessment Base Plan Update Business Practice – Ben stated that most of the 
questions surrounding the reliability assessment had been answered with the topic tabled for 
future discussion.  

 Claude Cadar asked why the year 5 and year 7 summer peak models were used.  
Ben replied that with a permanent undesignation, the ICT wants to look at years within 
the Base Plan window; year 5 for the cost allocation window and year 7 for a long 
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term look.  He also stated that if all undesignations are chosen to be studied, the 
model years may need to be changed. 

 Claude also asked what construction plan projects would be considered and Ben 
replied approved construction plan projects would be included. 

 Yarrow asked if this would go to the Reliability Task Force.  Ben replied this will be a 
parallel effort to work with the SISTF to complete the process and contact the RTF to 
make sure it is notified when an undesignation falls into their arena. 

 

Ben Roubique adjourned the meeting after consensus of no additional issues, concerns or 
comments at 3:03pm. 

  

 
 

ACTION ITEMS RECORDED IN THIS MEETING 

Action Item Owner 
Date 

Assigned 
Comments 

Erin contact MISO to determine potential impacts on 
ARRs with short term undesignations and if the 
undesignation practice will continue after the 
transition 

Erin   

Remove Section 3.5 for the proposed 
Undesignation Business Practice and post as an 
update. 

ICT   

Contact RTF and AFCWG to get feedback on 
Business Practice 

ICT    


