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forecast.  In March 2014, following a round of written comments from stakeholders on the merits 
of MISO engaging in load forecasting and the technical parameters, MISO provided an 
additional status report.  MISO did not directly respond to the comments, including those from 
the OMS Regional Planning Work Group.  The PAC chair, recognizing the strong interest from 
stakeholders and the need to move on with the agenda, asked for an additional round of 
comments on the subject despite objection by MISO staff (suggesting that an additional round of 
comments would result in “busy work”).    
 
Process Concerns  
 
Based on my understanding of the process to this point, it seems that the issue of whether to do 
the forecast was never adequately vetted, or even teed up, through the stakeholder process.  The 
lack of resolution over this threshold question may have created some of the pent-up frustration 
now being exhibited.  This could present a learning opportunity for MISO because such 
situations—particularly if repeated—threaten the integrity of the stakeholder process.   
 
Recommendation  
 
Notwithstanding these process concerns, the load forecasting effort is well underway.  While it is 
not clear how MISO will use this forecast to reconcile it with the various LSE forecasts, I 
recommend that we work collaboratively with MISO to make the effort as successful and 
informative as possible. Forecasting presents significant risk for the market and system reliability 
so efforts to better understand the methods and results should help manage that risk as we enter 
into a more resource-constrained environment in MISO.  In order to get beyond some of the 
initial concerns by stakeholders, it seems incumbent on MISO to actually answer the questions 
that have been raised through the PAC as a next step.  I recommend that OMS make such a 
request of MISO so that the PAC and individual stakeholders can be better prepared as this topic 
is discussed during the next PAC meeting, one-on-one meetings with specific sectors in April, 
and the MISO workshops on load forecasting beginning in April. This request could come in the 
form of a communication from me as the PAC representative or, if the board prefers, a letter 
from OMS.   
 
I also encourage OMS board members and/or staff to attend the special sector meeting between 
MISO and the OMS on this topic on April 10 at 10 a.m. central.   
 
If you have questions or concerns related to this issue or other matters related to the PAC, please 
contact me at (517) 241-6195 or talbergs@michigan.gov.  
 
 
 
 
 


