
RASC: Sub-Annual Construct Revised Proposal Design Elements (RASC010, 011, 012) 

In the July 7 meeting of the Resource Adequacy Subcommittee (RASC), MISO presented revised 
sub-annual construct design elements for stakeholder input.  In your comments, please reference 
slide numbers where feedback is in direct response to the presentation.  

https://www.misoenergy.org/stakeholder-engagement/stakeholder-feedback/rasc-sub-annual-
construct-revised-proposal-design-elements-rasc010-011-012-20210707/ 

 

 

The OMS Resources Work Group (OMS RWG) appreciates this opportunity to provide feedback 
to MISO on its latest proposed Resource Adequacy reforms that are part of the RAN initiative. 
These topics on Resource Adequacy are extremely important to the state regulators, and we look 
forward to continued work with MISO to address any outstanding concerns. This feedback does 
not represent the views and positions of the OMS Board of Directors. 

The OMS RWG provides comments and questions on the following topics (with slide numbers 
included, as requested): 

• Inclusion of a 25% Margin Threshold in determining Tier 2 hours (Slide 11) 

The OMS RWG supports MISO’s decision to include the 25% Margin Threshold as part of the 
qualification for an hour to be considered a Tier 2 hour. This will help ensure that the hours 
captured in Tier 2 truly reflect some level of tightness on the system and that resources won’t 
unjustly face significant accreditation penalties for being unavailable during hours that aren’t truly 
“tight”. 

• Tiered Weighting in the Accreditation Calculation (Slide 10) 

The OMS RWG requests that MISO provide additional information on its decision to split the 
weighting between Tier 1 and Tier 2 at 20/80. While the OMS RWG understands the importance 
of being available during the tightest hours of a given season, some work group members believe 
that this weighting does not value the performance during Tier 1 hours enough. Given that Tier 2 
will only consist of ~3% of the hours in a given season, performance during those hours will always 
have a significant impact on the accreditation of resources, even if Tier 2 is given a slightly lower 
weighting than 80%. The OMS RWG would be interested in seeing the accreditation impacts from 
different weighting percentages between the two tiers. 

• Accreditation of LMRs in a Seasonal Construct (Slide 24) 

After the discussion on LMRs during the July RASC, there is still uncertainty as to how these 
resources will be treated in a seasonal construct. While the OMS RWG does not have a specific 
recommendation at this time, we ask that MISO not significantly deviate from the approved 
accreditation changes and availability requirements that will go into effect starting with Planning 
Year 2022/2023. If MISO believes significant changes will be necessary to allow for LMR 
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participation as part of the initial implementation of the seasonal construct, the OMS RWG notes 
that states will need sufficient time to make and approve the necessary changes to retail tariffs and 
contracts on file with the retail regulator to accommodate those changes. 

In addition, the OMS RWG requests information on the amount of LMRs that will be impacted by 
the change to seasonal based on MISO’s knowledge of existing resource availability throughout 
the year. 

• Decision to move September back into the Fall season (This is not reflected on a slide) 

After the explanation at the July RASC, the OMS RWG understands MISO’s decision to move 
September back into the Fall season for the initial implementation of the seasonal construct. For 
purposes of the upcoming Resource Adequacy RAN filing at FERC, we support the decision. 
However, because of the significant impact that including September in the Fall season has on the 
capacity requirement for that season, we ask that MISO continue to work on the makeup of the 
seasons within the new resource adequacy construct and determine what changes would be 
necessary to accommodate asymmetrical seasons within the construct. 

• Offline resource 24-hour lead-time for accreditation calculation (Slide 10) 

While we do not necessarily disagree with the decision, the OMS RWG requests information from 
MISO on the justification for allowing offline units with a lead-time of up to 24 hours to receive 
full accreditation. Specifically, we seek justification for why these resources are allowed more 
lead-time relative to the expectations for LMRs in the recently-approved LMR accreditation 
changes. 

• Resource Auction Eligibility (Slide 27) 

The OMS RWG asks for clarification on planned outages that overlap two seasons. Part of the new 
eligibility requirement is that a resource expected to be unavailable for more than 30 cumulative 
days within a season would not be allowed to participate in that season’s auction. Our question in 
regard to this is: would a resource that takes a planned outage of greater than 30 days over the 
course of two seasons (ex. last 30 days of summer and first 30 days of fall) be eligible to participate 
in both of those seasons, assuming no other known outages during those seasons? 


