
RASC: Proposal to Improve Access to Available Maximum Emergency (AME) Resources 

(RSC-2021-2) (20220126) 

In the January 26, 2022 meeting of the Resource Adequacy Subcommittee (RASC), stakeholders 

were invited to submit feedback on the proposal to improve access to Available Maximum 

Emergency (AME) resources (Issue RSC-2021-2).   

https://www.misoenergy.org/stakeholder-engagement/stakeholder-feedback/rasc-proposal-to-

improve-access-to-available-maximum-emergency-ame-resources-rsc-2021-2-20220126/ 

 

 

The OMS Resources Work Group (OMS RWG) appreciates the opportunity to provide feedback 

to MISO on this topic. This feedback does not represent a position of the OMS Board of Directors. 

 

While the OMS RWG generally agrees with MISO’s targeted outcome of having better access to 

committed capacity to ensure reliable and efficient market outcomes, we are not sure MISO has 

proposed the optimal solution to achieve this goal. Given the quantity of resources that have 

utilized AME in recent Planning Years, the OMS RWG is concerned that an outright prohibition 

on capacity resources using the Emergency Commitment Status could have a significant impact 

on participation in the PRA, and we encourage MISO to consider alternative proposals to meet its 

objectives (such as restricting, but not prohibiting, use of Emergency Commitment Status for RAR 

resources or an accreditation impact for long-lead resources designated as AME). 

 

The OMS RWG requests additional information on the AME Resources. 

 

In order to better understand the potential Resource Adequacy ramifications of the proposed 

changes, the OMS RWG requests the following additional information from the 2020/2021 

Planning Year: 

• The number of resources that were designated as AME. 

• The location of the resources that were designated as AME, at least on a subregional basis 

(preferably down to an LRZ basis). 

• The percentage of the MW of resources that were designated AME that were also capacity 

resources. 

• The MW amount of AME Resources within each season. 

• The average length of time each resource used the AME designation 

 

The OMS RWG believes that this is a policy issue and that additional discussions should continue 

within the RASC. 

 

From MISO’s information on the 2020/2021 Planning Year, more than 20 GW of resources were 

designated as AME at some point during the Planning Year. Given the large quantity of resources 

that could be impacted by this proposal and the relatively short timeline for the proposal becoming 

effective, the impacts to participation within the Resource Adequacy construct going forward 

could be significant. The OMS RWG requests that these discussions remain within the RASC. 

There is precedent for this to occur as the modifications to emergency-use LMRs was discussed at 

the RASC over the past couple of years.  

https://www.misoenergy.org/stakeholder-engagement/stakeholder-feedback/#24001
https://www.misoenergy.org/stakeholder-engagement/stakeholder-feedback/#24001


RASC: Resource Adequacy Accreditation Reforms Draft Problem Statement (20220126) 

In the January 26, 2022 meeting of the Resource Adequacy Subcommittee (RASC), stakeholders 

were invited to submit feedback on proposed accreditation reforms problem statement (see slide 8 

of posted presentation).   

 

https://www.misoenergy.org/stakeholder-engagement/stakeholder-feedback/rasc-resource-

adequacy-accreditation-reforms-draft-problem-statement-20220126/ 

 

 

The OMS Resources Work Group (OMS RWG) supports the draft problem statement and scope 

that MISO has proposed for this issue. This feedback does not represent a position of the OMS 

Board of Directors. 

 

While the OMS RWG acknowledges that the accreditation process for wind and solar resources 

should be the primary objective of these discussion, we encourage MISO to give sufficient time 

for discussion on the accreditation of use-limited and emerging resources, including hybrids and 

storage resources, as the quantities of these resources are ever-growing in the Generator 

Interconnection Queue.  

 

We would like MISO to explore the full suite of options for resource accreditation and not limit 

the discussion to refining the existing wind ELCC accreditation methodology to fit other 

intermittent and use-limited resource types. This investigation should include comparative analysis 

of capacity accreditation calculations for each of these resource types under current and potential 

methodologies. 

 


