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In the March 11, 2024 meeting of the Distributed Energy Resources Task Force (DERTF),
stakeholders were invited to review and submit feedback on Multi-node Aggregations and
Implementation Plan (MSC-2019-2). Feeback was requested by April 1, 2024.

Multi-node Aggregations Design Preferences
e Do you have preference for the design alternatives?
e Do you have suggestions on the draft Tariff language?

FERC Order 2222 Implementation Plan
e Which of these design elements are most important to you for implementation, and why? This
could be interpreted as prioritized for earlier implementation, or, more time needed to prepare
for an element.
e Are there other design elements that we are missing that are most important to you for phased
implementation?

https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/dertf-multi-node-aggregations-and-
implementation-plan-msc-2019-2-20240311/

Also in the March 11, 2024 meeting of the DERTF, stakeholders were invited to review and submit
feedback on MISO’s proposed FERC Order 2222 Compliance Tariff Redlines (MSC-2019-2) on the
following topics:

e Dispute Resolution
e Reliability Reviews & Affected System Studies — Reliability Review and Eligibility Review
e Operational Coordination of DER Aggregations (DEAR)

https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/dertf-ferc-order-2222-compliance-
tariff-redlines-msc-2019-2-20240311/

The OMS Distributed Energy Resources Work Group (DERWG) provides this feedback to MISO
regarding multi-nodal aggregations, MISO’s Order 2222 Implementation Plan, and MISO’s proposed
Order 2222 Compliance Tariff Redlines. This feedback is from an OMS work group and does not
represent a position of the OMS Board of Directors.

Multi-node Aggregations Design Preferences

The DERWG does not have a preference among the proposed design alternatives at this time.
However, it would be helpful in future discussions if MISO could provide examples of how DERs
could participate under each model (DRR-Type I, SODEAR) and whether it would be technically
impossible or prohibitive for a specific type of DER to utilize a particular model. (For instance, can
battery storage participate as a DRR-Type 1?)
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FERC Order 2222 Implementation Plan

The DERWG believes that the ability to participate in the Capacity and Energy markets are the most
important design elements to implement as part of MISO’s compliance strategy. Participation in the
Capacity market is important given the capacity needs throughout the footprint, particularly because
DERs are a resource that can be brought online relatively quickly as compared to larger resources.
Participation in the Energy market is important for the economic benefits and because MISO is
predicting that an ‘energy drought’ will be of increasing concern in future years.

As MISO creates new multi-nodal options or expands its existing proposal, the DERWG would
prioritize these elements but recognize that elements such as allowing multiple locations and smaller
aggregation sizes would enable more DERSs to participate in MISO’s markets. We continue to support
expanding DER aggregation to the highest feasible geographic scope and encourage MISO to
continue to revisit multi-nodal aggregation as MISO’s experience with DERs grows over the years to
come.

Compliance Tariff Redlines

The DERWG recommends the following changes to MISO’s proposed compliance tariff redlines
regarding the DEAR dispute resolution process.

“Disputes relating to the interconnection of a DER with an EDC, except disputes regarding the
Transmission Provider’s assessment of the potential impact of sueh the interconnection of a DEAR,
ofthe-tmpaet-ofa or an individual DER within such DEAR, on the Transmission System.”

This section should be clarified, as a DEAR does not ‘interconnect’ because a DEAR is simply the
wholesale aggregation of DERs that have (previously) individually interconnected to the distribution
system. The exception to this rule is if a DEAR is comprised of a single DER. A DEAR does not
‘interconnect’ to either the wholesale or retail system so the tariff language should specify that the
impact of the DEAR 1is being studied, with the impact being the cumulative impacts from the
underlying DERs, acting in a coordinated manner, under a DEAR. A suggested replacement could
read, “except disputes regarding the Transmission Provider’s assessment of the potential impact of a
DEAR or the interconnection of an individual DER within such DEAR, on the Transmission System.

The DERWG recommends changes to MISO’s proposed compliance tariff redlines regarding
Reliability Reviews and Affected System Studies.

“This ten (10) Business Day period will occur in the first ten (10) Business Days within the sixty (60)
Calendar Day period specified in Section 38.7.A.iii.2.”

This language needs to be clarified. It is unclear where in the 60-day period the RERRA review is
intended to occur. MISO verbally stated the RERRA review would occur on Day 11 of 60, after the
EDC reliability review has been completed. If this is the intent, the language above should reflect a
Day 11 start date, while the EDC concurrently conducts its reliability review. As the OMS DERWG
previously submitted!, the RERRA does not have direct access to the level of information needed to
determine the DER’s eligibility to participate and must coordinate with the EDC directly for this
information. This circular information problem will continue to exist until a single data and
information-sharing platform is created to allow simultaneous review of information. Until this occurs,
the best placement for the RERRA review is on Day 11, directly after the EDC eligibility review.

"See 2/7 EDC workshop comments here.


https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/edc-workshop-order-2222-reliability-reviews-msc-2019-2-20240122/

