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As discussed in the November 6 meeting of the Resource Adequacy Subcommittee (RASC), MISO
has posted updated draft language for BPM-011 Resource Adequacy r31 for stakeholder review
and feedback. Stakeholders are requested to review redline changes in the entire BPM, in particular
Sections 5.3.2 and 5.6 which have substantive changes. Comments or redlines were requested by
December 9.

https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/rasc-bpm-011-r31-redlines-rasc-
2019-8/

The OMS Resources Work Group (RWG) provides this feedback to MISO on its BPM-011 r31
Redlines. This feedback is from an OMS work group and does not represent a position of the
OMS Board of Directors.

On Nov. 19, MISO provided for the first time its proposed BPM language regarding the Final
PRMR Allocation Process under the RBDC. The RWG has reviewed the BPM language and
relevant tariff provisions and offers the following feedback.

While we appreciate the complicated nature of this process, the RWG believes that this proposal
required a more thorough and timely discussion at the RASC. This is especially true when
considering the Dec. 1 Tariff deadline for a state to indicate its desire to set its own PRM and the
potentially significant shift in reliability/procurement obligations to those LSEs participating under
the RBDC (or through the RBDC opt-out). The RWG requests that MISO’s proposed method
embodied in the BPM only be used for the 2025/26 PRA and that the topic be added to the RASC
management plan as a new issue for 2025 for stakeholders to discuss well ahead of the relevant
deadlines for the 2026/2027 PRA.

Additionally, the RWG discussed the possibility of a misalignment or inconsistency between the
Tariff and BPM language. We request that MISO explain why the BPM language is consistent
with the currently effective Tariff - in particular how the Tariff defines the Final PRMR, which
does not factor in the Final PRMR Allocation Process - and why a Tariff revision is not required.

Regarding the following text, the RWG advises that discussion should take place at the RASC as
this specific situation was not explicitly contemplated during the development of the RBDC: “If
the LSE is subject to the jurisdiction of more than one RERRA, MISO will deny the LSE’s initial
submission proposing to use the RBDC Opt Out if any one RERRA indicates that the LSE is not
authorized to use the RBDC Opt Out.”

Finally, the RWG requests that MISO explain what process will control when an LSE opts out of
the RBDC, and during the three-year opt-out period, the state within which the LSE is located
establishes its own PRM.
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