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In the November 13, 2024 Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) and the November 18, 2024
Expedited Resource Adequacy Study (ERAS) Workshop, MISO requested feedback on the ERAS
proposal with a focus on the following questions:

e Do you agree with the qualification requirements (e.g. resource adequacy requirements,
financial obligations) as outlined in the presentation, and do you believe other conditions for
qualification should be considered to enter the ERAS process?

e Should projects that withdraw from the GIQ to transition to the ERAS process incur
withdrawal penalties, and should projects in cycles prior to the 2023 cycle be eligible to
withdraw from their current cycle and enter the ERAS process?

e Do you support Option 1 or Option 2 for the ERAS timeline as outline in the presentation, and
the ability to complete all necessary studies and coordination with MISO and the TOs within
this timeline?

e Are there other timeline requirements to consider? Do you have additional feedback?

www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/pac-eras-study-proposal-pac-2023-1/

The OMS Transmission Planning Work Group (TPWG) provides this feedback to MISO on its
ERAS proposal as discussed at the PAC and ERAS Workshop. This feedback is from an OMS
work group and does not represent a position of the OMS Board of Directors.

The TPWG appreciates MISO’s efforts to develop an accelerated generation interconnection study
process intended to meet the emergent resource adequacy needs of the footprint. However, several
work group members have significant concerns and questions about the practical and legal
implications of the proposal and stress that any final process must work with state processes. To
ensure compatibility, we support further exploration of the ERAS framework in close consultation
with OMS members, LSEs, and other Relevant Electric Retail Regulatory Authorities in the MISO
footprint.

Slide 4 of MISO’s ERAS Workshop presentation states that ERAS will include a sunset date in
the Tariff to ensure “the process ceases no later than [the] 2028/29 queue cycle.” The TPWG
believes this provision is misguided and that the ERAS process should not automatically sunset
on an arbitrary timeline. Rather, MISO should demonstrate for at least two queue cycles that
interconnection requests can be processed in one year before ERAS can be determined to be no
longer necessary.

Finally, the TPWG appreciates MISO’s inclusion of this work group’s RERRA exemption
strawman in helping determine which interconnection requests qualify for the ERAS process. That


http://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/pac-eras-study-proposal-pac-2023-1/

said, we recommend that MISO not be overly prescriptive in its description of what constitutes a
state’s or a RERRA’s resource adequacy need. That process should largely be left to each state or
RERRA to dictate.

OMS will continue to monitor the evolution of the ERAS proposal through the OMS Resource
Adequacy Committee and the OMS Transmission Planning Work Group and expects to provide
more detailed feedback once the ERAS proposal is more fully developed and states have had more
time to work through the implications of this proposal.



