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During the November 6 meeting of the Resource Adequacy Subcommittee (RASC), MISO shared 
the final design for its proposed Load Modifying Resource (LMR) Reforms. Stakeholders were 
asked to review and submit feedback on the following:  

• Proposed Accreditation methodologies 
• Proposed Participation Models 
• Proposed Testing and Penalties 
• Tariff Redlines 

https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/rasc-lmr-reforms-rasc-2019-9-
20241106/ 

The OMS Resources and DER Work Groups (OMS Work Groups) appreciate this opportunity to 
provide feedback on the various design elements contained in the Load Modifying Resource 
(LMR) reform proposal that MISO presented at the November 6, 2024 RASC meeting. This 
feedback is from multiple OMS work groups and does not represent a position of the OMS 
Board of Directors. 
 
The OMS Work Groups have submitted several rounds of feedback on this topic, most recently in 
response to the October RASC feedback request. Those comments largely captured our current 
position, highlighting several areas of concern or items that we believe require additional 
clarification. We eagerly await MISO’s response to that round of feedback. We would note that 
our October feedback aligned with several areas of improvement identified in WPPI’s Motion, 
which passed overwhelmingly at RASC (41 votes in favor, 1 opposed, 1 abstention).  

1) OMS Work Groups supported moving LMR Type I deployments from the MaxGen Alert 
to Max Gen Warning stage.  

a. This is consistent with WPPI’s Motion to better align LMR deployment with the 
rest of the emergency procedures. 

2) OMS Work Groups supported LOLE alignment with PRMR. 
a. This is also consistent with WPPI’s Motion to ensure DR accreditation is aligned 

with an LSE’s load obligation. 

MISO has acknowledged that they agree with the need to address these issues, and the OMS Work 
Groups believe that both need to be discussed and resolved before MISO files this proposal at 
FERC. As such, the OMS Work Groups support pushing the filing date to the end of Q1 2025 to 
allow MISO and its stakeholders time to hold the necessary number of additional RASC meetings 
to thoroughly discuss and resolve the issues listed in WPPI’s Motion (Tier I hours being the third). 

https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/rasc-lmr-reforms-rasc-2019-9-20241106/
https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/rasc-lmr-reforms-rasc-2019-9-20241106/
https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/stakeholder-feedback/2024/rasc-lmr-reforms-rasc-2019-9-20240923/
https://cdn.misoenergy.org/20241106%20RASC%20Item%2008aii%20WPPI%20Motion%20on%20delaying%20filing%20MISO%E2%80%99s%20LMR%20Reform%20Proposal657102.pdf


Stakeholder discussions should be focused on such key issues to strike a balance between 
timeliness and the need to satisfy stakeholder concerns.  

Stakeholders may need additional support or resources to aid in understanding the complexity of 
the proposal. Similar to previous efforts where stakeholders had several outstanding questions on 
a topic as MISO worked towards its final proposal ahead of a FERC filing, the OMS Work Groups 
request that MISO create a Question and Answer Document where MISO could provide responses 
to stakeholder questions. 

This additional time will enhance stakeholder understanding of the proposal, correct any 
misalignments, and increase the likelihood of success when this proposal is filed at FERC.   


