
ORGANIZATION OF MISO STATES, INC. 
BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

April 14, 2005 
 
Approved 6/9/05 
 
Commissioner Kevin Wright, President of the Organization of MISO States, Inc. (OMS), called the 
April 14, 2005  Meeting of the OMS Board of Directors to order via conference call at approximately 
2:00 p.m. (CDT) The following commissioners participated in the meeting: 
 

Kevin Wright, Illinois 
David Hadley, Indiana 
John Harvey proxy for Diane Munns, Iowa 
Mark David Goss, Kentucky 
Bob Nelson, proxy for Laura Chappelle, Michigan 
Ken Nickolai, Minnesota 
Steve Gaw, Missouri 
Greg Jergeson, Montana 
Susan Wefald, North Dakota 
Kim Wissman, proxy for Judy Jones, Ohio  
Kim Pizzingrilli, Pennsylvania 
Greg Rislov, proxy for Gary Hanson, South Dakota 
Bert Garvin, Wisconsin 
  

Manitoba absent 
Nebraska absent 
 
Others present on conference call: 
Amy Christensen, Iowa 
Bill Vanderlaan, Bruce Miller, Charlie Iannello, Illinois 
Bob Pauley, Brad Borum, Indiana 
Rob Mork, Consumer Counselor's Office, Indiana 
A.W. Turner, Jeff Johnson, Jorge Valladares - Kentucky 
Lisa Pappas, Mick Hiser, Laura Chappelle, Michigan 
Burl Haar, Nancy Campbell, Minnesota 
Mike Proctor, Dave Woodsmall, Missouri 
Marla Larson, Candace Beery, Montana 
Kim Joyce, Pennsylvania 
Jim Torgerson, John Bear, John Kozyrski, Sherman Elliott, Jeff Webb - MISO 
Bill Malcolm - MISO 

 Bill Smith, OMS 
 Peggy Ladd - Ameren 
 Chris Miller, FERC 
  
The directors and proxies listed above established the necessary quorum of eight board members 
present.  President Wright welcomed the board member from Pennsylvania, Kim Pizzingrilli.  
 
Routine business items were discussed out of order until all MISO Briefings were presented.  
President Wright began the business portion of the meeting by asking Bert Garvin to report on 
MISO Advisory Committee Issues. 
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1. Report - MISO Advisory Committee Issues - Bert Garvin, Vice President 
Bert's report highlighted several items on the April 20, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee meeting 
agenda that may be of interest to OMS members.  In particular, Bert referred to: 
 
Agenda Item 3.C. Operations Report (John Bear.) Bert indicated the Public Service Commission of 
Wisconsin had been closely monitoring MISO’s market and reliability operations and offered some 
initial observations he thought might be common to other states.  
Bert felt OMS should be prepared to ask questions about Day 2 operations during Mr. Bear’s 
operations report, if necessary, in order to get a clear understanding of what steps MISO and 
possibly other organizations (e.g., Independent Market Monitor) are taking to improve Day 2 
operations. 
Agenda Item 3.E. Transmission Pricing Policy (Tom Russell) 
Tom Russell may ask for an Advisory Committee vote to affirm this motion.Tom Russell will report 
on the latest straw poll conducted by MISO regarding how MISO should proceed with developing a 
transmission pricing policy.  It appears that the “Ameren Motion A” will prevail. This motion states: 

“Since the RECB has now more adequately developed details about several 
approaches for regional pricing the next several meetings should be spent to 
considering compromises that would blend acceptable features into what might be a 
single consensus proposal.  Recognizing the key role of the OMS and its members in 
obtaining stakeholder consensus for a filing, MISO staff should be instructed to 
discuss the materials with the OMS and individual States." 
 

Agenda Item 3.F. MISO Transmission Expansion Plan ’05 (Jeff Webb) 
Jeff Webb will report on the status of MTEP05 and may seek the Advisory Committee’s 
endorsement of the plan.  The MISO Planning Subcommittee has  already endorsed the plan.   
 
Agenda Item 3.H. Legal Report (Steve Kozey) 
At the March 16, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee meeting, Steve Kozey, MISO’s  General Counsel, 
reported that MISO would discontinue its 60-day informational filings in FERC Docket No. ER02-
2595 once MISO begins Day 2 operations.   Through these information filings, MISO reported to 
FERC its expenditures on the  development of Day 2 energy markets.  Such informational filings are 
likely to be useful given that MISO will continue to develop and refine Day 2 operations.   
 
Agenda Item 3.J. Election of Finance Subcommittee Members (Advisory Committee) 
The Advisory Committee will vote to elect the nominees to the Finance Subcommittee (FSC).  At 
the March 16, 2005 Advisory Committee meeting, the Advisory Committee voted to grant the OMS 
a standing seat on the FSC.   President Wright has nominated Joseph Buckley from the Ohio PUC.  
  
Agenda Item 3.L. Unaccounted For Energy (Okho Bohm) 
A motion regarding “unaccounted for energy” passed by 57% at the April 5, 2005 MISO Market 
Subcommittee meeting, which triggered the need for the Advisory Committee’s review.  The 
Advisory Committee may vote on the same motion, which can be found among the April 5, 2005 
Market Subcommittee meeting materials. 
 
Agenda Item 3.M. Deadline for Submission of Internal Bi-lateral Transactions (Jason Cox)   
This motion would direct the Midwest ISO to move the deadline for submission of internal bi-lateral 
transactions to 5:00 PM EST the next business day when the Operating Day falls on a Friday, 
Saturday, Sunday, Holiday or the day before a Holiday.   
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Agenda Item 3.N. Consolidation of Business Practices Working Groups (Bill Jett) 
This Advisory Committee will vote on a seemingly non-controversial motion to consolidate working 
groups. 
 
Agenda Item 3.N. FTR Allocation Mechanism (Bill Jett) 
At the April 5, 2005 MISO Market Subcommittee meeting, the Retail Market Working Group 
recommended the following motion, which was applicable to the first FTR allocation period, be 
restored to Section 43.2.4 of MISO's TEMT and made applicable to the second FTR allocation period 
as a policy matter:  

“For Market Participants that do not have designated annual or longer term Network 
Resources to meet their forecast annual peak load to be served using Network 
Integration Transmission Service, the Transmission Provider shall define additional 
annual FTR entitlements based on the Generation Resources that the entity used to 
serve their Network Load during the previous twelve (12) month period. Such 
entitlements shall be defined based upon the difference between the Market 
Participant's forecast Peak Network Load for the next twelve (12) month period and 
the total Capacity provided by annual or longer designated Network Resources, also 
for the next twelve (12) month period.” 

  
This motion failed at the Market Subcommittee.  Bert thought Jan Karlak of the Ohio PUC asked for 
a minority report to be presented to the Advisory Committee.  It is not clear whether a minority 
report will be available for the April 20, 2005 Advisory Committee  meeting, however. 
 
Agenda Item 3.P. Trading Hubs Task Force Retirement (Bill Jett) 
This is a non-controversial motion to retire this task force.  MISO will still be able to discuss and 
establish trading hubs in other stakeholder groups. 
 
After presentation of the MISO agenda items, discussion among OMS directors centered on which 
possible voting items the OMS A/C reps would endorse.  Bert thought OMS reps would abstain from 
voting on issues from 3K through 3N.  Susan Wefald reiterated that OMS voted to NOT endorse 
MTEP in the past and should continue to abstain from voting on 3-F at this time. Ken Nickolai, Dave 
Hadley, and Kevin Wright all spoke in favor of abstaining on a vote of this item. 
 
2.  Briefing on Market Start-up - Jim Torgerson, MISO President & CEO 
President Torgerson provided a brief update of the market start-up by reporting on these five 
areas: 

• Systems Performance - There has been uninterrupted service since MISO started running 
the market. The portal has seen 250,000 queries, 97% of them have received a response in 
3 seconds or less.  There have been two minor systems issues, both at 10:45 am on two 
Sundays - the unit dispatch systems went down.  They were different issues, and in each 
case it was less than an hour, and it was fixed.  The back-up system was fully functional but 
was not needed either time. 

• Day Ahead Market - MISO has been clearing about 90-95% of forecasted demand in the 
day ahead market from all the bids that are being made-- in the price sensitive and the 
fixed bids. There have been significant increases in virtual participation - virtual bids - they 
have been running 7-10% of the forecasted demand.  In certain hours it's been as high as 
15%.  For example, yesterday the day ahead forecast for today was 69,000 megawatts on 
peak, yet there were 12,800 of virtual bids being made, yet only 7,800 cleared.  MISO's 
seeing much more volume in the virtual market, which adds to the liquidity of the 
marketplace.  He reminded us to keep in mind that during the first 60 days, MISO is using 
cost- based market pricing, based on the offers of the company that sends them in.  
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 Mr. Torgerson gave recent price information. Yesterday's day ahead was $44.51, $3.00 less 
 than the PJM average. Comparing with two PJM hubs, MISO was $44.51 and Chicago was 
 $43.59 and AEP was $43.21.  MISO's tracking very well with PJM. 
• Real Time Market -Yesterday, MISO's average price was $45.51, PJM was $45.76. MISO's 

tracking closely with PJM.  Some of the issues we're facing concerns the use of peakers.  
Forced outages (4,000 megawatts) and scheduled maintenance (24,000 megawatts) seem 
high. MISO has no ability to approve or coordinate generation outages.  Operating reserves 
also seem to be on high side.  The net scheduled interchange has decreased considerably 
since the March timeframe.  Entities who had been exporting into the MISO are now holding 
back.  Whether they are due to forced outages, ramp rates, showing up late, fuel problems 
- MISO staff is contacting every single control area to investigate these issues with the 
operators. 

• Settlements - Revenue sufficiency guarantees - the amount was inadequate.  Data will be 
corrected (from using a 7 day settlement run to a more reliable 14 day run) and will provide 
MISO better numbers. 

• Impact On Reliability - MISO control room staff has observed much improvement in 
reliability since having a centralized dispatch. Centralized dispatch allows a 10 minute 
reaction, where redispatch with the TLRs might take as long as 2 hours.  TLRs are still 
having an impact in the MAPP region, but, with seams agreements we'll have to deal with 
the slow response. 

   
After his presentation, Jim Torgerson answered questions about the market from OMS directors.  
 
3.  Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan  2005 - Jeff Webb of MISO  spoke to the OMS 
directors about MISO's Transmission Expansion Plan he plans to take to the MISO board for 
approval in May.  His power point report (attached to the minutes) discussed the following points:   

• What is MTEP 2005 
• MTEP 05 Process 
• Status of MTEP 03 Projects 
• Projections for 2009 
• Considerations for Future MTEP 
 

At the conclusion of his presentation, Jeff Webb answered questions from the directors about the 
MTEP. 

 
4.  Report-Transmission Planning & Siting Work Group's Resolution - Amy Christensen, 
WG Chair presented the resolution unanimously approved at the March 24, 2005 work group 
meeting. The resolution directs how the work group will interact with MISO as concerns MTEP. Its 
text follows the minutes. 
 
 
At this point in the meeting, President Wright asked if the directors would like to 
entertain a motion to direct the three OMS representatives to the MISO Advisory 
Committee to abstain from voting on Agenda Item 3.F. concerning MTEP at the April 
MISO Advisory Committee Meeting. Steve Gaw moved that the OMS adopt this motion. 
John Harvey, Iowa, offered a second. The majority of the directors approved the 
motion by voice vote, with Indiana voting no. 
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5.  OMS Position on Pricing Issues - Randy Rismiller, Pricing WG Chair 
Randy Rismiller reported on the activities of the Pricing Issues Work Group.  On April 1, an 
informational session was held in Carmel that was well attended by commissioners.  Jeff Webb 
gave a presentation on the current RECB proposal commonly known as attachment XX. 
Jeff's presentation was followed up by a discussion led by Mike Proctor.  Chairman Pat Wood of the 
FERC was present and offered input to the discussion. 
On April 8, MISO's RECB held a meeting for RECB members to vote on several issues. Results of 
the ballot A and B were passed in favor of the RECB continuing its work in the next few weeks. 
 
6.  Discuss next steps in forming OMS position on RECB Pricing Recommendation  
Dave Hadley suggested that Randy Rismiller, working with his work group and Bill Smith conduct a 
survey to provide a real picture of what the commission positions are.  Susan Wefald suggested 
that it is important for all the states to know what the on-going positions of the RECB are in the 
upcoming weeks as OMS moves forward.  David Hadley suggested OMS get allocation of costs 
done as soon as possible.  President Wright asked Bill Smith to set up some vehicles for dialogue 
for the next several weeks 
 
At this point in the meeting, President Wright asked that the following agenda items be 
held over to the next OMS Board Meeting: 
  
7.  Announce selection of Finance Committee's OMS Representative 
This agenda item was deferred to the May OMS BOD Meeting. 
 
8.  Discuss Revision of OMS Work Groups - David Sapper 
This agenda item was deferred to the May OMS BOD Meeting. 
 
9.  Action Item:  Shall the OMS adopt a revised travel reimbursement policy - Bill Smith.    
This agenda item was deferred to the May OMS BOD Meeting. 
 
Approval of the minutes of the February 10 and March 10 OMS Board Meetings - Ken 
Nickolai.  This agenda item was deferred to the May OMS BOD Meeting. 
 
Review of Actions of the Executive Committee on March 24. 
Executive Director Bill Smith briefly reviewed the actions of the OMS Executive Committee at its 
March 24 meeting.   
 
Treasurer's Report - Steve Gaw presented the Treasurer's report. Total disbursements for March 
2005 were $27,302.51.  As of March 31, 2005 $433,959.89 was the remaining balance in OMS 
Chase BankOne account.   
With no corrections to the report requested, the Treasurer's report was accepted as reported. 
Susan Wefald moved and David Hadley seconded a motion to temporarily suspend 
monthly payments to OMS from MISO.  By unanimous voice vote of the directors 
present, the motion carried.   
 
Administrative Report – Executive Director, Bill Smith 
Text of the Executive Director's Administrative Report, presented by Bill Smith, follows the minutes.  
 
 
Meeting adjourned at approximately 4:10 pm CDT.
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RESOLUTION of THE OMS TRANSMISSION PLANNING AND SITING WORK GROUP 
(TPSWG) 

March 24, 2005 
WHEREAS Article IV, Section 8 of the Organization of MISO States (OMS) Bylaws states: 
"POSITIONS ON POLICY ISSUES. The Board of Directors will give direction to formation of 
issue statements, which will then be referred to member state and provincial regulatory 
authorities. A position approved by a majority of the Board of Directors may be issued as the 
Organization’s position with identification of the participating and non-participating Member 
authorities. Individual Member authorities retain all rights to object to, support, or otherwise 
comment on, issues statements of the Organization, including the attachment of a minority report 
or dissenting opinion, provided it is submitted in a timely manner. The Board of Directors may 
authorize intervention in proceedings before federal regulatory agencies and in related judicial 
proceedings to express the Organization’s positions, and may authorize the Executive Committee 
to retain legal counsel to represent the Organization in such proceedings." 
And 
WHEREAS Article IX of the OMS Bylaws states: "STATES NOT BOUND. No vote of, or 
resolution passed by, the Board of Directors has any binding effect upon any state or provincial 
regulatory authority, or any individual member thereof, in the exercise of the authority’s powers." 
And 
WHEREAS On May 13, 2004, the OMS Board of Directors approved a motion that OMS not 
approve or endorse the Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan for 2003 (MTEP-03). 
And 
WHEREAS The briefing memo from OMS President Susan Wefald on this May 13, 2004, agenda 
item stated: 
This topic came up for discussion at the Michigan State DOE Transmission Siting 
Workshop. MISO would like the OMS to endorse or approve expansion plans 
such as the MTEP-03. The MTEP-03 came out last summer, and OMS has 
taken no action on the plan. I recommend that the OMS not endorse or approve 
the MTEP-03 or subsequent editions of the plan, since individual state 
commissions may have siting cases before them that result from the plan. Staff 
from OMS member states could and should ask questions as the MTEP's are 
developed, and OMS should be briefed in important issues and new 
developments in the MTEP's on a regular basis. 
And 
WHEREAS Members of the TPSWG participate in TPSWG activities and interactions with MISO, 
in part, to assist their states in gathering needed information; and it is desirable for MISO to 
inform the TPSWG of its activities, and in particular, of the development of the MTEP. 
And 
WHEREAS state commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges may hear or 
decide contested cases regarding approval or rejection of particular transmission line projects; 
parties in contested cases before state agencies have a constitutional right to due process; due 
process includes, among other things, the right to an impartial unbiased decisionmaker who has 
not prejudged any issues in the case; and OMS States generally have rules or guidance about 
state commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges, and other advisory staff 
involvement in decision-making and they generally cannot be biased in favor of or against any 
party in these contested cases or have prejudged or had the appearance of prejudging issues 
that may arise in these contested cases. 
And 
THEREFORE the TPSWG adopts this resolution regarding our group's interaction with MISO: 
• The TPSWG interprets the resolution passed by the OMS Board of Directors on May 13, 
2004, to apply to the TPSWG. The TPSWG, as a group, will not approve or endorse the 
MTEP or specific projects contained within the MTEP. The TPSWG, as a group, will not 
recommend whether to include particular projects in the MTEP. 
• The TPSWG may meet with MISO for any reason. If a TPSWG member has an ex parte 
concern with respect to information learned, the concern can be addressed by following 
that member's required state law procedures, such as making sure all relevant 
information is included in the record in the contested case in a timely manner or making 
required disclosures to parties. 
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• TPSWG members will ask questions of MISO. If the TPSWG thinks improvements may 
need to be made to the MISO planning process itself, so that the respective commissions 
have confidence in the process itself, the TPSWG will suggest the possible 
improvements to MISO or tell the OMS Board, depending on the significance of the 
needed improvements. 
• Commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges who serve as TPSWG 
members may have additional ethical and legal restrictions that require them to be even 
more circumspect in their interaction with MISO than other TPSWG members. TPSWG 
members who are commissioners, siting authorities, or administrative law judges will not 
give their opinion as to whether they think their commission or siting authority would or 
would not be likely to approve a project. TPSWG members who are commissioners, 
siting authorities, or administrative law judges will not prejudge specific projects in the 
MTEP that may become the subject of a contested case before a state commission or 
siting authority. When asking questions, TPSWG members who are commissioners, 
siting authorities, or administrative law judges will attempt to avoid conveying 
prejudgment of issues that may subsequently become part of a state contested case and 
will attempt to avoid conveying the message that MISO should or should not pursue 
some activity based on the question. 
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OMS Executive Director's Report 
April 11, 2005 
 
FERC Activity 
1. The Midwest ISO energy market was successfully launched on April 1, 2005.   

• The FERC issued an order March 16, 2005, accepting the Midwest ISO’s readiness 
certification.   

• OMS was represented at the market launch by President Kevin Wright, Vice-President Bert 
Garvin, and Commissioners Jones and Hadley. 

• Daily calls are being held to deal with implementation issues.  Details on the calls can be 
found at the Midwest ISO calendar:  www.midwestiso.org.   

• FERC has listed some rehearing issues on its April 13, 2005, agenda. 
 
2. State Commission Access to Confidential Data.  The OMS filed comments on the Offer of Proof 

on March 10 and replies on March 25.  FERC action may take place within 60 to 90 days. 
 
3. Through and Out Rates – Dockets ER05-6, EL02-111-004, ER05-6 

• The ALJ issued a procedural schedule on March 4, 2005.   
• The first procedural dates is April 29, 2005, filing of direct testimony on transmission owner 

lost revenues (Phase I issues).   
• Hearing on Phase I issues begins November 8, 2005. 
• Phase II, involving shift-to-shipper issues, is designated for settlement judge proceedings 

beginning July 8, 2005. 
• AEP filed a 15% increase in its transmission rates, claiming a decline in revenues under the 

FERC’s solutions (Docket no ER05-751).  A motion to extend the comment date to May 5. 
 
4. NESCOE filing, Docket No. EL04-112.  Since being struck from the March 2 meeting agenda, 

there have been no developments. 
 
5. FERC Chairman Pat Wood has indicated that he will not request reappointment and will end his 

service on June 30, 2005. 
 
DOE Activity 
1. RTO 101 presentations by John Chandley of LECG Consulting are continuing.  These 

presentations are available to each OMS state under funding from DOE and Lawrence Berkeley 
National Laboratory.  States should contact the OMS office with suggested dates to plan their 
presentation.   

 
Other OMS Activity: 
1. RECB/Pricing WG.  The Midwest ISO’s Regional Expansion Criteria and Benefits Task Force 

(RECB), after its April 8 meeting, issued a ballot to allow its members to approve a final 
recommendation to the Advisory Committee’s April meeting.  The OMS Pricing Working Group 
has participated in the meetings and is meeting April 11 to discuss options. 

 
2. We are reviewing and updating several OMS policies.  In April, the Board will consider travel 

reimbursement policies. 
 
3. OMS meeting to follow MARC meeting in Little Rock, June 22. 
 
Public Relations 
 
1. Pending speaking/meeting invitations: 



 9

• FERC Staff, date not set, probably April. 
• NARUC Regulatory Exchange, May 25, to discuss regional activities with regulators from 

Macedonia 
• National Conference of Regulatory Attorneys, June 15, to participate in a panel on 

MultiState Energy Agreements: Regionalism Wrapped in Federalism. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Midwest ISO Advisory Committee Meeting 

Lakeside Corporate Center - Carmel, IN 
April 20, 2005 

10:00 A.M. to 4:00 PM EST 
DIAL IN NUMBER:  (800) 440-6720 

No need to register in advance. 
 

Meeting Agenda 

KC-1263573-1 

 
 Starting 

1. Call to Order, Representative Roll Call (Patty Harrell) 5 min. 10:00 

2. Review of Agenda (Patty Harrell) 5 min. 10:05 
 
3. Outstanding Business/Pending Key Items for Debate and/or Discussion 
 A. Approval of March 16, 2005 Minutes (Patty Harrell)√ 5 min. 10:10 
 B. President’s Report (Jim Torgerson) 15 min. 10:15 

(i) Customer Survey  
 C. Operations Report (John Bear) 30 min. 10:30 

 Issue Tracking System 
 Readiness Advisor Report (SAIC) 

 D. PJM/MISO Cross-Seam Facility Cost Allocation (Marty Blake) 30 min. 11:00 
 E. Transmission Pricing Policy (Tom Russell) √ 45 min. 11:30 
 
Lunch Break  45 min. 12:15 
 
 F. MISO Transmission Expansion Plan ’05 (Jeff Webb) √ 30 min. 1:00 

G. SECA Update (Jeff Sprague) 5 min. 1:30 
 H. Legal Report (Steve Kozey) 10 min. 1:35 
 I. Finance Report (Mike Holstein) 5 min. 1:45 
 J. Election of Finance Subcommittee Members (Advisory Committee) √ 15 min. 1:50 
 K. Distribution/Posting of Meeting Materials Recommendation (April Paronish) √ 5 min. 2:05 
 L. Unaccounted For Energy (Okho Bohm) √ 10 min. 2:10 
 M. Consolidation of Business Practices Working Groups (Bill Jett) √ 10 min. 2:20 
 N. FTR Allocation Mechanism (Bill Jett) √ 10 min. 2:30 
 O. Trading Hubs Task Force Retirement (Bill Jett) √ 5 min. 2:40
 P. Committee Review Process Update (Peggy Ladd) 5 min. 2:45 
 Q. Transmission Owners’ Report (Doug Collins/Julie Voeck)* 10 min. 2:50 

 R. OMS Report (Bert Garvin) 10 min. 3:00 
 S. Select Committee to the BOD Update (Mike Stuart) 5 min. 3:10 
 T. Working Group and Task Force Reports  10 min. 3:15 

(i) Committee Communication Scorecard (April Paronish) 
 
 
4. New Business  10 min. 3:25 
 
*Report will be oral due to unavailability of written report prior to Advisory Committee meeting   
   
 



Midwest ISO Advisory Committee Meeting 
Lakeside Corporate Center - Carmel, IN 

March 16, 2005 
10:00 A.M. to 4:00 PM EST 

DIAL IN NUMBER:  (800) 440-6720 
No need to register in advance. 

 
Meeting Agenda 

 
 

KC-1263573-1 

5. Recap  
 A. Issues/Assignments and Pending Votes for April (Anne Bos/April Paronish) 5 min. 3:35 

(i) May Rotating Agenda Team: 
 Eric Robertson 
 Richard Seide 
 Mike Stuart 

 
6. Selected List of Upcoming Meetings 
 Advisory Committee May 18, 2005 10:00 A.M. EST 
 Board of Directors May 19, 2005 8:30 A.M. EST 
 
√ Denotes potential motion for voting  



Motions for 
April 20, 2005 Advisory Committee Meeting 

 
Item 3J Motion to Elect of Finance Subcommittee Members 

 
Currently Dan Dasho represents the Owners/ITCs sector on the Finance Subcommittee.   
 
The Advisory Committee moves to accept the following additional slate of candidates to serve 
on the Finance Subcommittee: 
 
 Name Representing 

 
1. Bob Prystenski Coordination Members 
2. Joseph Buckley State Regulatory Authorities 
3. Barry Trayers Power Marketers/Brokers 
4. J. Christian Rettig Munis/Coops/Other TDUs 
5. Dan Dasho Owner/ITCs 
6. Peggy Ladd Advisory Committee 

 
Item 3M Motion to Change Deadline for Submission of Internal Bi-lateral Transactions 
 
The Advisory Committee recommends that the Midwest ISO move the deadline for submission 
of internal bi-lateral transactions to 5:00 PM EST the next business day when the Operating Day 
falls on a Friday, Saturday, Sunday, Holiday or the day before a Holiday. 

 
Item 3N Motion to Combine the MPWG and BPWG 
 
Whereas, The Advisory Committee considers that the work of the Market Practices Working 
Group and the Business Practices Working Group would best be accomplished by a single 
Subcommittee; therefore; 
Resolved, That the Market Practices Working Group be renamed the Market Practices 
Subcommittee and have it report to the Advisory Committee. 
Resolved, That the Market Practices Subcommittee review and reform its charter to include all 
responsibilities for reviewing the Business Practice Manual compliance with the Transmission 
and Energy Markets Tariff and recommend improvements to the Midwest ISO Business Practice 
Manuals. 
 
Item 3P Motion to Retire the Trading Hubs Task Force 
 
The Market Subcommittee moves that the Advisory Committee retire the Trading Hubs Task 
Force. 
 

 
 



Item 3K Motion for Distribution and Posting of Draft and Final Meeting Minutes 
 
The Committee Restructuring Working Group moves that the Advisory Committee approve the 
following clarifications to the Stakeholder Governance Guide: 
 
 
Draft Meeting Minutes 
 
Draft meeting minutes shall be distributed within seven days of meeting adjournment using the 
appropriate e-mail exploder(s).  For example, if a group typically sends its meeting notice to the 
123 Subcommittee and the XYZ Working Group exploder lists, the draft meeting minutes shall 
also be sent to the 123 Subcommittee and XYZ Working Group exploder lists.    
 
Final (Approved) Meeting Minutes 
 
Final, approved meeting minutes shall be posted to the committee’s link on MISO’s website 
within seven days of approval.  The committee’s MISO Liaison will make this request by e-
mailing MISO’s Webmaster (*webmaster).  Once the minutes are posted, the MISO Liaison will 
send an e-mail with a link to the posting to the appropriate exploder list to inform subscribers 
that minutes have been posted. 
 
Example: 
 
The XYZ Working Group meets on March 3, 2005.  Draft meeting minutes for the March 3 
meeting are distributed via e-mail using the XYZ Working Group exploder list no later than 
March 10, 2005.   
 
The XYZ Working Group meets again on April 5, 2005 and approves the March 3, 2005 draft 
meeting minutes.  The MISO Liaison will send a request to the MISO Webmaster requesting the 
minutes be posted to the web by April 12.  Once the minutes are posted, the MISO Liaison will 
send an e-mail with a link to the posting to the XYZ Working Group exploder informing 
subscribers that minutes have been posted. 
 
Purpose 
 
The purpose of distributing draft meeting minutes and approved meeting minutes in a timely 
fashion is to allow individuals who were unable to attend the meeting and other interested parties 
to learn what occurred in a timely manner. This will ensure that all meeting participants have the 
opportunity to find out what happened at previous meetings prior to attending the next meeting. 
 
 
 



To: Organization of MISO States Board of Directors 
 
From: Commissioner Bert Garvin, Public Service Commission of Wisconsin 
 
Date: April 14, 2005 
 
Re: Report on the April 20, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee Agenda 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 
This report highlights a few items on the April 20, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee 
meeting agenda that may be of interest to OMS members.   
 
Agenda Item 3.C. Operations Report (John Bear) 
 
The Public Service Commission of Wisconsin has been closely monitoring MISO’s 
market and reliability operations and has some initial observations that may be common 
to other states.   
 

• Transmission congestion in some areas often has been lower than historical levels 
of congestion.    

 
• With generating units down for planned and unplanned outages, MISO’s energy 

markets on certain days have provided many Wisconsin load-serving entities with 
lower cost energy than likely would have been available pre-Day 2. 

 
• MISO is able to minimize the impact of the loss of a major transmission line (e.g., 

Arpin-Eau Claire) through generation dispatch. 
 

• Energy imports on firm transmission paths appear to be at generally expected 
levels, but imports are unexpectedly low on non-firm transmission paths. 

 
• MISO's frequent dispatch of peak load plants continues to be a general concern.   

 
• MISO continues to attempt to dispatch simultaneously multiple units at the same 

generation plant, which is virtually impossible for many, if not most, generators. 
 
• MISO continues to start and stop peak load plants within very close geographic 

proximity to each other.  MISO also continues to dispatch peak load plants when 
lower cost plants in close geographic proximity are available.  Given the costs of 
starting and stopping plants, there seem to be opportunities for more efficient 
dispatch. 

 
• It appears that MISO sometimes inadvertently commits too many peak load 

plants, which could be a sign of faulty reserve forecasts 
 



• MISO’s uplift payments for running peak load plants at minimum load appear to 
be insufficient at this stage of financial settlements for Wisconsin load-serving 
entities. 

 
• MISO’s payments for marginal line losses appear to be insufficient at this stage of 

financial settlements for Wisconsin load-serving entities. 
 
The OMS should be prepared to ask questions about Day 2 operations during Mr. Bear’s 
operations report, if necessary, in order to get a clear understanding of what steps MISO 
and possibly other organizations (e.g., Independent Market Monitor) are taking to 
improve Day 2 operations. 
 
Agenda Item 3.E. Transmission Pricing Policy (Tom Russell) 
 
Tom Russell will report on the latest straw poll conducted by MISO regarding how MISO 
should proceed with developing a transmission pricing policy.  It appears that the 
“Ameren Motion A” will prevail.  This motion states: 
 

“Since the RECB has now more adequately developed details 
about several approaches for regional pricing the next several 
meetings should be spent to considering compromises that would 
blend acceptable features into what might be a single consensus 
proposal.  Recognizing the key role of the OMS and its members 
in obtaining stakeholder consensus for a filing, MISO staff should 
be instructed to discuss the materials with the OMS and individual 
States.” 

 
Tom Russell may ask for an Advisory Committee vote to affirm this motion.  Randy 
Rismiller or Mike Proctor can provide more information, if necessary. 
 
Agenda Item 3.F. MISO Transmission Expansion Plan ’05 (Jeff Webb) 
 
Jeff Webb will report on the status of MTEP05 and may seek the Advisory Committee’s 
endorsement of the plan.  The MISO Planning Subcommittee has already endorsed the 
plan.   
 
Agenda Item 3.H. Legal Report (Steve Kozey) 
 
At the March 16, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee meeting, Steve Kozey, MISO’s 
General Counsel, reported that MISO would discontinue its 60-day informational filings 
in FERC Docket No. ER02-2595 once MISO begins Day 2 operations.  Through these 
information filings, MISO reported to FERC its expenditures on the development of Day 
2 energy markets.  Such informational filings are likely to be useful given that MISO will 
continue to develop and refine Day 2 operations.   
 



At the April 20, 2005 MISO Advisory Committee meeting, the OMS should bring this 
issue to the attention of the Advisory Committee.  Further, the OMS should ask Mr. 
Kozey about MISO’s intentions regarding continuing to make these informational filings.  
If Mr. Kozey states that MISO intends to discontinue these filings, the OMS should 
request MISO to suggest an alternate means by which MISO can provide such 
information about MISO’s Day 2-related expenditures.1  
 
Agenda Item 3.J. Election of Finance Subcommittee Members (Advisory 
Committee) 
 
The Advisory Committee will vote to elect the nominees to the Finance Subcommittee 
(FSC).  Recall that at the March 16, 2005 Advisory Committee meeting, the Advisory 
Committee voted to grant the OMS a standing seat on the FSC.  President Wright has 
nominated Joseph Buckley from the Ohio PUC.   
 
Agenda Item 3.K. Motion for Distribution and Posting of Draft and Final Meeting 
Minutes (April Paronish)  
 
This Advisory Committee will vote on a seemingly non-controversial motion that would 
establish the following procedures: 
 

“Draft meeting minutes shall be distributed within seven days of meeting 
adjournment using the appropriate e-mail exploder(s). For example, if a group 
typically sends its meeting notice to the 123 Subcommittee and the XYZ Working 
Group exploder lists, the draft meeting minutes shall also be sent to the 123 
Subcommittee and XYZ Working Group exploder lists.  

 
“Final, approved meeting minutes shall be posted to the committee’s link on 
MISO’s website within seven days of approval. The committee’s MISO Liaison 
will make this request by e-mailing MISO’s Webmaster (*webmaster). Once the 

                                                 
1  As the OMS noted on pages 6 and 7 of its comments in response to the FERC Inquiry into RTO 
Accounting and Cost Control (Docket No. RM04-12), in the FERC’s April 11, 2003 Order on Rehearing 
and Clarification in Docket No. ER02-2595, the FERC stated, 
 

We clarify that Midwest ISO’s informational filings will be used to 
indicate the expected expenditures and monitor the progress made by 
Midwest ISO. However, we note that the informational filings are not 
intended to form the basis of an automatic prudence review of reported 
costs. Rather, these filings are intended to give the parties advance 
notice of potential cost issues, which they can then raise via an 
appropriate filing with the Commission. 

 
The OMS also noted that in footnote 12 of the Commission’s April 11, 

2003 Order, “the Commission recognized that, in general, several commenters 
requested “more detailed information so that they can better evaluate the costs 
Midwest ISO expects to incur.”  The OMS also noted that FERC stated in 
footnote 12 of its April 11, 2003 Order, “We agree that more detailed 
information is required and we order Midwest ISO to address the concerns 
expressed by the commenters in future informational filings.” 



minutes are posted, the MISO Liaison will send an e-mail with a link to the 
posting to the appropriate exploder list to inform subscribers that minutes have 
been posted.” 
 

Agenda Item 3.L. Unaccounted For Energy (Okho Bohm) 
 
A motion regarding “unaccounted for energy” passed by 57% at the April 5, 2005 MISO 
Market Subcommittee meeting, which triggered the need for the Advisory Committee’s 
review.  The Advisory Committee may vote on the same motion, which can be found 
among the April 5, 2005 Market Subcommittee meeting materials at: 
 
http://www.midwestmarket.org/publish/Document/10b1ff_101f945f78e_-
75ee0a48324a?rev=3 
 
Agenda Item 3.M. Deadline for Submission of Internal Bi-lateral Transactions 
(Jason Cox) 
 
This motion would direct the Midwest ISO to move the deadline for submission of 
internal bi-lateral transactions to 5:00 PM EST the next business day when the Operating 
Day falls on a Friday, Saturday, Sunday, Holiday or the day before a Holiday.   
 
Agenda Item 3.N. Consolidation of Business Practices Working Groups (Bill Jett) 
 
This Advisory Committee will vote on a seemingly non-controversial motion to 
consolidate working groups. 
 
Agenda Item 3.N. FTR Allocation Mechanism (Bill Jett) 
 
At the April 5, 2005 MISO Market Subcommittee meeting, the Retail Market Working 
Group recommended the following motion, which was applicable to the first FTR 
allocation period, be restored to Section 43.2.4 of MISO's TEMT and made applicable to 
the second FTR allocation period as a policy matter:   
 

“For Market Participants that do not have designated annual or 
longer term Network Resources to meet their forecast annual peak 
load to be served using Network Integration Transmission Service, 
the Transmission Provider shall define additional annual FTR 
entitlements based on the Generation Resources that the entity 
used to serve their Network Load during the previous twelve (12) 
month period. Such entitlements shall be defined based upon the 
difference between the Market Participant's forecast Peak Network 
Load for the next twelve (12) month period and the total Capacity 
provided by annual or longer designated Network Resources, also 
for the next twelve (12) month period.” 

 



This motion failed at the Market Subcommittee.  Apparently, Jan Karlak of the Ohio 
PUC asked for a minority report to be presented to the Advisory Committee.  It is not 
clear whether a minority report will be available for the April 20, 2005 Advisory 
Committee meeting, however. 
 
Agenda Item 3.P. Trading Hubs Task Force Retirement (Bill Jett) 
 
This is a non-controversial motion to retire this task force.  MISO will still be able to 
discuss and establish trading hubs in other stakeholder groups. 
 



Jeff Webb
Director of Planning

Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator, Inc.
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Discussion

What is MTEP
MTEP 05 Process
Status of MTEP 03 Projects
Projections for 2009
Considerations for Future MTEP
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Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan           
– 2005 Release
By Transmission Owners Agreement (TOA)

Biennial Plan
Ensure Reliability
Identify Commercially Beneficial Expansions

Inputs
Input from Stakeholders including States
TO Local Plans
Projects from Delivery and Interconnection 
Service Requests
MISO Identified Needs & Opportunities

What is the MTEP 05
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Transmission Owner’s Agreement:
Approval of the Midwest ISO Plan by the Board 
certifies it as the Midwest ISO’s plan for 
meeting the transmission needs of all 
stakeholders subject to any required approvals 
by federal or state regulatory authorities.
The Midwest ISO shall provide a copy of the 
Midwest ISO Plan to all applicable federal and 
state regulatory authorities.
The affected Owner(s) shall make a good faith 
effort to design, certify, and build the designated 
facilities to fulfill the approved Midwest ISO 
Plan.

Affects of the MTEP
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Transmission Owner’s Agreement:
The Board shall allow the Owners to optimize 
the final design of specific facilities and their in-
service dates if necessary to accommodate 
changing conditions, provided that such 
changes comport with the approved Midwest 
ISO Plan and provided that any such changes 
are accepted by the Midwest ISO.

Modifications
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Transmission Owner’s Agreement:
The Planning Staff shall assist the affected 
Owner(s) in justifying the need for, and obtaining 
certification of, any facilities required by the 
approved Midwest ISO Plan by preparing and 
presenting testimony in any proceedings before 
state or federal courts, regulatory authorities, or 
other agencies as may be required.

Certifications
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Status of Plans from MTEP 03
(Issued June 2003)

Status of 407 MTEP 03 Projects

218166

23

In Service or On Track
Delayed or Cancelled - Need Resolved
Delayed or Cancelled - Need Unresolved

In Service or On Track

Modified – Need Resolved

Modified – Need Unresolved
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Reasonable Modifications
Midwest ISO Planning Staff reviewed 
plan modifications
Found to be reasonable and based on:

Load growth less than anticipated
Generation or transmission service 
request withdrawn or modified
Preferred solutions found such as system 
operating guides or alternative projects

2009 tests show system reliable with 
modifications
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The 2009 Plan
Scope

3 Key Areas of Focus
1. In-depth Reliability Analyses
2. Review of Operational constraints
3. Exploration of large scale expansions 

of potential regional benefit
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Reliability Analysis

NERC Standards
Steady state tests
Transient stability tests
Small signal oscillation tests
Loss of Load Expectation & Load 
Area Import Needs
Voltage Instability Screening
12,700 single and multiple contingent 
events evaluated
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The 2009 Plan
Overall Results

615 reliability projects identified
$2.91 billion 2004-2009
“Planned” and “Proposed” categories

61% Planned or in-service
39% Proposed

Planned:  preferred solution
Proposed:  tentative solution
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The 2009 Plan
By Year
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High Voltage “More Regional”
200 kV and Above
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59% of project investment is for 200 kV and higher
63% of Spend in 2008 and 2009
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The 2009 Plan
By Function

Share of Investment
By Drivers

Load Growth
54.0 %

Generators
18.7 %

Other
16.3 %Transmission

Service
11.0 %
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$73,977,250
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Operational Constraints

Low available flowgate capacity (AFC)
Incidence of curtailments (NERC TLR)
Binding constraints for rights 
allocations (FTR)



19

4

4

Plan Identified to Address
No Plan Identified to Address

1

24 19

9
7

8

2

3

4

5

16

15

14 10

17

23 11

13

20

21

22

18

6

12

4

4

Plan Identified to Address
No Plan Identified to Address

1

24 19

9
7

8

2

3

4

5

16

15

14 10

17

23 11

13

20

21

22

18

6

12

21 of top 24 
historical 
constraints 
(TLR) are 
addressed in 
2009 Plan
Remaining 3 not 
projected as 
significant 

The 2009 Plan
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Exploratory Plans

Exploration of large scale expansions of 
potential regional benefit
Continuation of analyses begun in MTEP 03
Focused on plans from MTEP 03 of high 
stakeholder interest

Northwest Coal and Wind development 
plans
Iowa-SW Minnesota development plans
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The 2009 Plan
Northwest Exploratory Project – bold Red
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The 2009 Plan
IOWA-SW Minn – Wisconsin Exploratory Projects (In Blue)
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Issues Moving Forward

Planning in a new market environment
Regional Transmission Pricing (tariff)
Energy Policy Impacts
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Planning in Market Environment
Balance redispatch with grid enhancement as 
solutions to reliability issues
Incorporate real-time congestion data
Processes to maintain existing rights of 
transmission customers
Regional transmission and benefits 
Inform states of efficient transmission / 
generation options for resource adequacy
Consider impacts of potential generator 
retirements
Leveling of planning processes and better 
collaboration
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Regional Transmission Pricing (tariff)

Cross-Border cost sharing at seams
Internal cost sharing consistent with 
grid use and benefits

Principles
Extent
Fairness

Reliability and economic or other non-
reliability drivers
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Energy Policy Impacts

Changes to Environmental Regulations
May pressure coal combustion
• Mercury and particulate levels

May drive more natural gas combustion
• High and volatile fuel cost

May drive significantly higher penetration 
of non-combustion resources
• Wind and hydro
• Current transmission grid cannot support
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Rollout Process
April 14: OMS
April 15: Distribute to Advisory 

Committee
April 18: Advisory Committee
May 19: Request Board Approval
Comments to 
jwebb@midwestiso.org



Jeff Webb
Director of Planning

Midwest Independent Transmission System Operator, Inc.

MTEP 05

Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan
2004-2009



 
RESOLUTION of THE OMS  

TRANSMISSION PLANNING AND SITING WORK GROUP (TPSWG) 
 

March 24, 2005  
 

WHEREAS Article IV, Section 8 of the Organization of MISO States (OMS) Bylaws states: 
"POSITIONS ON POLICY ISSUES. The Board of Directors will give direction to formation of 
issue statements, which will then be referred to member state and provincial regulatory 
authorities. A position approved by a majority of the Board of Directors may be issued as the 
Organization’s position with identification of the participating and non-participating Member 
authorities. Individual Member authorities retain all rights to object to, support, or otherwise 
comment on, issues statements of the Organization, including the attachment of a minority report 
or dissenting opinion, provided it is submitted in a timely manner. The Board of Directors may 
authorize intervention in proceedings before federal regulatory agencies and in related judicial 
proceedings to express the Organization’s positions, and may authorize the Executive Committee 
to retain legal counsel to represent the Organization in such proceedings." 
 
And 
 
WHEREAS Article IX of the OMS Bylaws states: "STATES NOT BOUND.  No vote of, or 
resolution passed by, the Board of Directors has any binding effect upon any state or provincial 
regulatory authority, or any individual member thereof, in the exercise of the authority’s powers." 
 
And 
 
WHEREAS On May 13, 2004, the OMS Board of Directors approved a motion that OMS not 
approve or endorse the Midwest ISO Transmission Expansion Plan for 2003 (MTEP-03).   
 
And 
 
WHEREAS The briefing memo from OMS President Susan Wefald on this May 13, 2004, agenda 
item stated:   

This topic came up for discussion at the Michigan State DOE Transmission Siting 
Workshop.  MISO would like the OMS to endorse or approve expansion plans 
such as the MTEP-03.  The MTEP-03 came out last summer, and OMS has 
taken no action on the plan.  I recommend that the OMS not endorse or approve 
the MTEP-03 or subsequent editions of the plan, since individual state 
commissions may have siting cases before them that result from the plan.  Staff 
from OMS member states could and should ask questions as the MTEP's are 
developed, and OMS should be briefed in important issues and new 
developments in the MTEP's on a regular basis.      

  
And 
 
WHEREAS Members of the TPSWG participate in TPSWG activities and interactions with MISO, 
in part, to assist their states in gathering needed information; and it is desirable for MISO to 
inform the TPSWG of its activities, and in particular, of the development of the MTEP. 
 
And 
 
WHEREAS state commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges may hear or 
decide contested cases regarding approval or rejection of particular transmission line projects; 
parties in contested cases before state agencies have a constitutional right to due process; due 
process includes, among other things, the right to an impartial unbiased decisionmaker who has 
not prejudged any issues in the case; and OMS States generally have rules or guidance about 



state commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges, and other advisory staff 
involvement in decision-making and they generally cannot be biased in favor of or against any 
party in these contested cases or have prejudged or had the appearance of prejudging issues 
that may arise in these contested cases.   
 
And 
 
THEREFORE the TPSWG adopts this resolution regarding our group's interaction with MISO: 
 

• The TPSWG interprets the resolution passed by the OMS Board of Directors on May 13, 
2004, to apply to the TPSWG.  The TPSWG, as a group, will not approve or endorse the 
MTEP or specific projects contained within the MTEP.  The TPSWG, as a group, will not 
recommend whether to include particular projects in the MTEP.   

 
• The TPSWG may meet with MISO for any reason.  If a TPSWG member has an ex parte 

concern with respect to information learned, the concern can be addressed by following 
that member's required state law procedures, such as making sure all relevant 
information is included in the record in the contested case in a timely manner or making 
required disclosures to parties. 

 
• TPSWG members will ask questions of MISO.  If the TPSWG thinks improvements may 

need to be made to the MISO planning process itself, so that the respective commissions 
have confidence in the process itself, the TPSWG will suggest the possible 
improvements to MISO or tell the OMS Board, depending on the significance of the 
needed improvements. 

 
• Commissioners, siting authorities, and administrative law judges who serve as TPSWG 

members may have additional ethical and legal restrictions that require them to be even 
more circumspect in their interaction with MISO than other TPSWG members.  TPSWG 
members who are commissioners, siting authorities, or administrative law judges will not 
give their opinion as to whether they think their commission or siting authority would or 
would not be likely to approve a project.  TPSWG members who are commissioners, 
siting authorities, or administrative law judges will not prejudge specific projects in the 
MTEP that may become the subject of a contested case before a state commission or 
siting authority.  When asking questions, TPSWG members who are commissioners, 
siting authorities, or administrative law judges will attempt to avoid conveying 
prejudgment of issues that may subsequently become part of a state contested case and 
will attempt to avoid conveying the message that MISO should or should not pursue 
some activity based on the question.     

 
 

 
 



OMS Board Meeting 
April 14, 2005 
Agenda Item 6 
 
 

OMS Representative to MISO Finance Committee - Joseph P. Buckley 
 

Joseph P. Buckley is a Utility Specialist 3 in the Financial Audits and Analysis Division 
of the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO).  Mr. Buckley has been with the 
Commission for 18 years.  Currently his activities include reviewing and analyzing the 
financial performance and health of utilities and their competitors and advising the 
commission, legislature and general public on the status of competitive markets. Mr. 
Buckley also is involved in the ratemaking process and has served as an expert witness in 
accounting and financial matters. Before joining the PUCO, Mr. Buckley worked in 
economic research at the Ohio State University. 
 
Mr. Buckley has a Bachelor of Science Degree in Economics from the Ohio State 
University and a Master's Degree in Business Administration from the University of 
Dayton.   He also is a CFM (Certified in Financial Management).  In addition Mr. 
Buckley has served as an instructor at the IPU Annual Regulatory Studies Program at 
Michigan State. 
 

 



OMS
TREASURER's REPORT (rev. 4/14/05)

Organization of MISO States 
March 31, 2005

3/31/2005
Commercial Checking with Interest TOTALS

Beginning Balance as 3/1/05 411,072.72$    

3/7/05 Wire Transfer 50,000.00$     

3/31/05 Interest on Checking 189.68            

Total Deposits 50,189.68$    
Checks and Charges

Date Check # Descriptions

3/8/05 1606 100 Court Investors, LLC - OMS Rent and Parking for April 874.21$         

3/8/05 1607 The Capitol Connection - 2005 FERC Programming Renewal 300.00          

3/8/05 1608
Combined Systems Technology - 2005 McAfee Virus Protection 
1-Year Renewal 147.56            

3/8/05 1609 IA -Travel MISO Market Subcommittee Meeting 3/2-3/05 397.58          *

3/8/05 1610 OH-Travel MISO A/C & BOD Mtgs. 2/16-17/05 238.00          

3/8/05 1611 Infomax Office Systems - April Rental for Copier/Printer/Fax 170.66          

3/8/05 1612 Intuit, Inc. -  500 Computer Checks for OMS 73.64              

3/8/05 1613 Iowa Industrial Energy Group - IIEG Spring Mtg. Reg. - ED 40.00            *

3/8/05 1614 MN - Travel MISO A/C Mtg. 2/15-16/05 110.98          

3/8/05 1615 IL - Travel OMS Annual Mtg. 12/04 165.00          

3/8/05 1616

Law Offices of Scott Hempling, P.C.  - February Charges for 
Outside Counsel for Work with MMWG to Prepare OMS 
Comments on Data Confidentiality 5,125.00         

3/8/05 1617 MN - Travel MISO A/C & BOD Mtgs. 2/15-16/05            140.75 

3/10/05 W/D Paychex February payroll processing fee              80.80 

3/11/05 1618
IA - Travel MISO Reliability Comm & Marketing Subcommittee 
Mtgs. 3/1-3/05 289.31            *

3/11/05 1619 Qwest - Office Phone, Fax, DSL March 2005 Charges 193.92          

3/11/05 1620 Chase Card Services - OMS Visa - 2/05 Charges 1,112.57       (1)



3/11/05 1621 Wall Street Journal - Annual Subscription Renewal till 4/06 149.00          

3/22/05 1622 MI - Travel MISO A/C & OMS Working Group Chairs Mtg. 3/16/05 11.50            

3/22/05 1623
OH - Travel OMS Commissioners Workshop - Capacity Markets 
at NARUC 254.30            

3/22/05 1624
The Company Corporation - 2005 Statutory Representation - 
Registered Agent Renewal 137.00            *

3/22/05 1625 DWX Internet - April OMS Web Site Hosting 35.00

3/22/05 1626
Intercall - February Conference Calls for OMS BOD, Executive 
Committee and Working Group Calls         1,699.32 

3/22/05 1627
Travel EBA Conf., MISO Mtgs. & OMS Working Group Chairs 
Mtg. / ED 328.49            

3/30/05 1628 IA - Travel OMS Working Group Chairs Mtg. 3/15-17/05 411.86          *

3/30/05 1629 OH - Travel OMS Working Group Chairs Mtg. 3/16-17/05 83.38            *

3/30/05 1630 WI - MISO A/C & BOD Mtgs. 3/15-17/05 645.38          *

3/30/05 1631 WI - MISO A/C & BOD Mtgs. 3/15-17/05 552.59          *

3/30/05 1632 MO - OMS Working Group Chairs Mtg. 3/16-17/05            140.27 *

3/31/05 W/D March Payroll (inc. Employer & Employee taxes) 13,394.44     

Total Checks and Charges 27,302.51

Net Activity 22,887.17

CHECKING ACCOUNT BALANCE 3/31/05 433,959.89$   

Notes:    * Indicates that check was still outstanding at the time the Bank Account was reconciled (month end).

(1) Credit card charges include Federal Express charges $205.53; photocopies for RPM Workshop 2/23/05 
$78.73; travel to MISO A/C meeting 2/15-18/05 $309.25; travel to OMS RPM Workshop & NARUC Winter Mtgs 2/12-15/05 
$443.13;  Internet usage while traveling $6.95; and office supplies $68.98.
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Organization of MISO States 
Report of the Treasurer 

Steve Gaw, Missouri PSC 
to the 

Board of Directors 
April 14, 2005 

 
Report for March 2005 

 
Cash on Hand 
 
This fiscal year OMS has received $150,000.00 from MISO and is holding the remaining 
balance in the OMS account at Bank One.  As of March 31, 2005, the balance in the 
Bank One account was $433,959.89.   
 
Expenditures to Date 
 
Total disbursements for March 2005 were $27,302.51. 
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OMS Executive Director Report 
April 11, 2005 
 
 
FERC Activity 
 
1. The Midwest ISO energy market was successfully launched on April 

1, 2005.   
• The FERC issued an order March 16, 2005, accepting the 

Midwest ISO’s readiness certification.   
• OMS was represented at the market launch by President Kevin 

Wright, Vice-President Bert Garvin, and Commissioners Jones 
and Hadley. 

• Daily calls are being held to deal with implementation issues.  
Details on the calls can be found at the Midwest ISO calendar:  
www.midwestiso.org.   

• FERC has listed some rehearing issues on its April 13, 2005, 
agenda. 

 
2. State Commission Access to Confidential Data.  The OMS filed 

comments on the Offer of Proof on March 10 and replies on March 
25.  FERC action may take place within 60 to 90 days. 

 
3. Through and Out Rates – Dockets ER05-6, EL02-111-004, ER05-6 

• The ALJ issued a procedural schedule on March 4, 2005.   
• The first procedural dates is April 29, 2005, filing of direct 

testimony on transmission owner lost revenues (Phase I issues).   
• Hearing on Phase I issues begins November 8, 2005. 
• Phase II, involving shift-to-shipper issues, is designated for 

settlement judge proceedings beginning July 8, 2005. 
• AEP filed a 15% increase in its transmission rates, claiming a 

decline in revenues under the FERC’s solutions (Docket no ER05-
751).  A motion to extend the comment date to May 5. 

 



OMS Executive Director Report  
June 21, 2005 
Page 2 
 
 
4. NESCOE filing, Docket No. EL04-112.  Since being struck from the 

March 2 meeting agenda, there have been no developments. 
 
5. FERC Chairman Pat Wood has indicated that he will not request 

reappointment and will end his service on June 30, 2005. 
 
 
DOE Activity 
 
1. RTO 101 presentations by John Chandley of LECG Consulting are 

continuing.  These presentations are available to each OMS state 
under funding from DOE and Lawrence Berkeley National 
Laboratory.  States should contact the OMS office with suggested 
dates to plan their presentation.   

 
 
Other OMS Activity: 
 
1. RECB/Pricing WG.  The Midwest ISO’s Regional Expansion Criteria 

and Benefits Task Force (RECB), after its April 8 meeting, issued a 
ballot to allow its members to approve a final recommendation to 
the Advisory Committee’s April meeting.  The OMS Pricing Working 
Group has participated in the meetings and is meeting April 11 to 
discuss options. 

 
2. We are reviewing and updating several OMS policies.  In April, the 

Board will consider travel reimbursement policies. 
 
3. OMS meeting to follow MARC meeting in Little Rock, June 22. 
 
 
Public Relations 
 
1. Pending speaking/meeting invitations: 

• FERC Staff, date not set, probably April. 
• NARUC Regulatory Exchange, May 25, to discuss regional 

activities with regulators from Macedonia 
• National Conference of Regulatory Attorneys, June 15, to 

participate in a panel on MultiState Energy Agreements: 
Regionalism Wrapped in Federalism. 
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