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GHG Regulation Impact Analysis
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Committee, May 2014

Purpose - Inform stakeholders on potential carbon regulation impacts

Intent of this study is to:

— Understand the impacts of the carbon regulations on the generation fleet
and load in the MISO footprint

Intent of this study is not to:
— Recommend any specific compliance plan to meet the regulation
— Enable support or opposition to this regulation

Stakeholder Input — Seeking stakeholder input on analyses that will
assist in comment development

First Look — Initial results may lend to additional analysis, as
appropriate and determined in collaboration with stakeholders




The generation fleet in MISO is being affected by timing, fuel prices
and multiple phases of environmental regulations.
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These factors will culminate in the erosion of reserve
margins and an increase in reliability risk.
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