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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Phillips welcomed the participants to the meeting. Ms. Trum provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder. Mr. Phillips reviewed the agenda. Ms. McKeever moved, seconded by Mr. Maples, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Phillips reviewed the draft minutes from the December 18, 2025 meeting with the participants. No changes were offered. Mr. Rahimi moved, seconded by Mr. Maples, to adopt the draft minutes as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition. The final minutes for the meeting are available through the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps121825fm.docx 
2. Continue to Address WEQ Annual Plan Item 5.a / 2025 RMQ Annual Plan Item 2.b – Consider and develop business practices to support the integration of DER/DER aggregation registries by the industry
Mr. Phillips stated that during the previous meeting, Collaborative Utilities Solutions had volunteered to submit workpapers and asked Mr. Hickman to review them.
Mr. Hickman reviewed the Developing a NAESB Standard for DER Registry workpaper. 
Mr. Hickman clarified that comparing the proposed DER registry framework to the NAESB Electric Industry Registry (EIR) and electronic tagging (e-Tag) systems was to illustrate one conceptual approach for the DER registry and supporting standards. He explained that necessary DER entities would be registered through an industry-wide DER Entity Registry similar to NAESB EIR. He added that the DER Device Registry, would be supported by a NAESB standard and functional specification to create consistency and commonality among the industry, similar to e-Tag, allowing states, ISOs/RTOs, or other entities to develop their own DER Device Registries that would be interoperable. 
Mr. Rahimi asked whether DER aggregations would be included in the DER Device Registry. Mr. Hickman confirmed that aggregations would be included, clarifying that the term DER Device Registry was used as a placeholder for comparison to e-Tag and could be changed. Mr. Phillips asked whether the DER Entity Registry would be a separate registry from the DER Device Registry. Mr. Hickman confirmed that there would be two distinct registries. 
Mr. Phillips asked whether the proposed DER registry framework envisions a single DER Entity Registry with DER Device Registries supported by multiple vendors. Mr. Hickman affirmed, noting that regulatory considerations vary among states. He explained that this approach would support flexibility in implementation, allowing entities to develop DER Device Registries that meet their specific needs or regulatory requirements. Mr. Rahimi asked whether the DER Entity Registry would serve as a single registry for the entire United States or whether there would be multiple registries. Mr. Hickman responded that there would be a single DER Entity Registry, while the DER Device Registry could be implemented by different vendors. 
Mr. Hickman noted the potential similarities between DER Device Registries and renewable energy credit (REC) tracking systems and highlighted the importance of developing standardized guidance to ensure functional compatibility and use across the industry. He explained that REC tracking systems were developed independently, necessitating entities develop customer interfaces to interact with the proprietary, vendor-specific systems. He stated that a DER registry standard and functional specification will help to ensure interoperability and better enable data sharing by establishing a common interface, reducing potential costs for the industry. 
Mr. Hickman noted a number of different commercial and operational processes will require various DER data, necessitating this information be shared across all functions within a vertically integrated utility and throughout the industry. He stated that the ability to effectively and efficiently share DER data from a single point of truth is critical to the successful utilization of DERs by industry, as demonstrated by the use of standardized DER registries within other countries. Mr. Phillips asked whether the concept of a single point of truth would still apply in a framework that allows for multiple registries. Mr. Hickman stated that while multiple registries may exist, the development of a NAESB standard and functional specification would facilitate the single point of truth concept by defining standardized requirements for the registries and entities interacting with them. 
Mr. Hickman noted that over the past several meetings, participants had identified and, where needed, created new or revised definitions for the necessary industry entities to support DER and aggregation registration in a registry. He explained that the Entities Overview in the Developing a NAESB Standard for DER Registry workpaper configures this work into a table format that notes, by organization type, if the entity would be required to register in the DER Entity Registry or the DER Asset Registry and its role in the DER Asset Registry. Mr. Hickman stated that the Agent, Approval, and Observer roles are consistent with other existing role classifications within the NAESB EIR and e-Tag and explained that the Authority role was not included as a Role in DER Asset Registry as the Authority role is the registry system. He noted that the Agent, Approval, and Observer roles are consistent with existing NAESB role classifications and that these roles were matched to the identified organization types.
Mr. Phillips asked if the existing NAESB EIR could be leveraged for the DER Entity Registry. Mr. Hickman stated that utilizing the NAESB EIR as the DER Entity Registry would likely require expanding NAESB EIR functionality and changes to entity registrations.  He noted that developing a specific DER Entity Registry would avoid any risk of changes inadvertently impacting existing NAESB EIR functionality and the industry processes reliant on the tool data while also providing more flexibility for industry to tailor tool functionality to FERC Order No. 2222 and other regulatory requirements. 
Mr. Phillips suggested the subcommittees consider asking for informal industry feedback on the discussed DER registry approach proposal before finalizing detailed standards. He stated that developing a concept paper that clearly explains the key concepts and gathering feedback would help assess potential support for the proposal across the different market participant segments and could be used to guide the development of standards. Mr. Booe agreed, stating that circulating a concept proposal for informal comment process could help confirm if there is support for the proposed direction and provide an opportunity for additional input from industry. Mr. Dempsey noted that similar to the e-Tag Functional Specification, one driver for the DER Registry is the need for consistency among market participants, and explained that key to its development was obtaining industry support early in the process. He stated that a concept paper describing the proposed DER registry would be helpful in gaining broad industry acceptance and ensuring the developed DER registry meets industry needs, especially those with existing DER registration processes. 
Ms. McKeever suggested that the concept paper clearly identify the potential benefits of the proposed DER registry framework and explain how the DER Entity and Device Registries would support existing market programs and processes. She noted that this information will be important to for entities to understand how market participants will interact with the registries and demonstrate how the DER registry concept is a workable and beneficial solution across different markets. Mr. Maples proposed asking commenters provide specific feedback on any areas of concern so these issues can be addressed early in the standards development process. 
Mr. Phillips noted that there appears to be consensus among participants to develop a concept paper that highlights the key components and benefits of the proposed DER registry. He stated that Collaborative Utility Solutions submitted an additional workpaper for the meeting and asked if the document could potentially serve as a framework for soliciting industry feedback. Mr. Hickman noted that, based on meeting discussions, additional changes would be needed but that some pieces of the workpaper could be used to develop the concept paper. He reviewed the  Development of a DER Entity Registry Standard and Functional Specification work paper. 
Mr. Hickman explained that the workpaper documents the DER registry framework as discussed by participants during the past several meetings and outlines the purpose and conceptual approach for developing standards to support the DER Entity Registry and DER Device Registry. He noted that the Conceptual Approach section draws comparisons to past NAESB standard development efforts, such as those to support the NAESB EIR and e-Tag, to illustrate that the proposal follows a similar approach. Mr. Hickman stated that the Entity Identification section lists the entities and stakeholders involved in the DER Entity Registry and DER Device Registry processes and the DER Entity Registry Definitions section reflects the proposed defined terms and definitions for the functional requirement roles. He noted that, while most existing defined terms and definitions were kept as-is, there are some proposed revisions, such as Bulk Power System Operator and Bulk Power Market Operator, as well as new defined terms, like Aggregator, which are not currently defined in NAESB Business Practice Standards. 
Mr. Phillips thanked Mr. Hickman for preparing the workpapers and asked whether the participants had any comments or questions. Mr. Hickman volunteered to prepare a draft of the concept paper for the next meeting. He asked participants reach out after the meeting if they have any further comments or suggestions so the material can be incorporated into the draft concept paper. Mr. Rahimi, Ms. McKeever, and Mr. Porter offered to provide additional feedback.
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Phillips suggested the subcommittees meet again in two weeks with the goal to review and finalize the draft concept paper for informal comment. He stated that the chairs are working with the NAESB office to schedule the next meeting and an agenda will be posted and distributed once the date is confirmed.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 10:56 AM Central.
5. Attendance
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	Rebecca
	Berdahl
	Bonneville Power Administration

	Jonathan
	Booe
	NAESB

	Tanner
	Brier
	Bonneville Power Administration 

	Mat
	Bunch
	Southwest Power Pool

	Alexis
	Campbell
	Portland General Electric

	Donald
	Coffin
	Green Button Alliance

	Katie
	Davis
	Bonneville Power Administration

	Jeremy 
	Dempsey
	OATI

	Chris 
	Hickman
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	Regina
	Jang
	NAESB

	Alan
	Johnson
	NRG Energy

	David
	Kathan
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	Rebecca
	Kelley
	SSL.com

	Nicholas
	Kempton
	NRG Energy

	Nadia
	Kranz
	PacifiCorp

	Darren
	Lamb
	California ISO

	Brian
	Lowe
	PacifiCorp

	Kevin
	Lynch
	Portland General Electric

	Hayden
	Maples
	KCP&L and Westar, Evergy Companies

	Deborah
	McKeever
	Oncor

	Darrell
	Miller
	Latitude Technologies, an ESG Company

	Chris
	Moran
	PJM Interconnection

	Joshua
	Phillips
	Southwest Power Pool

	William
	Porter
	New York Independent System Operator

	Farrokh
	Rahimi
	OATI

	Jeremy
	Roberts
	OATI

	Lisa
	Sieg
	LG&E and KU Services

	Kimberly
	Sperry
	MISO 

	Caroline
	Trum
	NAESB

	Inshi
	Widanage
	Manitoba Hydro
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