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FINAL MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Maples welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Mr. Booe provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder, and the participants introduced themselves.  Mr. Maples reviewed the agenda, and Mr. Hickman moved, seconded by Ms. Berdahl, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Maples reviewed the draft minutes from the August 11, 2026 meeting with the participants. Mr. Coe moved, seconded by Mr. Meyer, 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://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps081126fm.docx. 
2. Continue to Discuss 2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 5.a/ 2026 RMQ Annual Plan Item 2.a – Consider and develop business practices to support the integration of DER/DER aggregation registries by the industry
Mr. Maples stated that Collaborative Utility Solutions (CUS) submitted a work paper, and noted that several areas have been updated including new tabs to show the Previous NAESB List Mapping, which originated from the 2023 work paper, and the NERC MOD 32-2 reliability standards.  Mr. Hickman provided an overview of the updates made to the workpaper.  Mr. Maples confirmed that the NERC MOD-32-2 tab….  Mr. Coe noted that it had also been added to the Data Fields for Standard tab as well.  Mr. Dempsey stated that he would like to make some comments based on internal discussions within OATI, and thanked the subcommittee for the progress that had been made on the data element identification.  He provided his background and some of the industry efforts of which he was a participant and noted that his feedback is based on his experience and customer input.  He stated that his concern is that a NAESB standard should not define a protocol but focus on commonality in data elements and the creation of data dictionaries and allow the industry and utilities implement. Mr. Hayden stated that the intent was to provide a mapping rather than define an implementation method or certain protocol and noted that could be made clear in the standard language.  Mr. Hickman confirmed that the CIM was only mapped and that his perspective aligns with Mr. Dempsy’s, in that, the standard should be a data dictionary and that others can include multiple models.  Mr. Dempsy stated that he would like an opportunity to provide an alternative data dictionary.  Mr. Coe stated that the CIM is not a technology or a protocol, rather it is only an open-source industry ontology.  Mr. Hickman stated that the CIM is just a reference.  Mr. Maples asked if removing the CIM mapping column and making it a reference document would be acceptable.  Mr. Hickman stated that he would support anything that would make the participants feel more comfortable.  Mr. Danai asked why there needs to be a mapping at all and noted how the CIM is not as widely used today.  Mr. Coe stated that providing additional mappings to other ontologies would be helpful.  
Ms. Berdahl stated that the use of the CIM has been discussed previously and suggested that it be made clear that we are not defining preferred mapping and encouraged the subcommittee to keep the end goals of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission in mind.  She stated that she does not want to lose the core work that has been completed to date.  Mr. Phillips asked if there were other models that the subcommittee would like to include.  Mr. Coe reiterated that other ontologies would be helpful.  Mr. Phillips confirmed that the CIM is not a standard and including the mapping would not require the use of the CIM.  Mr. Coe stated that Mr. Phillips is correct.  Mr. Phillips stated that there may not be a need to debate whether to include it if it is not part of the standard.  Mr. Dempsey stated that he would like to provide an alternative data dictionary and is not as concerned about the mapping.  He noted that there are other ways to do accomplish the goal with a different data dictionary and would like the opportunity to provide an alternative.  Mr. Maples stated that the goal of the subcommittee has been to meet the September 15, 2026 deadline for recommendations to ensure inclusion in the next publication, and he asked if Mr. Dempsy is suggesting that the current version be updated or if a completely new framework be proposed.  Mr. Danai stated that the data dictionary should track closer to the second tab – Previous NAESB List Mapping.  Mr. Coe stated that the Data Field column is the only data dictionary and all other information is informative other than I being required or not required.  Mr. Dempsey asked if there was draft standard language.  Mr. Maples stated that he had developed some draft language but that he had not refined it enough to officially submit.  He shared his draft document with the participants.  Mr. Maples noted that the effort is being undertaken jointly between the RMQ and WEQ and that if there is not support to move this forward in the WEQ in time for the publication deadline, the effort should not be abandoned.  He stated that the purpose was to establish a benchmark for what data may be included and supportive information concerning the data and access to it.  Mr. Danai asked if registries will be required to include all of the data currently included, such as a device serial number.  Mr. Coe stated that this is just a union of requirements for all of those that may need specific data.  Mr. Hickman stated that use cases were explored in the Spring and the Data Fields included in Column B were created to identify information that may be needed for different parties for different uses.   Mr. Danai stated that he understands the process that was undertaken but that he questions why all parties should build a system that maintains data that is unnecessary for their purpose.  Mr. Hickman stated that what is currently being discussed is a standard data dictionary and that it wasn’t designed to be compatible with any specific registry or product.  Mr. Danai stated that the amount of data fields included is overly broad and unnecessary.  Mr. Coe stated that scope of the data included was defined in the Spring and based on the entity list that was created and discussed in previous meetings. 
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Hayden stated that, due to time constraints, it is apparent that a decision on how to move forward will not be decided in the meeting.  He noted that an offer had been made to provide an alternative data dictionary by OATI and suggested that the subcommittee hold a subsequent meeting to review it.  He asked Mr. Booe if there was a procedural requirement to meet the September 15, 2026 deadline.  Mr. Booe stated that there is not a procedural requirement, and that timelines are set through the annual plans.  He noted that the deadline was aspirational and that it is up to the subcommittee to determine the timing of a vote on a recommendation.  Mr. Coe stated that he would like to meet the subcommittee’s established timeline and stated that the group should decide if this is intended for an ISO/RTO or is this intended to be the union of requirements by all defined parties.  Mr. Dempsy stated that it would be helpful to receive input from the utilities. Mr. Maples stated that there is still time to meet the September 15th deadline and recommended holding a follow-up meeting on September 4th to review the proposed alternative from the OATI participants    
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 2:30 PM Central.
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