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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.  Mr. Rahimi moved, seconded by Mr. Hickman, to adopt the agenda as final.  The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Phillips reviewed the draft minutes from the October 8, 2025 meeting with the participants.  No changes were offered.  Mr. Hickman moved, seconded by Mr. Rahimi, 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_bps100825fm.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 asked Mr. Hickman to review the two work papers that he submitted: 1) Reference Coordination Architecture Document and 2) DER Registry Suggested Framework. 
Mr. Hickman first reviewed the Reference Coordination Architecture Document, providing an overview of the reference architecture. He stated that the updated DER Registry Suggested Framework he submitted reflects this conceptual framework. He outlined the structure and relationship between DER coordination, market coordination, and operational coordination, and highlighted the use of an energy service interface in support of DER integration, as well as the communication structures between service requestors and asset owners, and the foundational pieces for such communication. Mr. Rahimi inquired whether EVs are considered a device type for aggregation as part of the DER registry. Mr. Hickman confirmed that EVs are DERs that could be included because they provide static data that would need to be registered. 
Mr. Hickman stated that past NAESB work on common grid service definitions and structures, WEQ-025, could be foundational for helping to determine data categories needed for developing an integrated DER registry. Mr. Rahimi asked whether his proposal for the DER registry would be limited to including the technical capability characteristics of assets for various stakeholders to review and exclude information on service eligibility. Mr. Hickman clarified that the DER registry would not list specific services because the registry’s purpose is to define the capability data for an asset to support grid service eligibility determinations. Mr. Rahimi noted that the grid services list does not reflect certain services that have become more common since the standards were first developed and suggested that an update to the NAESB standards may be needed.
Mr. Hickman emphasized that the primary roles of the DER registry should be administrative and supportive of FERC Order 2222. He explained that a registry designed to establish a single source of data could provide fair access to DER data for stakeholders, support capability and reliability reviews, and enable sharing of all necessary information to interact with DERs as required by the relevant electric retail regulatory authority (RERRA). Mr. Rahimi asked whether the DER registry would focus primarily on static data related to DERs, aggregations, and aggregators. Mr. Hickman confirmed, explaining that the registry would identify the DER capabilities and usage and if it can be aggregated to support the approval process.
Mr. Hickman reviewed the updated DER Registry Suggested Framework he had submitted, noting that new tabs were added to compare differing approaches from the previous suggested framework. He emphasized the need for effective DER registry tools to manage grid usage and explained that the framework was developed using existing industry standards, terminology, and cybersecurity and privacy protocols applicable across states and market segments, along with guidance documents issued by the Department of Energy (DoE), NERC, and the NAESB. He further highlighted several updates, including (1) consumer protection measures to prevent improper aggregation or reference of DER through the registry, (2) an administrative approach to ensure the registry supports interoperability with existing system capabilities, and (3) broadened stakeholder entities and data access elements.
Mr. Rahimi asked whether the DER registry proposal intended to provide various stakeholders information on grid locations of DERs and aggregations and hosting capacities. Mr. Hickman clarified that hosting capacity maps should not be included in the registry, explaining that such data pertain to operational tasks managed by distribution operators (DOs) and its RERRA, which exceeds their proposed scope of DER data included in the registry. Mr. Rahimi inquired whether a layered structure is envisioned for the DER registry, referencing the 3 layered structure presented in the aforementioned reference architecture. Mr. Hickman responded that he would need to consult with technical experts before answering the question. Mr. Rahimi suggested discussions on the registry’s architecture should follow once the participants have decided on the direction of the framework.
Mr. Rahimi asked about the proper scope of data that should be incorporated in the DER registry to support industry implementation of directives in FERC Order No. 901 and the NERC Reliability Standards that are being developed. Mr. Hickman suggested that the registry include the asset information that would allow operators to study and model aggregated DERs by geographic and electrical location. 
Mr. Rahimi inquired whether the registry plans to merge the DER attributes with the Common Information Model (CIM) set by the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC), noting that the CIM has not yet achieved widespread adoption. Mr. Hickman stated that the goal was not to merge, but to ensure that essential information in the registry can be presented in a CIM structure to support interoperability and eliminate cost once the CIM has wider usage. 
Mr. Hickman reviewed the “DER Registry (2)” section, highlighting that the lifecycle outlined in the reference architecture serves as the basis for ensuring appropriate data is available to support each step of the process across the use cases. He mentioned updates made to “Entities” and “Location” in Attributes, explaining the scope of entities has been expanded to include all parties and functions that interact with DER. The Location category under Attributes was revised to include 3 fundamental areas: geographic location, distribution system operator (DSO) electric location on its system, and the transmission system operator (TSO) / regional transmission organization (RTO) / independent system operator (ISO) electric location. He further noted the addition of consumer protection information designed to prevent bad faith actors from aggregating resources they do not control.
Mr. Rahimi thanked Mr. Hickman for updating the suggested registry framework and proposed using it as an outline for developing a work product representing relevant use cases and actors. Mr. Phillips asked which use case would be appropriate to serve as a baseline for standardization. Mr. Rahimi suggested “Permitting,” stating that it would allow focus on static data. Mr. Hickman agreed, underscoring the importance of ensuring that the DER registry includes a necessary set of baseline static data to support the integration lifecycle of a resource.
The participants ranked the priority of use cases. 
Mr. Hickman noted that capability and reliability review should rank as the two highest priorities based on past stakeholder feedback. Mr. Maples agreed with Mr. Hickman and mentioned that capability and reliability review would be useful for DO when devices are registered as part of an aggregation. He also noted that a central repository could support industry coordination activities required under FERC Order 2222.
Mr. Kathan asked how NERC data reporting requirements would align with the use cases of the proposed framework.  Mr. Maples responded that NERC MOD-032 includes baseline reporting requirements but that does not prevent additional information from being requested. Mr. Rahimi questioned whether “Aggregation Operational Coordination” could capture the necessary information required for operational coordination between aggregators, DSOs, and market operators under FERC Order 2222, emphasizing the importance of the registry supporting information addressing DO overrides. Mr. Coe agreed with Mr. Rahimi, further noting that the registry should only contain static data supporting coordination and exclude real-time operational data. Mr. Rahimi asked if all or only real-time operational data would be excluded from the registry, noting that operational coordination occurs both in real-time and ahead of time. Mr. Coe confirmed that rapidly changing operational data would be excluded from the DER registry, explaining the distinction between operational configurations and semi-static data. Mr. Kathan further inquired whether the registry should include data that supports operations, such as the day head schedule, bid, and amount requested, to support coordination among operators. Mr. Coe clarified that while maximum capacity would be part of the registry, daily outputs would not be included. Mr. Maples stated that understanding the data flow for DER and aggregation registration would help determine the necessary data needed to help support coordination under FERC Order 2222.
The participants then discussed how to rank the priority of the data needs within the use cases. Mr. Coe suggested distinguishing between the market and operational processes that would primarily need static or infrequently updated data that could be tracked by the registry and those that primarily need real-time data that the registry merely supports in assigning priority. Mr. Coe explained that infrequent or triggered descriptor indicates data that would soon become bad data if not updated. 
Mr. Coe observed that cybersecurity and data privacy may not function as a traditional use case but rather as a structural requirement case. He stated cybersecurity and privacy is an overarching technical requirement applicable to all use cases with variances on different use cases. Mr. Rahimi suggested creating a separate row for cybersecurity and data instead of a use case. The participants also listed the associated cybersecurity and data privacy risks for the data categories in each of the use cases.
 Mr. Maples suggested the priority of Owner DER Asset Registration use case be high to account for any changes in property ownership. The participants found Aggregation Creation and Registration, DSO Capability and Reliability Review, and TSO/RTO/ISO Capability and Reliability Review as cases with high priority.
The DER Registry Framework as revised during the meeting is available at the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps103025a1.xlsx 
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings
Mr. Phillips asked participants to focus on the high priority use cases, specifically Owner DER Asset Registration, Aggregation Creation and Registration, DSO Capability and Reliability Review, and TSO/RTO/ISO Capability and Reliability Review, and consider which case the DER registry would provide the most support. Mr. Coe noted that Owner DER Asset Registration data would be essential for making progress in the next meeting. Mr. Hickman stated Collaborative Utility Solutions would address the Owner DER Asset Registration use case at the next meeting.  
Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 3:02 PM Central on a motion made by Mr. Hickman 
4. Attendance
	[bookmark: _Hlk158278348]First Name
	Last Name
	Organization

	Steve
	Ashbaker
	WECC

	Rebecca
	Berdahl
	BPA

	Scott
	Coe
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	Katie
	Davies
	BPA

	Shawn
	Grant
	CAISO

	Chris
	Hickman
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	Regina
	Jang
	NAESB

	Michael
	Jewel
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	David
	Kathan
	Collaborative Utility Solutions

	Brian
	Lowe
	PacifiCorp

	Hayden
	Maples
	Evergy

	Darrell
	Miller
	Latitude Technologies, an ESG Company

	Joshua
	Phillips
	SPP

	Farrokh
	Rahimi
	OATI

	Kyle
	Ramey
	PacifiCorp

	Kirsten
	Rowley
	MISO

	Lisa
	Sieg
	LG&E and KU Services

	Caroline 
	Trum
	NAESB

	Michael
	Watkins
	Seattle City Light



Joint WEQ/RMQ BPS Conference Call Final Minutes – October 30, 2025
Page 1
image1.png
0

I

0




image2.png
0

I

0




