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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. Coffin moved, seconded by Mr. Burks, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Phillips reviewed the draft minutes from the February 12, 2026 meeting with the participants. No changes were offered.  Mr. Coffin moved, seconded by Mr. Burks, 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_bps021226fm.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. Phillips stated that the subcommittees received feedback from fourteen entities in response to its request for informal comment on the two-part proposal for the creation of a DER Entity Registry and development of NAESB Business Practice Standards to support interoperability.  Informal comments were submitted by MISO, Mr. Burks as the NAESB Board of Directors Vice Chair of the RMQ, PacifiCorp, PJM, Evergy, Seattle City Light, NYISO, Entergy, Organization of MISO States, NERC, SPP, the Maryland Chapter of the Sierra Club, and Tri-State Generation and Transmission.  Mr. Phillips stated that the Combined Informal Comments document posted as a meeting work paper includes all commenter responses to the questions asked as part of the request along with any other provided feedback.  
Mr. Phillips reviewed the comments submitted by the Maryland Chapter of the Sierra Club. He asked if any commenters would like to speak to their feedback before the subcommittees began review of the question responses.  Mr. Burks stated appreciation for the efforts of the WEQ/RMQ BPS chairs and subcommittee participants and their contributions in creating the proposal and concept paper.  He stated support for the proposed approach, explaining that it would enable efficient data sharing while accommodating regional variations, directly addressing the challenges outlined in the paper, such as inconsistencies in DER data quality and availability.  He noted that the approach would also support industry implementations of FERC Order Nos. 2222 and 901 and compliance with other regulatory guidelines, help to safeguard sensitive data exchanges, and enable greater interoperability that would streamline reporting and reduce administrative burdens.
Mr. Phillips noted that NERC staff was unable to participate in the meeting due to a conflict but had provided comments in support of the concept proposal.
Mr. Phillips stated that the first question included in the request for informal comments asked if a centralized DER Entity Registry to identify and authenticate parties would be beneficial.  The participants discussed the responses.  Mr. Phillips asked if any participants had additional comments or feedback to offer.
Ms. Rowley stated that a DER Entity Registry could support a common location to identify parties, helping to streamline wholesale market enrollment process.  She noted that MISO suggests the subcommittees consider how the NAESB EIR could be leveraged to avoid duplication with existing processes.  Mr. Ramey stated that the DER Entity Registry and associated standards that accommodate regional and market differences could be beneficial.  Ms. Yeaton stated that a DER Entity Registry may be duplicative or interfere with existing processes and that PJM does not see a need for one.  
Mr. Maples stated that the DER Entity Registry could assist in data verification processes and that Evergy is supportive.  He noted that there may also be additional benefits to those discussed in the concept paper, such as assisting entities meet state requirements to include additional DER data as part of integrated resource planning processes.
Mr. Watkins stated that Seattle City Light is supportive, noting that a DER Entity Registry could provide enhanced grid visibility.  He suggested that in developing a recommendation, the subcommittees avoid duplication of existing processes and ensure that the granularity of the data reflects industry needs.  
Mr. Avallone stated that the DER Entity Registry could be beneficial even if it would not be used by NYISO.  He explained NYISO has established requirements to authenticate and verify parties, including requirements that all market participants, obtain a NAESB WEQ-012 Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) digital certificate.  
Mr. Chamberlain stated that Entergy is supportive of the creation of a DER Entity Registry.  He noted that Entergy suggests the subcommittees consider how to minimize costs for industry and prevent unnecessary duplication with the NAESB EIR.
Mr. Pope stated that the Organization of MISO States (OMS) represents the collective interests of state and local utility regulators across 15 states and the Canadian province of Manitoba and that the OMS DER Working Group strongly supports the creation of a centralized DER Entity Registry.  He explained that such a registry could help resolve coordination gaps between the various entities involved in DER activities and support more streamlined, secure communications and data sharing platforms.  Mr. Pope noted a DER Entity Registry would create an industry-wide trusted framework for authenticating parties and allow for the creation of standards to support interoperability, ensuring all parties are operating with the same baseline expectations.  He said that it would be helpful if entities who suggested that the DER Entity Registry would be duplicative expand on the feedback. 
Mr. Phillips stated that SPP has established market rules and protocols that dictate requirements for market participant registration and authentication of parties, including registration in the NAESB EIR.  He suggested that the DER Entity Registry may be a more beneficial for retail markets as there is more limited visibility into parties participating in distribution-level transactions.  
Mr. Cloud stated that Tri-State Generation and Transmission supports the concept of a DER Entity Registry and that this could be a first step to improving DER data access.  He noted a governance structure for the DER Entity Registry similar to the NAESB EIR would help support consistency and encourage industry participation. 
Mr. Phillips stated that the second question asked commenters to provide information on additional stakeholder categories or those that may not need to be supported by the DER Entity Registry.  The participants discussed the responses.  Mr. Phillips asked if any participants had additional comments or feedback to offer.
Mr. Chamberlain suggested that adding a registration category for DER owners, noting that the entity that owns the asset may be different from the entity that aggregates or represents the resource within the wholesale market.  Mr. Pope stated that the criteria for the DER aggregator category should be broad enough to include individual resources that are operating within wholesale markets.  He noted that inclusion of a category for applicable regulatory authorities is critical, given the role of retail electrical regulatory authorities in implementations of FERC Order No. 2222.  Mr. Cloud stated that where possible, the DER Entity Registry registration categories should mirror those in the NAESB EIR.  He noted that this would help create consistency in terminology among electric industry participants.
Mr. Phillips stated that the third question asked commenters if standards to facilitate interoperability between existing and future DER and aggregation registries and other industry tools be beneficial.  The participants discussed the responses.  Mr. Phillips asked if any participants had additional comments or feedback to offer.
Ms. Rowley stated that any developed standards would need to account for regional differences and variances in the processes of organized wholesale markets.  She noted that participants will need to carefully evaluate how best to provide the flexibility needed to accommodate unique, market-specific requirements.  Ms. Yeaton stated that PJM plans to leverage existing systems and processes to collect and verify the necessary information for DERs to participate within its footprint and is working to expand functionality, where needed.  She stated that PJM is concerned new standards could be disruptive to existing implementation processes or limit its ability to adapt internal systems in the future flexibility.  Mr. Cloud stated that Tri-State Generation & Transmission is supportive of NAESB standards and recommends standards leverage data formats and communication protocols already in use by industry to help ensure consistency with existing data infrastructure.
Mr. Phillips stated that the fourth question asked commenters if two-part proposal developed by the subcommittees would support broader industry integration of DERs and aggregations or help industry respond to FERC Order Nos. 2222 and 901 and other DER data needs.  The participants discussed the responses.  Mr. Phillips asked if any participants had additional comments or feedback to offer.
Mr. Avallone noted that aggregators have to interact with multiple entities as part of NYISO’s process to enroll DERs and could benefit from the use of a DER Entity Registry, as described in the concept proposal.  He stated the importance of accommodating existing market processes and data requirements within any developed standards, explaining that having to conform to new data requirements would be disruptive to NYISO’s processes.  He noted that NYISO provided its Aggregation System User Guide as an example of the types of data currently collected.
Mr. Hansen stated that the DER Entity Registry and the corresponding NAESB Business Practice Standards would help close regulatory gaps and ensure data can be communicated effectively and efficiently.  He explained that as described in the OMS DER Working Group comments, the coordination required by FERC Order No. 2222 necessitates the type of identification and authentication outlined in the concept paper.  Mr. Hansen noted that as part of discussions on DER related coordination, the OMS DER Working Group had conducted several industry studies, with responses indicating utilities would find common data-sharing platforms beneficial.  He stated that NAESB action as described in the concept paper would establish the framework needed to support common communication platforms.  Mr. Pope noted that the surveys and results are linked as part of the OMS DER Working Group comments and available on the OMS website.
Mr. Cloud stated that a DER Entity Registry and industry standards to establish baseline DER data and sharing formats would be beneficial for Tri-State Generation and Transmission and other similarly situated entities operating within multiple BAs, such as transmission service providers and aggregators.  He explained that the lack of industry standards to support consistency in data sharing has been a substantial hinderance for broader integration of DERs.  He noted that once established, these could also likely be leveraged by downstream systems for use in existing processes to improve upon planning, data sharing, modeling and forecasting functions.
Mr. Phillips noted that the fifth question asked commenters to provide information on their company’s role in the electric industry.  He stated that the sixth question asked commenters to provide any additional information, questions, or considerations.  The participants discussed the responses.  Mr. Phillips asked if any participants had additional comments or feedback to offer.
Mr. Maples noted that one important area that could be supported by the proposal is assistance in tracking the retirement dates of DERs and help to better determine the anticipated lifespan of a resource.  Mr. Coe agreed, explaining the concept of “ghost DERs” is sometimes used to refer to resources that appear in systems or are part of records but no longer in use.  He stated that the industry would need to determine processes for how to remove decommissioned resources.
Mr. Hansen stated the importance of interoperability and coordination as both wholesale and retail market participants must interact with DER information, noting that cross-market communication flows are needed to enable wholesale and retail market registration processes.  He suggested that there is a need for standards designed to accommodate needs within both markets as historically, there has not been much overlap between retail and wholesale market communication streams.  He stated that such considerations should include consistency in customer privacy and data protections, enabling downstream applications of role-based data access controls based on end-use customer consent, and working with ISOs and RTOs so that the DER Entity Registry and standards complement existing and planned tools.
Mr. Cloud stated that the DER Entity Registry could provide foundational support for the enhanced coordination that will be necessary to perform certain wholesale market functions as the penetration of DERs increases.  He noted that as a transmission service provider, Tri-State Generation is reliant upon information from distribution provider customers to perform certain calculations as directed under its FERC approved tariff.  Mr. Cloud explained it can be difficult to source DER-related information related to anticipated in-service dates and metering data that is necessary for accurate calculations.  He noted that the potential benefits will be reliant upon broad industry use of the DER Entity Registry.
Mr. Hickman noted that it would be helpful for any entities that would be required to meet new and revised NERC requirements developed in response to FERC Order No. 901 to expand on how the proposed solution could support data needs.  Mr. Maples stated that lack of anticipated resource retirement data is one gap.  Mr. Phillips stated that the comments provided by NERC staff identify the proposed solution as supportive of industry implementation of these requirements.  He stated that the chairs could reach out to NERC staff for additional information.
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Phillips noted that there were several topics identified during the meeting where additional discussion may be beneficial to answer questions or issues raised by the informal feedback, including support for NERC requirements, avoiding duplication with and flexibility to accommodate existing processes or requirements, and supporting consistency for multi-market participants.  He stated that more detailed information from participants in these areas would be beneficial to further discussion at the next meeting.  Mr. Hickman agreed.
Mr. Phillips stated that the chairs will work with the NAESB office to schedule and announce the meeting.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 11:24 AM Central on a motion by Mr. Coffin, seconded by Mr. Maples.
5. Attendance
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	Ethan
	Avallone
	NYISO
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	Big Data

	Tom
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	Cloud
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission

	Scott
	Coe
	Collaborative Utility Solutions
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	Big Data
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	Hickman
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	NAESB
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	CAISO
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	Phillips
	SPP
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	Organization of MISO States
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	NYISO
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	Rahimi
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	Rowley
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	Vtyurin
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	Michael
	Watkins
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	Inshi
	Widanage
	Manitoba Hydro
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	Yeaton
	PJM
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