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 RESPONSES SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO WEQ/RMQ BPS INFORMAL COMMENT REQUEST ENDING MARCH 10, 2026
QUESTION 1

	Question 1
	Would a centralized DER Entity Registry to identify and authenticate parties be beneficial? Why or why not?

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment 

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	MISO acknowledges the benefits to help streamline the enrollment process by having a common location to identify the parties that will need to be contacted before coming to the ISO.  Should the DER items be appended to the EIR registry? It seems duplicative to make the entities already registered in the EIR to register again.

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	Yes, the centralized DER Entity Registry could be beneficial if the associated business practice standards respect the differences among regional entities and organized markets.

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Antonelli
	PJM Interconnection LLC (PJM) does not see a need for a DER Entity Registry. It may be duplicative or lead to a less effective process for managing DER in PJM.

	4.
	Evergy
	Hayden Maples
	Yes, this would be a useful check against the data we currently collect.  Might also help installers provide consistent data.  Might also solve the problem of reporting this information to State Commission Staff, which they requested as part of a new IRP Process.

	5.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	Seattle City Light (City Light) believes a centralized DER Entity Registry would be beneficial by providing enhanced grid visibility for modeling, transmission planning, seasonal reliability assessment, next day operations plan, real time data, risk assessment and emergency operations planning.

	6.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	The NYISO is unlikely to use the DER Entity Registry to identify and authenticate parties. This is because the NYISO already collects documentation directly from Market Participants to vet their identity, register them as NYISO Customers, and establish access to the NYISO systems. Aggregators must first register as a NYISO Customer before becoming an Aggregator, see Aggregation Manual section 4. Aggregators use the NYISO’s existing NAESB digital certificate process to login to the Aggregation System to enroll Aggregations, documented here: https://www.nyiso.com/documents/20142/41887799/NAESB-Digital-Certificate-Tutorial.pdf/ 

	7.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	Entergy generally supports the concept of a centralized DER entity registry that can identify and authenticate participating parties.
As DER participation and aggregation expands in response to FERC Order 2222 and related initiatives, the number of entities interacting across distribution utilities, aggregators, market operators, and other stakeholders will continue to grow. A centralized registry could provide value by:
· Establishing a baseline authentication process for DER-related market participants.
· Providing a trusted reference for verifying aggregators and associated entities.
· Improving data consistency and transparency regarding participating organizations.
· Reducing the need for utilities and system operators to independently verify counterparties.
As DER aggregation scales, the administrative complexity of validating and coordinating with multiple aggregators and third-party entities could become increasingly burdensome. A centralized authentication process could streamline these interactions.
However, the registry should be designed carefully to avoid duplication with existing industry registries, particularly the NAESB Electric Industry Registry (EIR). If possible, the DER registry should leverage existing EIR registrations rather than requiring entities already registered in EIR to register again through a separate process.

	8.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	Yes, the OMS DER Work Group strongly supports the creation of a centralized DER Entity Registry to identify and authenticate parties. There are, at best, significant coordination gaps between the various entities involved in DER activities and at worst coordination is nonexistent today. For example, communications among Electric Distribution Companies (EDCs), Relevant Electric Retail Regulatory Authorities (RERRAs), and Aggregators are often handled informally on a case-by-case basis through emails with no standard system or data-sharing procedures, nor any systematic way to verify the parties involved. A centralized DER Entity Registry that mutually authenticates parties would help establish a trust framework that can feed seamlessly into state-wide and/or regional-wide communication platforms. Moreover, a DER Entity Registry that is modeled after the successful NAESB Electric Industry Registry should have industry-wide buy-in and allow for data access controls and cybersecurity protocols needed for reliable grid operations and effective market participation.

	9.
	Portland General Electric
	Alexis Campbell
	PGE supports the creation of a centralized DER Entity Registry and believes a centralized registry could potentially help with DER management and modeling.  

	10.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	SPP, like other RTO’s, currently has market rules and protocols that dictate requirements for registering and participation within their energy markets.  Reproduction of this within an outside registry would be duplicative, provide limited value, and increase overhead for the management of the RTO’s relationship with its market participants. To the extent the market operator, balancing authority, or other wholesale level EIR registration category is considered, the subcommittees should not duplicate these, as it would only add to complexity of registrations within industry databases.  At the retail level, however, there is a more limited visibility of the registrations and a database for those participating in the DER transactions this could be beneficial.  

	11.
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	A DER Entity Registry would be a beneficial first step to establish an industry accepted and defined DER information repository. This DER Entity Registry information could then be leveraged to address the aforementioned, “large gaps exist in the availability of DER information critical for establishing situational awareness and carrying out necessary grid functions.  Further, wide variances in the quality, content and formatting of DER data are impacting the ability of electric industry participants to efficiently collect, validate, and synthesize DER information.” The lack of visibility and real -time DER data is a substantial risk to the reliability of the distribution and transmission electrical systems. Improving DER data access for real-time and planning functions is important and beneficial towards maintaining system reliability and coordination between affected system(s). Additionally, if a DER Entity Registry was administered and managed by NAESB, then the NAESB governance structure would be useful to create and enforce industry vetted requirements and expectations.
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RESPONSES SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO WEQ/RMQ BPS INFORMAL COMMENT REQUEST ENDING MARCH 10, 2026
QUESTION 2

	Question 2
	Related to the DER Entity Registry specifically:
1. Are there any additional stakeholder registration categories that need to be supported? If so, please identify and provide an explanation.
1. Are there any identified stakeholder registration categories that are not needed? If so, please identify and provide an explanation.

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment 

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	a) No
b) Scheduling Entity is needed by the relevant market operator.
Bulk Power System Operator is already included in the Electric Industry Registry.
Bulk Power Reliability Coordinator is already included in the Electric Industry Registry.
Bulk Power Market Operator is already included in the Electric Industry Registry.
Electric Reliability Organization is already included in the Electric Industry Registry.

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	a) The categories needed are dependent upon how we define each of the proposed categories. “Aggregator” appears to include entities that provide services that aggregate and manage a DER program for another entity.  It would be more helpful to provide examples of what type of entities would be considered for each category.  For example, would a Generation Operator that is both operating owned DER and well as managed DER, would they register as a Bulk Power System Operator or Scheduling Entity, or both
b) No Comment

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Atonelli
	b) As mentioned above, PJM does not see a need for a DER Entity Registry. 

	4.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	a) City Light recommends adding Bulk Power System Transmission Planning Authority to the list of stakeholder registration categories. The impact of DERs needs to be evaluated in the transmission planning horizon for reliability and planning purposes.
City Light additionally suggests adding Electric Reliability Organization Regional Regional Entity. This recognizes the relationship that there are multiple regional entities in the NERC ERO
b) No

	5.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	a) The NYISO does not identify any additional stakeholder registration categories.
b) The NYISO does not identify any stakeholder registration categories that are not needed.

	6.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	a) The stakeholder categories identified in the concept paper generally appear appropriate. However, Entergy recommends consideration of an additional category:
DER Owner
In some cases, the entity that owns the DER asset may be different from the entity that aggregates or represents those resources in wholesale markets. Recognizing the DER owner as a distinct category may provide better visibility into asset ownership and responsibilities within the aggregation structure.
Otherwise, the listed entities—including aggregators, distribution system providers, market operators, reliability coordinators, and regulators—appear appropriate.

	7.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	a) The OMS DER Work Group would like to clarify that the registration category of “Aggregator” includes individual DERs of sufficient size that are participating as a single resource aggregation[footnoteRef:1] and acting as their own aggregator. [1:  Per FERC Order No. 2222, Paragraph 185-186.] 

b) No, the OMS DER Work Group does not recommend removal of any of the proposed registration categories. However, we would like to stress the “Applicable Regulatory Authority” category is essential, as RERRAs will play a central role in FERC Order No. 2222 implementation.

	8.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	Entities already registered within the NAESB EIR should not be duplicated within a separate registry.

	9.
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	a) As mentioned, the existing NAESB Electric Industry Registry (EIR) has been successfully managed and operated by NAESB on behalf of the wholesale electric industry as the central repository for information needed to carry out commercial scheduling and transmission management operations, including identification of relevant market participants and the interchange information necessary to populate e-Tags. The EIR has industry accepted and defined “Entity” roles that could be similarly used in the DER Entity Registry to establish a consistency of defined terms and roles within the NAESB BPSs and industry use.
	Registration Category
	Description

	Aggregator
	Entity that aggregates DER devices for usage by other market participants

	Distribution System Provider
	Entity that operates a distribution system or local transmission system

	Supplier
	Entity that provides competitive retail electric services to customers

	Scheduling Entity
Purchase-Selling Entities
	Entity responsible for submitting bids or offers and receiving schedules and awards

	Bulk Power System Operator
Transmission Service Providers
	Entity responsible for monitoring and controlling a bulk electric system

	Bulk Power Reliability Coordinator
Reliability Coordinators
	Entity responsible for the reliable operation of the bulk power system

	Bulk Power Market Operator
Market Operators
	Entity responsible for implementation of an organized market

	Electric Reliability Organization
Regional Reliability Organizations
	Entity certified by FERC to establish and enforce reliability standards for the bulk-power system (e.g., NERC)

	Balancing Authorities 
	Entity responsible for balancing resources and load withing a metered boundary.

	Applicable Regulatory Authority
	Local, state or federal regulator 








	RESPONSES SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO WEQ/RMQ BPS INFORMAL COMMENT REQUEST ENDING MARCH 10, 2026
QUESTION 3

	Question 3
	Would NAESB Business Practice Standards to facilitate interoperability between existing and future DER and aggregation registries and other industry tools be beneficial? Why or why not?

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment 

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	Yes, because some market participants or aggregators may participate in multiple ISOs.  The Market Participants or aggregators may select different vendors.  The standards would need to provide flexibility to align with the data that may be unique between the various ISOs.  

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	If the NAESB Business Practice Standards are developed in a way that respects the regional differences, they will be beneficial, if they are not, and apply assumptions used in one regional area to others the changes will act as barriers to development.

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Antonelli
	PJM leverages our existing systems and associated integrations, which already provide 85% of the functionality required to implement FERC Order 2222 and where most of that functionality has already been in place for over 15 years. Furthermore, existing PJM members are already familiar with the PJM systems and have built their own downstream systems to manage their business. An existing PJM system will collect the necessary information required for DER to participate in the wholesale market and leverage existing workflows to ensure that the electric distribution company can verify or provide the necessary information in an effective and transparent manner. PJM does not think NAESB Standards are needed for aggregation registries and other industry tools since the implementation of DER in each wholesale market can be unique based on the specific market rules. Further, a standard may, in effect, be disruptive to the existing implementation process which has been underway for several years and requires flexibility in the future to adapt to new opportunities.  

	4.
	Evergy
	Hayden Maples
	Yes, anything to help provide cleaner data and/or easier access to the data will assist in using it in beneficial ways as described above.

	5.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	Yes, City Light recommends a single central DER registry would enable a standard for DER data and modeling. This would facilitate better interoperability and increase reliability.

	6.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	The NYISO is unlikely to use such a registry for the administration of the DER participation model, as the current NAESB digital certificate process is already used for access.

	7.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	Entergy supports the development of NAESB business practice standards to facilitate interoperability between DER registries and related industry systems.
DER participation will span multiple RTO/ISO regions, market platforms, and vendor systems. Standardized business practices could:
· Improve interoperability across RTO/ISO markets
· Allow aggregators and market participants operating in multiple regions to use consistent data structures and processes
· Improve data quality and standardization across systems
· Support more efficient integration with existing market and operational tools
Flexibility will be important, however, as different regions may maintain unique data requirements and market rules.

	8.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	Yes, the OMS DER Work Group believes that interoperability is paramount to unlock the full potential of DERs and avoid unnecessary costs as the industry expands and evolves. The NAESB Business Practice Standards will be crucial to establishing consistency in data formatting and interface structures that will allow information to flow across multiple systems and entities, replacing the ad-hoc manual processes currently in place.
The OMS DER Work Group appreciates that the concept paper acknowledges the need for optionality in the standards to accommodate specific jurisdictional needs. Standards that enable coordination without sacrificing existing regulatory structures should be the goal.

	9.
	Portland General Electric
	Alexis Campbell
	Has NAESB considered using a Common Information Model to support a shared semantic framework to bridge gaps between systems like ADMS, and outage management systems to help ensure that as-built data and real-time connectivity finally stay in sync?

	10.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	Organized wholesale electric markets have clear registration processes for participation.  Potential standards could focus on addressing gaps that may exist at the retail DER device or DER asset level with data collections focused upon identifying location, meter, and individual customer level.  This could provide the visibility of the DER assets to ensure there is no duplication of market registration or participation.  NAESB could also explore standards for distribution level assets migration into and out of a participation models to ensure common updates are made, assuming there is no conflicting requirement from the RTO.

	11. 
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	Using NAESB BPSs would be beneficial as the approach would utilize existing constructs and industry accepted processes and practices to manage and operate the DER Entity Registry. Existing data formatting and exchange mediums could be leveraged to create consistency and utilization of existing data infrastructure. As well as the ability to use existing NAESB governance processes and NERC compliance enforcement. However, as experienced in the existing EIR, participation, consistent and accurate data is a challenge to achieve and has been shown to be elusive. Also, RTOs and Balancing Authority’s (BA) already have the ability to require DER information and data according to their identified business needs.  Nonetheless, as a TSP operating within the jurisdiction of multiple BAs, and soon to be RTO as well, we have observed a large variation in the level of oversight and MW threshold reporting criteria that is applied in each RTO and BA Area, such that our company can readily appreciate the benefit of the formation of a standardized reporting regime in the context of a DER Entity Registry which would establish a consistent MW reporting threshold that our company could apply across its footprint in the jurisdiction of numerous BAAs and a newly forming RTO.  
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RESPONSES SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO WEQ/RMQ BPS INFORMAL COMMENT REQUEST ENDING MARCH 10, 2026
QUESTION 4

	Question 4
	Would the creation of a DER Entity Registry and the development of NAESB Business Practice Standards to facilitate interoperability be beneficial to:
a) Support broader integration of DERs and aggregations by industry? Why or why not?
b) Help industry respond to FERC Order No. 2222, FERC Order No. 901, and/or needs for DER data?  Why or why not?

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment 

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	a) A DER entity registry and standards will lower the barrier to entry and will enable an entity to streamline their processes across the ISOs.

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	a) See above comment
b) No Comment

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Antonelli
	a) PJM does not see a future need to share the DER information being captured with other entities outside of PJM and its members.  This data is specific to the PJM area and all associated systems such as registration, scheduling and operations, performance validation and settlement processes.
b) As mentioned above, PJM leverages existing systems and associated integrations that already provide 85% of the functionality required to implement FERC Order 2222.

	4.
	Evergy
	Hayden Maples
	a) Yes, it would give useful information to determine adoption rates by area/program and to help better forecast future adoption rates (locations/size/DER types).
b) Yes, same as a plus streamline data collection to help meet 2222 timelines and new NERC standard requirements. However, this effect is lost if there is low participation and it is not clear what the enforcement mechanism for use might be.

	5.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	a) Yes, City Light recommends a DER Entity Registry would support broader integration of DERs by providing an accepted framework for identifying and qualifying a DER resource.
b) City Light believes a DER Entity Registry would facilitate standardizing DER data and data collection. This would help industry respond to FERC Order No. 222 and 901.

	6.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	a) There are a number of data points that Aggregators need to report when enrolling, detailed in Appendix A and Appendix B in the Aggregation System User’s Guide at the following link: https://www.nyiso.com/documents/20142/3625950/UG-25-AggSys-v3.0-Final.pdf/. Aggregators must interact with multiple entities including their customers, utilities, and the NYISO in enrolling DER, and may find the registry envisioned by NAESB to be useful.
b) As noted, the main beneficiary of this information is likely to be the Aggregator. The Distribution Utility (“DU”)  is required to provide a safety and reliability review of Aggregations before they enter the NYISO markets. The NYISO makes the enrollment information submitted by the Aggregator available to the DU so that the DU may complete the safety and reliability review. The NYISO posts Aggregator information on the NYISO website when the Aggregator agrees to have their information posted. The NYISO also posts utility information on the NYISO website. This aids both parties in the enrollment and DU review process: https://www.nyiso.com/documents/20142/1391862/2025-11-4%20DER-Providers-List.pdf/. 

	7.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	a) Yes. A DER entity registry combined with interoperable standards could help lower barriers to participation and support broader DER integration.
Benefits could include:
· Standardized data formats and communication protocols
· Improved coordination between distribution utilities, aggregators, and market operators
· Streamlined onboarding of new market participants
· Improved cybersecurity and authentication controls
· Reduced reliance on ad hoc data exchanges (e.g., manual data sharing or email-based processes)
These capabilities may help support industry implementation of FERC Order 2222 and other DER-related initiatives.
b) A DER entity registry could support industry implementation of FERC Order 2222 and other DER-related initiatives by improving visibility into participating entities and enabling more standardized data sharing.
Specifically, a registry could:
· Improve identification of entities participating in DER aggregations
· Facilitate communication between distribution utilities and aggregators
· Support standardized information exchange needed for DER registration, coordination, and market participation
· Improve consistency in how DER-related entities are represented across different regions and systems

	8.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	a) Yes. Aggregators exist in a regulatory gap where procedures and the necessary infrastructure are not always present. This leads to uncertainty and makes the interactions between parties inefficient. A DER Entity Registry and the corresponding NAESB Business Practice Standards would help close this gap by establishing clear identification and authentication of these parties, as well as setting up interoperability standards that ensure data between the parties can be shared and communicated effectively, efficiently, and with appropriate protections. This communication foundation will also be necessary for effectively tackling issues around operational coordination as DER penetration increases.
b) Yes – FERC Order No. 2222 requires coordination between RTOs, aggregators, RERRAs, and EDCs. This demands the type of identification and authentication outlined in the concept paper. In tracking FERC Order No. 2222 and MISO’s compliance, the OMS DER Work Group has seen a recurring theme from stakeholders on the need for standardized data and a centralized and secure platform to facilitate communication. OMS’s immediate priorities regarding FERC Order No. 2222 are to establish clear procedures for enrollment and registration as well as data sharing and data reconciliation. These are complimentary items and progressing on these issues first will provide a foundation for addressing dispatch overrides, settlements, and real-time operational considerations. The DER Entity Registry and the corresponding NAESB Business Practice Standards proposed here directly serve OMS’s priorities and ongoing work in these areas.
Regarding FERC Order No. 901, NERC has recently proposed revisions to MOD-032 Data for Power System Modeling and Analysis that will require communication of DER information between utilities, aggregators, and transmission planners. A DER Entity Registry will be especially important to mutually authenticate parties, allowing for trusted data exchange with entities (e.g., aggregators) that may not be subject to NERC requirements. Similarly, the NAESB Business Practice Standards can establish data standards that allow for efficient and accurate transmission planning processes.
Beyond these specific Orders, the OMS DER Work Group will note that its DER Survey routinely shows that utilities continue to see a need for state regulatory direction and the benefits of a common data-sharing platform. Many utilities are waiting for guidance from MISO and their RERRAs before investing in system upgrades, while other utilities may be making upgrades that will need to be integrated into new standards. NAESB action outlined in the concept paper will not only establish the framework for communication platforms that the OMS DER Work Group sees as necessary and timely, but can also catalyze action from utilities and RERRAs across the MISO footprint to coordinate efforts.

	9.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	a) As the EIR is in place, additional roles may be helpful for distribution level awareness of owners and operators of the DERs, however it would not be beneficial to have another registry of entities.
b) It is unclear how those with FERC tariff revisions addressing Order 2222 would benefit from additional standards or registries.  The entities which would be participating under such an order, e.g. DER, Aggregators, Distribution Utilities, etc., could benefit from the organization and visibility of these resources, however this is not a wholesale level domain, rather a retail level opportunity.

	10.
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	a) A substantial hinderance for broad integration of DNRs is the lack of an industry standards establishing base DER information and data sharing requirements. We agree that a DER Entity Registration could be a beneficial initial step towards addressing and establishing a centralized repository and data sharing requirement, which could facilitate broader integration and situational awareness for planning, forecasting scheduling and operating DERs.  Whether or not the creation of a DER Entity Registry would have any significant impact on the cost/benefit analysis of the determination on whether a proposed new DER project could be expected to produce sufficient revenues to offset its construction costs is not readily visible to our company in its TSP role.  However, a future DER Entity Registry would very likely facilitate the widespread visibility of the level of DER development in a particular region that would garner greater attention from other regions and Distribution Service Providers who might be incentivized to investigate additional DER expansion opportunities.
b) A DER Entity Registry would be a positive step towards establishing industry requirements for DER aggregators and consistent rules and data sharing requirements for parties. Currently aggregators are applying many various methods and approaches absent standardized industry requirements. To the extent NAESB BPS would address Inverter-Based Resources and the FERC identified specifications to be standardized, FERC Order 901 could also be responded to in part. It seems many ‘downstream’ opportunities for planning, data sharing, modeling and forecasting, etc. are all dependent upon a centralized data repository with enforceable requirements for DER owners, operators, and marketers. A DER Entity Registry could be a viable starting point for meeting these FERC Orders and facilitating ‘downstream’ integration into existing industry processes and efforts to ensure system reliability and accountability for participating entities.
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QUESTION 5

	Question 5
	Please provide information about your organization’s role in the electric industry (e.g., market operator, distribution utility, etc.).

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	Bulk Power Market Operator

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	Generator Operator, Balancing Authority, and Market participant

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Antonelli
	Bulk Power Market Operator, Bulk Power System Operator, Bulk Power Reliability Coordinator

	4.
	Evergy
	Hayden Maples
	Evergy is a vertically integrated IOU with generation, transmission, and distribution assets. Evergy has approximately 1.6 million customers and 15,000+ DER customers.

	5.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	City Light is a consumer owned utility that is a Load Serving Entity, Balancing Authority, Transmission Owner / Operator, Transmission Planner, and Planning Authority. City Lights a winter peaking utility with a peak load of approximately 2027MW with over 500,000 customer meters.

	6.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	The NYISO is a WEQ Independent Grid Operator/Planner

	7.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	Transmission Owner / Distribution Provider / Load Serving Entity / Market Participant

	8.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	OMS was established to represent the collective interests of state and local utility regulators in the MISO region and to facilitate informed and efficient participation in related issues. Members collaborate to share information and resources, debate and exchange ideas on policy issues, and communicate their viewpoints. While OMS strives for agreement, each member retains independence to express its unique positions and be heard through OMS comments and filings. OMS currently consists of 17 members across 15 states and the Canadian province of Manitoba.

	9.
	Portland General Electric
	Alexis Campbell
	Portland General Electric is a vertically integrated and regulated utility and owns generation, transmission and distribution facilities to serve wholesale and retail customers.

	10.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	SPP is an RTO with responsibilities for Reliability Coordination, Balancing Authority, Market Operator, Transmission Service Provider, Planning Coordinator, and Reserve Sharing Group.

	11.
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	Transmission System Operator, Transmission Owner, Transmission Service Provider, Transmission Planner





	
RESPONSES SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO WEQ/RMQ BPS INFORMAL COMMENT REQUEST ENDING MARCH 10, 2026
QUESTION 6

	Question 6
	Please provide any additional information, questions, or considerations that could provide guidance to the subcommittees in determining how to proceed.

	#
	Organization
	Representative
	Comment 

	1.
	MISO
	Kirsten Rowley
	MISO supports the development of business practice standards as it may provide more immediate benefit to the industry in the short-term.

	2.
	PacifiCorp
	Janice Bacon
	No Comment

	3.
	PJM
	Diane Antonelli
	PJM does not believe we need a defined Business Practice Standard for DER in the wholesale market. The market rules, associated systems and implementation timelines are significantly different in each ISO/RTO. For wholesale markets, with mature DR participation and which already provide for participation of underlying DER resources, a new standard will be disruptive and less flexible than the current framework in place.

	4.
	Evergy
	Hayden Maples
	Retirement dates of the assets.  To help better determine anticipated lifespans of different DERs.
There is also a concern about who would have access to this data to avoid unwanted solicitations.

	5.
	Seattle City Light
	Michael Watkins
	City Light recommends that the subcommittee carefully consider the need for and implications of requiring registration of DERs below a 2MW threshold. City Light recommends that individual DER impact below 2MWs should be included in load characteristics for modeling and planning purposes. This would not preclude and aggregator entity from registering or participating in bulk power operations in a material way.

	6.
	NYISO
	William Porter
	The NYISO respectfully requests that if the DER registry moves forward, then data standards conform to Appendix A and Appendix B of the DRIS User’s Guide: https://www.nyiso.com/documents/20142/3625950/UG-25-AggSys-v3.0-Final.pdf/. This data standardization may help Aggregators participating in multiple DER programs.

	7.
	Entergy
	Thomas Chamberlain
	While Entergy supports the general direction of the concept, several considerations should be addressed as the initiative progresses:
Avoid unnecessary administrative burden
The registry should not require utilities or other participants to continuously update large volumes of information unless clearly necessary. Administrative requirements should be proportionate and practical for participating organizations.
Leverage existing systems
Where possible, the DER registry should leverage existing NAESB tools (such as the Electric Industry Registry) to avoid duplicative registration processes.
Protect sensitive operational information
Care should be taken to ensure that the registry does not require disclosure of sensitive system information or operational data that could introduce cybersecurity or reliability concerns.
Maintain reasonable implementation costs
Implementation of registry requirements should remain cost-effective and should not create significant new operational obligations for utilities, particularly related to maintaining or validating large datasets.

	8.
	Organization of MISO States
	Brad Pope
	RERRAs must have a central role in DER coordination. As such, the DER entity registry, and any governance procedures involving the further development and administration of the registry and accompanying standards, should support this role. This aligns with FERC Order No. 2222, which explicitly recognized the vital role of RERRAs in developing interconnection rules, data sharing and metering requirements, dispute resolution, multi-use applications, and other areas.
In addition, the OMS DER Work Group wants to underscore that coordination between both retail and wholesale facing information streams is important. As such, the entity registry and interoperability standards should be designed with an awareness that data elements and entities that historically tend to be retail- or wholesale-specific both need to be accommodated for this coordination. In practice, this means that the DER entity registry should reflect end-use customer consent to provide necessary data, and other foundational retail underpinnings, in order to link this retail information on individual DER assets to their participation in wholesale markets. Moreover, as DERs increasingly provide services in both wholesale and retail markets, the registry and standards should accommodate multi-use applications in a way that allows for tracking and coordination necessary to prevent double-counting.
The OMS DER Work Group would also like to stress that as the NAESB entity registry and standards evolve, they do so in a way that complements existing and planned tools. For example, MISO’s Locational Enrollment Service (LES) tool is in the process of being rolled out to support enrollments of aggregated resources, starting with existing DR products and expanding to DERs ahead of FERC Order No. 2222 implementation. The subcommittees
should look to engage with RTOs/ISOs to understand their existing platforms and ensure the NAESB standards facilitate integration.
Finally, the OMS DER Work Group would like to emphasize that customer privacy and data protection need to be prioritized at all levels. The DER Entity Registry’s authentication and data access should be designed consistent with this point, as well as ensure that downstream device registries can implement role-based access controls that gate access to data components appropriately.
The OMS DER Work Group appreciates the opportunity to provide the above feedback. The OMS DER Work Group encourages the subcommittees move forward with the registry and standards promptly, as solutions to these foundational issues will aid ongoing efforts on registration, enrollment, and data sharing, as well as unlock future progress on other issues (e.g., operational coordination).

	9.
	Southwest Power Pool
	Joshua Phillips
	With organized wholesale markets already having defined registration requirements, the focus for these annual plans should be upon retail registries and standardization.  This will ensure proposed standards do not conflict with developed and adopted market rules.  The most beneficial standards appear to be focused upon DER assets, DER owners, and descriptors for those at a common level to support integration by distribution entities and aggregators.  

	10.
	Tri-State Generation & Transmission
	Igor Kormaz
	The existing NAESB Electric Industry Registry (EIR), while useful, has been hampered by lack of and incomplete data consistency and entry. There are many examples of this in the EIR and these realities limit the usefulness of the data. A DER Entity Registry would also be potentially limited to such outcomes if entities do not fully participate and ensure complete and accurate data is provided and coordinated. For example, there are solar, wind, and battery resources connected to or back feeding onto the bulk electric system that are not registered in the EIR. As with any data set, if it is incomplete then the outcomes and results are incomplete. We anticipate this condition will even been more prevalent with DERs given the many locations, types of DERs, owners, operators and distribution providers that would have to be similarly entered and incorporated into a standardized data set.  
As a Transmission Service Provider (TSP), our company also faces a recurring, systemic challenge every month in the calculation of its Network Load as a result of more rapid and widespread construction of DERs in the service territories of our Network Customer Distribution Service Providers which are poorly coordinated between the retail customers of our Network Integrated Transmission Service (NITS) customers, and those NITS customers, as well as between our NITS customers and our company, both in the context of the timely communication of anticipated in-service dates and metering data which is vital to our company to permit the accurate calculation of its total NITS load peak as dictated by our pro-forma FERC approved Tariff.  If the creation of a DER Entity Registry would enhance this flow information between all of the impacted entities, then as a TSP we could readily envision the benefit to its establishment.  However, we also have concerns that there would need to be some sort of enforcement mechanism established in conjunction with the DER to assist in maintaining accountability of the accurate and timely reporting of new DER facility operation and output levels.  The relative impact of this lack of operational visibility and planning and settlement awareness of our customers’ directly controlled or owned DER facilities, and also our NITS customers’ customer’s DER facilities, has grown substantially over the last decade to the point where one of our customers has constructed such a large amount of DER projects (specifically a combination of solar and BESS), that it has reached the tipping point where it has become a net exporter of energy in excess of its coincident peak demand during the daylight hours.  If there were to be created a DER Entity Registry with some sort of feasible and effective incentive/enforcement mechanism created in conjunction with it that TSP’s similar to our own could monitor on a regular basis, it would likely prove to become a positive and beneficial tool that would enhance our coordination with our direct NITS customers, most of whom are cooperative in their DER facility operational status reporting, but one of which is not, and which we are forced to indirectly coordinate with the governing Balancing Authority to verify the operational status and generator source output levels of newly constructed DER facilities.  
Balancing Authority Area and RTO Generator Interconnection rules and requirements do not necessarily support an exhaustive DER Entity Registry as the minimum interconnection MW threshold is such that most DER aggregations would not be required to be declared, studied or included in the BAA/RTO’s modeling or studies. Unsure to what extent BAA/RTOs have been meeting FERC Order 2222 and 901, and how the BAA/RTOs account for and model the impacts to their operations. From a path methodology perspective, the DER Entity Registry makes sense, but not sure how useful a DER registry would be in a RTO flow-based methodology sense. Other than the BAA/RTO could potentially use nameplate spec information and real-time output data. Additionally, the BAA/RTO can already establish a minimum reporting MW threshold already and can require the DER to provide data and information sufficient to meet its needs. A DER Entity Registry would not materially change this option and would probably be of limited value.



I commend Joshua Phillips and Debbie McKeever for their leadership in bringing the Wholesale and Retail Markets together to tackle the DER opportunity.  I also commend the subcommittee for volunteering your time and talents in creating the NAESB Concept Paper.

I strongly support the NAESB Concept Paper's proposal for a centralized DER Entity Registry and accompanying Business Practice Standards to facilitate interoperability among DER and aggregation data systems. Positioning NAESB as the keeper of a federated DER registry aligns seamlessly with its established role in fostering industry-wide standards, ensuring neutral governance that promotes equitable access and reduces fragmentation across the electric sector. This approach 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. By leveraging NAESB's expertise in standards development, the registry can evolve dynamically to incorporate emerging technologies and regulatory changes, providing a robust foundation for broader DER integration.

The proposed framework also offers significant advantages through collaboration with industry initiatives like ESIG's national DER integration efforts, CUS's non-profit registry model, and OATI's DER management systems. ESIG's vision for a high-DER electricity system would be supported by NAESB's standardized data governance, allowing for comprehensive visibility into DER locations, capacities, and performance characteristics to mitigate bulk power system variability, as noted in NERC SPIDERWG's guidance on reducing uncertainty. CUS's collaborative approach could federate seamlessly under NAESB's umbrella, enhancing data equity for utilities and aggregators, while OATI's operational tools could interface via defined APIs, promoting innovation without proprietary silos. This alignment fosters a cohesive ecosystem that amplifies the reliability-focused insights from NERC SPIDERWG, ensuring DER data supports planning and operational horizons across entities.

One key benefit of NAESB's stewardship is enhanced alignment with State/Province governments and ISO/RTOs, which often require granular DER data for permitting, planning, and market operations. For instance, states and provinces can utilize the federated structure to verify compliance with local interconnection rules and incentives, while ISO/RTOs can access standardized data formats to fulfill FERC Order 2222 requirements for DER aggregations in wholesale markets. This interoperability would streamline reporting and reduce administrative burdens, as evidenced by the coordination strategies highlighted in NERC SPIDERWG white papers on transmission-distribution interfaces. Furthermore, integration with FERC mandates, including Orders 2222-A and 2222-B, would facilitate tariff compliance and barrier removal, enabling more effective participation of DERs in capacity, energy, and ancillary services.   Further, revisions to NERC MOD-032 Data for Power System Modeling and Analysis proposed by NERC to address FERC Order No. 901 will require jurisdictional entities to incorporate certain DER-related information as part of transmission planning processes to support reliability. A DER Entity Registry can help jurisdictional bulk electric entities identify and authenticate appropriate parties to obtain this information, such as aggregators who are not subject to NERC requirements. Given the existing wide variances in the availability and quality of DER-related information, NAESB Business Practice Standards can create a consistent approach for data compatibility that can increase the consistency and uniformity of data, helping to improve the accuracy of the transmission planning processes that use this information

Additionally, NAESB's role would bolster compliance with US Treasury tax guidelines, such as those in IRS Notice 2026-15, by incorporating fields for prohibited foreign entity (PFE) attestations and material assistance cost ratios (MACR), enabling taxpayers to substantiate eligibility for energy credits under sections 45X, 45Y, and 48E. This integration would prevent credit disqualifications for DER projects involving foreign-sourced components, adding economic value to the registry. Moreover, embedding NIST cybersecurity frameworks would safeguard sensitive data exchanges, aligning with FERC's emphasis on resilience in Order 901 for inverter-based resources. Overall, these alignments would create a secure, scalable platform that not only meets regulatory demands but also accelerates the transition to a distributed energy future.

Respectively submitted by
Cade Burks
Board of Directors Vice Chair of the Retail Market Quadrant
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March 10, 2026

North American Energy Standards Board 1415 Louisiana Street
Suite 3460
Houston, TX 77002 Dear Sir/Madam,
The North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) supports the development of a distributed energy resource (DER) registry. Such a registry could contribute to reliability as it may facilitate bulk power system (BPS) system modeling by NERC and transmission entities.

NERC’s past work has highlighted that a single system-of-record could facilitate coordination across the necessary stakeholders.1 For instance, a system-of-record could be used to track the growing aggregate capabilities, conﬁgurations, controls, and conditions of DERs, in addition to other pertinent information. Transmission Planner and Planning Coordinator models could leverage this modeling information when implementing NERC Reliability Standards developed in response to FERC Order No. 901.

Thus, NERC supports development of the DER registry as it could help industry monitor and assess the potential BPS impacts surrounding aggregate DER growth. Should you have any further questions, please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,


/s/ Latrice Harkness	

Latrice Harkness
Director of Engineering, Engineering
North American Electric Reliability Corporation
404-446-9728 oﬃce
latrice.harkness@nerc.net

[image: ]				10 Krey Boulevard, Rensselaer, NY 12144
Ph: 518.356.6000  |  Fax: 518.356.8899

The New York Independent System Operator (“NYISO”) submits these comments for consideration to the North American Energy Standards Board (“NAESB”) in response to the February 17, 2026 Joint WEQ/RMQ Business Practices Subcommittees Informal Comment Period.

The NYISO Distributed Energy Resources (“DER”) participation model was implemented on April 16, 2024. This participation model allows facilities of two or more different technology types located behind a single point of interconnection with a maximum Injection Limit of 20 MW, Generators with a maximum Injection Limit of 20 MW, and Demand Side Resources (“DSRs”) of any size to provide Installed Capacity, Energy, and Ancillary Services in the NYISO markets, subject to qualification. The NYISO Market Services Tariff (“MST”) and Open Access Transmission Tarriff (“OATT”) include program rules, while the Aggregation Manual includes additional information: https://www.nyiso.com/documents/20142/2923301/M-38-Aggregation-Final-v1-0.pdf/.  The NYISO is targeting full compliance with FERC Order 2222 in early 2027.


Organization of MISO States Distributed Energy Resources Work Group NAESB Concept Paper: DER Entity Registry
March 10, 2026

The Organization of MISO States DER Work Group (OMS DER Work Group) appreciates the opportunity to provide feedback to the NAESB Joint Wholesale Electric Quadrant (WEQ) and Retail Markets Quadrant (RMQ) Business Practices Subcommittees (BPS) regarding their Concept Paper on the creation of a DER Entity Registry and development of related NAESB Business Practice Standards.[footnoteRef:2] For the past several years, OMS has prioritized DER integration and Order 2222 compliance,[footnoteRef:3] collaborated with MISO and stakeholders at the MISO DER Task Force,[footnoteRef:4] and conducted an annual OMS DER Survey to identify DER growth, operational challenges, and best practices.[footnoteRef:5] [2:  NAESB Concept Paper: Secure, Equitable Access to DER and Aggregation Data Through a Standardized Framework for DER Information Registries, available at: https://www.naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps021726reqcom_a1.docx. ]  [3:  See OMS Strategic Priorities, available at: https://www.misostates.org/index.php/about/strategic-priorities. ]  [4:  MISO DER Task Force, https://www.misoenergy.org/engage/committees/DERTF/. ]  [5:  OMS DER Survey, https://www.misostates.org/index.php/work-products/other-materials. ] 


The topics in this concept paper mirror the concerns and priorities that OMS has identified in recent years. Specifically, OMS has found that a centralized repository of DER information and clear data- sharing standards is foundational to successful implementation of FERC Order No. 2222, as well as the broader landscape of retail and wholesale DER activities. Below, the OMS DER Work Group provides specific responses to the questions posed in NAESB Joint WEQ and RMQ BPS’s Request for Informal Comments.

[image: ]						2101 Webster St.
Suite 1300
Oakland, CA 94612

SierraClub.org
	
									
10 March 2026
Re: DER Entity Registry and development of NAESB Business Practice Standards to Support Interoperability

Dear members of the WEQ BPS, RMQ BPS, and NAESB staff,

The Maryland Chapter of Sierra Club appreciates the opportunity to submit comments regarding the proposal for creation of a Distributed Energy Resources (DER) Entity Registry and development of NAESB Business Practice Standards to support interoperability in discussion within both the North American Energy Standards Board (NAESB) Wholesale Electric Quadrant Business Practices Subcommittee (WEQ BPS), as well as the Retail Markets Quadrant Business Practices Subcommittee (RMQ BPS).

The Maryland Chapter of the Sierra Club is a non-profit, member-led organization with over 13,000 members across the state of Maryland. As an organization, we are committed to ensuring that the region’s energy future is reliable, affordable, and aligned with the health and economic well-being of the communities we serve. For these reasons, Sierra Club supports the move towards consistency regarding DERs throughout the United States, and particularly as it impacts Maryland. A DER Registry will facilitate the achievement of Maryland’s climate goals, including the Climate Solutions Now Act’s requirement to reduce emissions 60% by 2031, as well as renewable and energy storage targets codified in Maryland’s Renewable Portfolio Standard and Energy Storage Act.

Enabling clean energy resources, including DER technologies, to supply power to the grid is a foundational and urgent prerequisite for achieving a just energy transition amidst the mounting threat of global climate change. We recognize that too often, administrative and operational challenges arise that stymie the addition and interoperability of these resources on the bulk power system. Further, a key opportunity for DER participation in energy markets is through aggregation. The disparate nature of reporting, lack of data transparency, and different accounting methods for DERs across various regions and utilities has resulted in unnecessary difficulty with coordinating and aggregation—and is ostensibly creating unnecessary barriers to—greater DER deployment.

We are particularly energized to see the move towards either (1) a national DER registry that would consolidate and standardize reporting and tracking protocols for nationwide DERs, or (2) enforcement of a singular set of data standards across multiple DER registries. This move towards a uniform procedural standard for DER registration will meaningfully simplify and improve consistency when integrating DERs, which can ease administrative and planning burden caused by the current reliance on disjointed registry systems. The increased transparency that can be expected with this shift will also support enhanced DER deployment initiatives while ensuring bulk electric system reliability.

We applaud NAESB’s initiative to spearhead this work, and look forward to learning the outcome of this group’s efforts.

Thank you,
Josh Tulkin

Josh Tulkin
Director, Sierra Club Maryland Chapter
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