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DRAFT MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Maples welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Ms. Trum provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder. Mr. Maples reviewed the agenda.  Mr. Sappenfield moved, seconded by Mr. Norton, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Maples reviewed the draft minutes from the May 21, 2026 meeting with the participants. No changes were offered.  Mr. Coffin moved, seconded by Mr. Sappenfield, 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_bps_css052126fm.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 during the previous meeting, the participants had started to discuss the priority for next steps regarding the creation of a DER Entity Registry and development of NAESB Business Practice Standards to support data interoperability between industry developed DER registries and other tools that use DER information.  He noted that to assist in this determination, the participants had discussed reviewing past WEQ BPS work papers in this area and Mr. Coe had volunteered to provide a presentation on the Common Information Model (CIM).  
Mr. Coe reviewed the Introduction to CIM Presentation.  He noted that CIM is a collection of over 2,000 classes documented using Unified Modeling Language (UML) that was specifically developed for use by the electric industry to create a representation of the power grid.  He explained that CIM also supports the representation of market and asset information and elements needed for information exchanges between utility and customer systems.  Mr. Coffin noted that the REQ.21 ESPI Business Practice Standards, which support green button programs, also use a UML model.
Mr. Albuyeh stated that there are other data standards that enable interoperable communication exchanges, such as IEEE 2030.5 that supports communications between utilities and DERs and IEEE 1547 that supports communications between DERs and interconnection systems.  He asked if these other standards would be considered in addition to CIM.  Mr. Maples stated that the subcommittees had not made any determinations on what would be included in the NAESB Business Practice Standards.  He explained that the purpose of the presentation was to provide information on CIM as a starting point for discussions on standards development.
Mr. Coe stated that CIM is not a data standard or communication protocol but rather a standardized way to model data.  He explained that a CIM-based NAESB Business Practice Standard would support interoperability by establishing a common data model.  Mr. Hickman stated that CIM creates a common data structure for mapping information.  He noted that tools and platforms that support a CIM compliant data structure do not need customized interfaces to exchange information, explaining that data from within one system can be translated into CIM and exported, then imported into a second system and translated into whatever format is of use for that system’s purpose.
Mr. Maples stated that in determining the next steps, one factor for consideration by the subcommittees is the planned publication of WEQ Version 004.1 in December, explaining that any recommendation would need to be voted on by mid-September to be included in the new version.  He noted that based on industry input received as part of the informal comment period, the subsequent discussion by the subcommittees, and the additional feedback shared by NERC staff from the NERC SPIDERWG and EVTF, the most immediate need for industry appears to be data interoperability and expanded access to DER-related information needed to carryout market and reliability functions.  He stated that the subcommittees may be able to leverage past WEQ BPS work products to complete a recommendation for initial standards to support data interoperability within the needed timeframe.
Mr. Maples reviewed the 2023 WEQ BPS Work Paper – DER Aggregation Related Information Requirements (Information Requirements Work Paper).  He explained that this work paper, along with the 2023 WEQ BPS DER Aggregation Use Case Work Paper (Use Case Work Paper), were created by the WEQ BPS as part of a prior effort considering standards to support wholesale market participation of energy storage resources and DER aggregations.  The participants discussed the documents.
Mr. Coe stated that the Information Requirements Work Paper includes a number of data points that the WEQ/RMQ BPS had previously identified as part of the DER Registry Framework that supported the development of the concept proposal.  Mr. Maples suggested that while not all of the data points may be applicable, several areas would address gaps in currently available information.  He noted that locational information would be help support NERC MOD-032 Reliability Standard requirements and that a common way to capture and make available retail sales information would be helpful to resolve one of the data gaps identified as part of internal discussions by Evergy.
Mr. Coe noted the information points listed in the work paper include both static and more dynamic data supporting a variety of commercial, operational, and real-time processes.  Mr. Hickman suggested that in the development of initial standards, the focus should be on the areas of information that are of highest priority for industry.  He stated that more static data, like capability and configuration information, are baseline pieces of information that would have broad applicability.  Mr. Coe proposed that the participants may want to categorize the work paper data points as capability, configuration, commercial, control, or conditions data.  Mr. Maples suggested that a gap analysis of the data points identified in the Information Requirements Work Paper and Use Case Work Paper may be helpful.
Mr. Danai stated that it would be difficult to develop standards that identified all the information needed by industry as there can be a wide variety of data needs between entities, depending on the entity’s function and market in which it is participating.  He noted that the variety of information uses would also make it difficult to identify a singular data format that would be universally applicable.  He stated that the standards would need to accommodate the data formats for tools already in use by industry, including the NAESB EIR and NERC reporting platforms.  Mr. Hickman noted that a NAESB Business Practice Standard that created a standardized information model based on CIM would not require or limit the use of any data protocol by industry tools or platforms.  
Mr. Maples proposed that the subcommittees move forward with prioritizing the development of business practices to create a standardized information model that could help support data interoperability.  He stated that standardized data rules that better enable information exchanges between entities appears to be of the most initial value for industry and once developed, could help inform the type of information that would be most beneficial to include in any centralized registries.  Mr. Danai noted that CIM covers a large amount of data, and the focus should be standards that include the datapoints of widest use for industry.  Mr. Hickman noted that defining the minimum information pieces to create generally applicable baseline datasets aligns with prior discussions of the subcommittees.  He stated that as part of the concept paper, the subcommittees identified the market participant categories that would be most likely to use or require access to DER-related information.
Mr. Maples stated that the completion of a recommendation within the needed timeframe is dependent on participant contributions.  He suggested that the subcommittees meet again following the FERC Commission meeting in June to confirm that participants can still commit the necessary resources for this pace of standards development.
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Maples stated that the WEQ and RMQ BPS chairs will work with the NAESB office to schedule the next joint meeting.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 3:55 PM Central on a motion by Mr. Coffin, seconded by Mr. Sappenfield.
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