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DRAFT MINUTES
1. Welcome
Mr. Maples welcomed the participants to the meeting.  Mr. Booe provided the Antitrust and Other Meeting Policies reminder, and the participants introduced themselves.  Mr. Maples reviewed the agenda, and Mr. Hickman moved, seconded by Mr. Sappenfield, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Maples reviewed the draft minutes from the July 16, 2026 meeting with the participants. Mr. Coe 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_rmq_bps071626fm.docx.  
2. Continue to Discuss 2026 WEQ Annual Plan Item 5.a/ 2026 RMQ Annual Plan Item 2.a – Consider and develop business practices to support the integration of DER/DER aggregation registries by the industry
Mr. Maples stated that Collaborative Utility Solutions (CUS) submitted a work paper for the meeting and asked if one of the representatives would like to review it with the participants.   Mr. Hickman reviewed the work paper, noting that it was created as a result of CUS’s engagement with utilities across the world to support the registration of DERs into utility systems.  He stated that the document provides a minimum level data set and categorization that could be used to map to the 2023 WEQ BPS DER Aggregation Use Case Work Paper as well as the Common Information Model (CIM) for the registration of DERs.  Mr. Maples noted that he had not had time to undertake a deep review of the work paper, since it had only been published recently and confirmed with Mr. Booe that no other work papers had been submitted. He recommended that the subcommittee review the data elements during the call. He began the review by asking Mr. Hickman if the description column utilized the CIM descriptions or if it was more generalized.  Mr. Hickman stated that they were generalized, and that the document has not been harmonized with the CIM at this point.  He stated that CUS utilized the open-access California Energy Commission (CEC) DER device database as a starting point, as it had been adopted by reference by several states, and that the devices are identified by manufacturer and serial number to ensure that the information concerning a registered DER is granular enough to be beneficial to the utility.  Mr. Coe stated that requiring “nameplate data” as exemplified in the in the work paper corresponds to the CIM asset classes.  Mr. Maples stated that the NERC MOD-032.2 provides requirements for settings and capabilities that relate to tripping, voltage and frequency control among others, and that he envisioned the standard capturing data consistent with those requirements.  Mr. Hickman agreed and noted a section of the spreadsheet that will capture that data once it is finalized by NERC.  Mr. Maples asked how the data elements could provide flexibility needed to accommodate state mandates as well as individual utility implementations related to tripping settings.  Mr. Hickman stated that allowing for the data to serve differing requirements by jurisdiction is important and that the NERC MOD-032.2 information in the registry would allow entities to make those elections as appropriate. 
Mr. Coe stated that it is important to make the distinction between a device’s static capability range, defined by IEEE 1547, and how it is configured and that configuration data should probably not be captured in a registry.  Mr. Maples stated that the previous list contained county or province field and asked if that should be reinstated.  Mr. Hickman stated that the spreadsheet was created to U.S.-centric but that changes will be made to harmonize it with the previously agreed to data elements.  Mr. Maples also pointed out that the endorsement section did not include attestations to avoid double counting and reliability concerns, as did the previous work paper.  Mr. Hickman stated that the CUS implementation undertakes a digital conflict check based on tariffs, but that it would be reconciled with what was previously produced.  Mr. Maples noted that the standard should not be implementation or product specific and Mr. Hickman agreed.   Mr. Maples also recommended that the disconnect section should be applicable to all disconnects and not be specific to solar disconnects.  Mr. Hickman stated that he would make the update. Related to the demand response section, Mr. Maples noted that a concern exists around the possibility of a single device being enrolled in demand response programs with multiple entities simultaneously. Mr. Coe stated that demand response is trending to site level tracking and that it is probably premature to set a related requirement at this point. 
Mr. Hickman reviewed the second tab of the spreadsheet, which illustrates a sample view of utility program and ISO market product registration data and their approval processes. He stated that it is only used to determine the minimum of data needed to meet tariff requirements for registration. 
Mr. Booe noted that subcommittee would need to adopt a recommendation by September 15, 2026 if it wished to include the new standard in Version 004.1 of the NAESB Business Practice Standards publication and asked Mr. Maples that he intended to include the data element table within a standard defining its use.  Mr. Maples confirmed and noted that a standard template had previously been reviewed with the subcommittee.  Mr. Booe noted that if business practice standards were not adopted in time for the publication that could still be utilized by the industry as all NAESB standards are considered voluntary.  Mr. Coe asked if this standard would be utilized at the distribution level, and Mr. Booe responded that the standard was developed jointly with the RMQ and is intended to be used across markets and jurisdictions. 
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Hickman stated that his team would update the work paper to reflect the data elements captured in the previous work paper and map it to the CIM before the next meeting.  Mr. Booe stated that he would reach out to previous participants in the ISO/RTO segment to get their input before adopting a recommendation.  Mr. Maples stated that he would do the same with representatives from MISO and recommended meeting in the next two weeks.  Mr. Booe stated that, subject to confirmation with the NAESB primary calendar, he would schedule the next meeting for August 21, 2026.    
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned by consensus at 3:46 PM Central.
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