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Joint WEQ/RMQ BPS Meeting
Conference Call with Webcasting
February 3, 2026 from 2:00 PM to 4:00 PM Central
	
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. Ms. McKeever 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 January 16, 2026 meeting with the participants. No changes were offered. Mr. Coffin moved, seconded by Ms. McKeever, 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_bps011626fm.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 stated that during the previous meeting, the subcommittees discussed plans to gather industry feedback on the proposed DER registry concept through an informal comment period. He noted that Mr. Hickman submitted the Draft DER Registry Standard Proposal and asked him to review the document.
Mr. Hickman stated that the work paper provides background on the work completed to date, outlines the standard development process, and identifies the entity registration categories for the DER Entity Registry, with placeholders for new sections to address frequently asked questions (FAQs), provide examples, and include questions that would be presented to the industry for feedback. Mr. Phillips stated that the Draft DER Registry Standard Proposal captures previous discussions on the benefits of the registry and how different entities would interact but that additional details are needed to explain the subcommittee’s approach and frame that the purpose of the informal comment is feedback on the proposed conceptual approach. He stated that the chairs had discussed how best to solicit the needed industry feedback and provided the Chair Work Paper for further discussion. 
Mr. Phillips reviewed the Chair Work Paper, stating that the document provides an outline for a concept paper that would include a brief overview of the background and current status quo of the proposed, identify challenges and gaps discussed by the subcommittees, and provide details on the proposed conceptual approach for the creation of a DER Entity Registry and development of standards to support use of the DER Entity Registry and DER Device Registries by industry. He suggested consolidating Mr. Hickman’s work paper with the Chair Work Paper to develop a concept paper that can be used for informal industry feedback. Ms. McKeever noted that the intent of the concept paper is to create a concise overview that presents the material in an approachable manner to clearly communicate that the subcommittees are seeking feedback on the proposed approach. 
Mr. Phillips stated that the Chairs would like input from the participants regarding the outlined concept paper. Mr. Hickman stated that he had reviewed the Chair Work Paper and proposed that the participants consider using a concept paper as outlined by the document for informal comment. Mr. Phillips suggested consolidating the two work papers to develop a concept paper. The participants discussed what information should be included to ensure the concept paper aligns with participant expectations. 
Mr. Phillips suggested that a narrative description highlighting the areas of consideration and discussions by the subcommittees would help provide context for how the participants reached consensus on the proposed solution and may be of value for informal comment. Ms. McKeever agreed, noting that details regarding why the subcommittees are addressing the effort, the issues identified by participants, considerations that led to the proposed solution, and the potential next steps would be important to include in the concept paper. Mr. Phillips stated that the WEQ/RMQ BPS began addressing the effort in 2025 by evaluating existing tools and processes used to facilitate DER data collection and investigating areas of standardization that could help address coordination challenges and information gaps identified by the subcommittees. These discussions led to a review of NERC guidance and development of use cases to explore areas where standardization could be of greatest benefit and culminated in the concept proposal for the development of a DER Entity Registry and drafting of supporting business practice standards. 
Mr. Phillips stated that after the subcommittees review the received informal industry feedback on the concept proposal, the next steps will be to review that feedback, determine how to proceed, and develop a recommendation. Ms. McKeever suggested clarifying that the subcommittees began addressing the effort at the direction of the NAESB Board of Directors and noting that there will be a formal comment period on the recommendation before being submitted to the WEQ and RMQ Executive Committees for consideration. There was general agreement by the participants to include this type of information as part of the concept paper.  
Mr. Coffin asked what could be included as part of the recommendation developed by the subcommittees. Mr. Phillips stated that the recommendation would include any proposed new or revised standards, including specifications. Mr. Coffin suggested that the concept paper clearly identify that industry informal feedback regarding the feasibility of the proposal would be considered as part of the evaluation by the subcommittees for determining how to move forward. 
Mr. Phillips noted that the Standard Approach section of the Draft DER Registry Standard Proposal could be leveraged to explain the conceptual approached developed by the subcommittees. He stated that it would be helpful to include details that clearly and articulately describe the two-part proposal of the subcommittees to create a DER Entity Registry and develop supporting standards to accommodate existing structures and promote consistency and interoperability. The participants discussed that it may be helpful to explain that, similar to the NAESB Electronic Industry Registry (EIR), the DER Entity Registry would support registration of entities that provide or need to access DER information in DER Device Registries. Mr. Phillips suggested including a brief explanation of the NAESB EIR and how it is used by wholesale electric industry participants for those who may not be familiar with the concept. Ms. Trum stated that if needed, NAESB staff can provide this language.
Mr. Coffin noted that DER devices with the same functions may have different configurations and suggested the concept paper describe what information would be part of the DER Device Registries. He explained that this information could include DER device properties, configuration and aggregation information, and communication protocols. Mr. Phillips stated that the proposed concept is for the development of standards to support creation and use of such registries by industry. He suggested that it may be more appropriate to describe the how standards and specifications will support interoperability and industry use of DER Device Registries, noting that references to just a DER Device Registry could be too ambiguous and interpreted as a proposal for a single common repository.
The participants discussed what information should be included in the concept paper regarding the data that could be housed in DER Device Registries. Mr. Hickman stated that excessive details in the concept paper could create confusion and suggested the focus be on the necessary details to describe the proposal for the creation of the DER Entity Registry and the development of supporting standards and communication protocols to support the DER Entity Registry and use of DER Device Registries by industry. Mr. Coffin agreed, stating that the focus of the concept paper should be on introducing the general concept and including information that would provide a detailed description of the DER registry proposal.
Mr. Coffin stated the entities registered in the DER Entity Registry would likely use the DER Device Registries to view device characteristic information. He noted that as the DER Device Registries may rapidly expand, industry feedback is needed to determine what information would be beneficial. Mr. Coffin explained the current situation is similar to how multiple microdevice communication standards existed in the Bluetooth and DVR industry. Mr. Hickman noted that standards from the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE), specifically IEEE 1547-2018, identify three communication protocols for DER devices.
Ms. McKeever stated that even though use of both the DER Entity Registry and industry developed DER Device Registries could change over time, a standardized approach for creation of the registries could be beneficial. She noted that one area discussed is the need for a common interface between the different DER Device Registries and with the DER Entity Registry. Mr. Coffin stated that there probably would need to be a linkage between the DER Entity Registry and DER Device Registries to verify entity registrations and between DER Device Registries to confirm whether the device is already registered in another DER Device Registry. He noted that because most DER devices are software based, additional considerations may be needed regarding how entities would update device configuration information in the DER Device Registries following software updates. Ms. McKeever stated that such validation may not be necessary within the DER Device Registries, noting that most entities that own DER devices do not support more than two prior software versions. Mr. Hickman stated that this level of validation would likely not be required.
Mr. Phillips noted that in the conceptual approach discussed by the subcommittees to date, the existence of the DER Entity Registry and DER Device Registries are not dependent on one another, explaining that it would be possible to have a DER Entity Registry without DER Device Registries, or vice versa. Mr. Coffin stated that the concept paper should clarify that the subcommittees are considering an approach for two potential registries and requesting feedback on this point.
Ms. McKeever noted that one of the key drivers in developing the proposed conceptual approach was to support flexibility and suggested that the concept paper identifies that the intent is to support development of registries that can assist industry with compliance with both federal and state requirements and allow entities to customize solutions to meet their specific needs. She stated that referencing FERC Order No. 2222 and other regulatory actions could help industry participants better understand how the proposed concept aligns with existing regulatory requirements and could support coordination requirements under FERC Order No. 2222 for validating aggregations. Mr. Phillips agreed, noting that the registry could broadly support the integration of emerging and dynamic resources, such as inverter-based resources or DERs. Mr. Coffin suggested including specific references to regulatory requirements discussed in past meetings may be helpful. Ms. Trum stated that the specific regulatory requirements discussed by participants are included in past meeting minutes. 
Mr. Coffin proposed the concept paper include questions to ask industry participants what kind of information should be included in the registries to best support their needs. Mr. Phillips noted that the purpose of the informal comment period is to assess whether the proposal developed by the subcommittees would provide value to the electric industry and be of use. He suggested questions focus on requesting industry participants share information that will be most beneficial to the subcommittees to determine next steps regarding the proposal and how to move forward with standards development, such as which aspects of the proposed framework could be leveraged by industry and their organization information. Mr. Coffin noted that some entities may prefer to develop registries tailored to their own operational or regulatory requirements and not see a benefit in the development of supporting standards. Ms. McKeever suggested that any question posed as part of the informal comment process focus on information from industry that is needed to provide context for how to standardized registry framework can best support the industry.
Mr. Coffin asked whether DER devices would be required to go through a certification process. Mr. Hickman stated that certification requirements are referenced in other industry standards, such as IEEE 1547-2018 and UL 1741 SB. Mr. Coffin suggested adding information in the concept paper indicating that certification data would be included in the registry, noting that it could be of particular interest to ISOs/RTOs. Mr. Hickman noted that there have been indications of industry support for a broader database where manufacturers could present device information and certifications. 
The participants discussed details that should be included as part of the Problem Statement in the concept paper. Ms. McKeever noted that not all DER and aggregation data needed to support the commercial and operational processes referenced in item b.ii.(3) of the Chair Work Paper would be housed by the contemplated approach for developing DER Device Registries. Mr. Phillips suggested clarifying in the concept paper that the DER and aggregation data is limited to resource characteristics and static data. The participants discussed if performance validations and settlements should be included as one of the industry processes that could use data housed in DER Device Registries. Mr. Kathan noted that demand response resources are categorized separately under FERC Order No. 2222, with distinct settlement and compensation mechanisms that require these resources to be tracked separately. The participants agreed to retain the language regarding settlements in the concept document.
Mr. Phillips asked whether the participants had any additional comments. The participants did not offer any further comments. The considerations for how to consolidate the two work papers into a concept paper as discussed by participants during the meeting is available through the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps020326a1.docx 
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings 
Mr. Phillips stated that the WEQ/RMQ BPS Chairs would use the feedback from participants identified during the meeting to develop a draft concept paper for review. He proposed that the subcommittees plan to finalize the concept paper for the informal comment period at the next meeting. 
The subcommittees agreed to schedule the next meeting for February 12, 2026 from 1 PM to 3 PM Central Time. 
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 3:50 PM Central.
5. Attendance
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