Draft NAESB Feedback – DER Entity Registry Concept

Organization: Entergy
Industry Role: Transmission Owner / Distribution Provider / Load Serving Entity / Market Participant

1. Would a centralized DER entity registry to identify and authenticate parties be beneficial? Why or why not?

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.

2. Are there additional stakeholder registration categories that should be supported?

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.

3. Would NAESB business practice standards to facilitate interoperability between existing and future DER registries be beneficial?

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.

4. Would creation of a DER entity registry and related NAESB standards support broader integration of DERs and aggregations?

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.

5. How would the registry support industry needs related to FERC Order 2222, Order 901, or other DER initiatives?

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

6. Additional considerations

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.

