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NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY STANDARDS BOARD
Joint WEQ/RMQ BPS Meeting
Conference Call with Webcasting
November 17, 2025 from 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM Central
	
DRAFT 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. Mr. Lowe moved, seconded by Mr. Rahimi, to adopt the agenda as final. The motion passed a simple majority vote without opposition.
Mr. Phillips reviewed the draft minutes from the October 30, 2025 meeting with the participants. No changes were offered. Mr. Sappenfield moved, seconded by Mr. Maples, 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_bps103025fm.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 participants discussed the high priority use cases and revised DER Registry Framework workpaper. He noted that in response to the discussion, Mr. Hickman volunteered to provide a work paper and asked him to review the submitted Presentation.
Mr. Hickman reviewed the workpaper, highlighting two discussion points: the interactions among stakeholders within the DER registry and the possible approach toward developing NAESB Business Practice Standards to support a registry. He highlighted using existing industry standards, conventions, and structures as the guiding principle throughout the standard development process where possible to develop standards that align with the components outlined in the DER Registry Framework spreadsheet. 
Mr. Hickman stated that the participants previously identified 10 stakeholder groups: Asset Owner/Operator, Asset Agent or Representative, Distribution Utility (DSO), Transmission/Bulk Power, Wholesale Market (ISO/RTO), RERRA, Aggregator, Competitive Energy Supplier, Scheduling Coordinator, and Equipment Manufacturers. He asked if there are additional entities needed to provide and validate DER and aggregation data or other stakeholders associated with the DER registry and its administrative role not represented as “Entities” in the spreadsheet. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5]Mr. Lowe asked whether the entity labeled “Transmission/Bulk Power” is intended to refer to high-level NERC functional entities, such as the transmission owners and operators and balancing authorities. He suggested aligning with NERC terminology for these entities, including abbreviations for balancing authority areas (BAAs), transmission operators (TOPs), and transmission owners (TOs). Mr. Barfield-McGinnis clarified that, under the NERC Glossary of Terms, a BAA is defined as the collection of generation, transmission, and loads within the metered boundaries of the balancing authority and that the balancing authority maintains load-resource balance within the BAA. He added that an Asset Owner/Operator could be inclusive of both generator owners (GOs) and generator operators (GOPs) and TOs/TOPs in the NERC Glossary of Terms. Mr. Hickman clarified that different terminology is used across regional transmission organizations (RTOs) and independent system operators (ISOs), but that the Transmission/Bulk Power Entities refers to entities with grid reliability operator functions. He proposed creating a data dictionary to help standardize terminology across regions and invited the participants to share the acronyms used in their respective areas. Ms. Berdahl suggested that referencing the NAESB terms used in WEQ-025 and definitions in WEQ-000 would be helpful in developing the data dictionary.
Mr. Rahimi suggested that NERC Reliability Coordinator should be a separate entity because they operate at a higher-level than the balancing areas. Mr. Lowe agreed, stating that while transmission planning is a NERC function, the registry could provide value for use as part of transmission planning purposes. The participants added NERC Reliability Coordinator as a new entity category in the spreadsheet. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Mr. Rahimi noted that entities other than the relevant electric retail regulatory authorities (RERRAs), such as the Department of Energy (DOE) and the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), and the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), also have an interest in accessing DER registry data. He inquired whether the RERRA category could be expanded to include these roles. Mr. Lowe agreed, stating that including these entities would help facilitate access to DER data. Mr. Hickman explained that state policies control access to retail customer’s data, and under FERC Order No. 2222, the RERRA has oversight over who has access to such data in accordance with its own privacy requirements. He asked the participants if there was a different interpretation of the RERRA’s legal authority to designate data access. Mr. Rahimi noted that while RERRAs regulate access to retail-level data, FERC Order No. 2222 allows DER aggregations meeting specific thresholds to participate in wholesale electric markets. He suggested adding another category in the spreadsheet to reflect FERC and NERC roles. Mr. Hickman stated that RERRAs have authority to establish rules governing access to retail data and asked what role FERC and NERC would have in determining access to data. Mr. Rahimi explained that information could be provided by a transmission owner or operator that may not require RERRA authority to determine access. He suggested FERC Order No. 901 and NERC Reliability Standard MOD-032 as helpful in identifying what data can be collected and shared for wholesale reliability purposes. The participants agreed to adding FERC and NERC as a distinct entity in the spreadsheet.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK8]Mr. Chamberlain stated that RERRAs have primary authority in determining retail data dissemination, but clarified that load-serving entities (LSEs) often have their own internal requirements for data access and dissemination in addition to those required by RERRAs. Mr. Hickman agreed that fundamental decisions on data sharing generally begin with the LSEs or DSOs in coordination with the respective RERRA. Mr. Rahimi noted that although DSOs and LSEs can also function as aggregators, they should not simultaneously act in both roles due to potential conflicts of interest. He added that this issue could be revisited in more detail when the participants review the entity definitions upon the completion of the data dictionary. Mr. Hickman explained that the DER registry would require each entity to separately register for each functional role, as different roles has different data access rights. Mr. Rahimi underscored the importance of separate roles to support FERC Order No. 889 data access rights.
Mr. Sappenfield suggested developing definitions and corresponding data access limitations for each entity category, so that DER market participants can self-designate the entity representing its role. Mr. Hickman agreed, noting that self-designation would help clarify the function that is represented by an entity serving multiple roles for DER registration. He suggested developing the descriptions for each entity category based on definitions from the NAESB, FERC, and NERC. Mr. Kathan volunteered to compile current market definitions for each entity category. The participants confirmed that the appropriate stakeholders and entities associated with the DER registry had been added to the spreadsheet. 
Mr. Hickman suggested another area to address as part of the use case is stakeholder interactions within the DER registry and other stakeholders. He highlighted the importance of identifying stakeholders who can rewrite, view, or validate registry data and understanding how aggregated resources are validated and submitted to utility programs or ISO/RTO market offerings. 
Mr. Rahimi proposed expanding the Capability Data category to capture both an asset’s technical capability and its eligibility to provide services under specific programs or market conditions. Mr. Hickman stated that the registry should only include the technical capability of each asset, since the ability to determine service eligibility is a decision made by DSOs, ISOs, and RTOs. Mr. Lowe clarified that listing the services an aggregator anticipates its resources could provide would offer those entities useful information for future planning process while not overriding any tariffs or the formal capability and reliability reviews conducted by DSOs, ISOs, and RTOs. 
Mr. Hickman asked whether Mr. Lowe envisioned a registry that would indicate whether an asset is verified as complying with certain technical standards, such as IEEE 1547-2018 or UL 1741 SB. Mr. Lowe clarified that, at least in the Western wholesale market, an aggregator’s assessment of which technical standards its resources meet could provide insights into the capabilities of resources that may be coming online in the near future. He noted that under FERC Order No. 2222, even if aggregators assert their assets meet the requirements to provide a service in an ISO/RTO market, the ISO/RTO will still conduct its own capability and reliability review to verify those capabilities. Mr. Hickman added that information on whether an asset complies with certain technical standards would demonstrate its capability and could support capability and reliability reviews. Mr. Maples agreed, explaining that while capability and reliability review requirements vary across jurisdictions, the inclusion of this information in the registry could be valuable to DSOs, ISOs, and RTOs performing these reviews. Mr. Chamberlain added the registry could serve as a preliminary vetting system before stakeholders conduct their own capability reviews.  
Mr. Kathan noted that under FERC Order No. 2222, ISOs, and RTOs must consider retail-level restrictions, such as existing tariffs or whether a resource is part of another aggregation, when determining a resource’s eligibility to participate in the market during capability review. He emphasized that the registry should specify the tariff associated with each resource to help utilities and stakeholders easily identify retail-level restrictions. Mr. Hickman agreed that certain tariffs may restrict market participation and suggested utilities could upload validated retail customer data to the registry to help aggregators determine resource eligibility for aggregation. He added that the registry could maintain core commercial data identifying any tariffs that would exclude participation in other programs to prevent improper aggregation of resources. 
Mr. Chamberlain noted that the registry would require comprehensive information from the retail customers and LSEs in advance to automatically flag tariff restrictions when an aggregator submits a meter or customer number. He asked if incorporating such a large dataset was practical and how the registry could perform this function without complete customer information. Mr. Hickman clarified that utilities and LSEs would not be required to upload their network model or their entire customer information. He suggested an approach where they would only provide data to indicate which tariffs allow for a resource to participate in an aggregation. Mr. Chamberlain inquired whether this meant that utilities and LSEs could upload information of customers already enrolled in certain programs into the registry for aggregators to use such information as a cross-checking mechanism during aggregation. Mr. Hickman confirmed. 
Mr. Hickman noted additional work is needed to develop entity definitions, the corresponding data elements required by these entities, and which entity has read or view rights. Mr. Phillips suggested referencing existing NAESB WEQ Business Practice Standards that support registration and use of industry tools, such as the Electric Industry Registry (EIR) or OASIS nodes, to help determine the appropriate direction for developing the DER registry standards. He suggested it may be beneficial to get feedback on industry support for the direction of standards development to help ensure any drafted standard would meet industry needs.
Mr. Maples inquired whether NAESB had a polling system to capture broader industry interest and concerns so they could be addressed early in the drafting process. Mr. Phillips stated that if needed, subcommittees typically use informal comment periods to gauge consensus and seek industry feedback, but noted that a draft or more detailed proposal is needed for this process. Mr. Maples supported use of an informal comment period and asked whether a basic outline would be sufficient for industry review during the informal comment period or if a fully developed draft of the standard would be required. Mr. Phillips responded that a final standard is not required, noting that subcommittees have circulated early-stage concepts for industry feedback on potential directions and key decisions before moving forward with a standard.  
Mr. Hickman agreed that use of the informal comment period may be helpful and suggested developing an outline of the entities and the basic requirements for participating in a DER registry. Mr. Phillips asked how the entities would be defined in the outline and how they would fit within the overall registry framework. Mr. Hickman answered that the standards could provide the high-level information for each entity category and any requirements related to actions the entity would need to perform within the registry. Mr. Rahimi noted that there is existing work outlining the broader operational coordination activities between aggregators, DSOs, and market operators that could offer input on the registry’s structure to support those coordination interactions. Mr. Hickman stated that the registry would not reflect every operation coordination interaction, but that standards could establish requirements that will help ensure the registry supports industry coordination activities.
The DER Registry Framework as revised during the meeting is available at the following hyperlink: https://naesb.org/pdf4/weq_rmq_bps111725a1.xlsx 
3. Identify Next Steps and Discuss Future Meetings
Mr. Phillips stated that during the next meeting, the participants will review the workpapers prepared by Mr. Hickman. Mr. Hickman stated that Collaborative Utility Solutions will prepare a workpaper for the next meeting to serve as a framework for standards, expanding on definitions of entity-based roles and their responsibilities in the registry. He added that he will incorporate any relevant material provided by the participants into the workpaper.
Ms. Trum noted that the next meeting is scheduled for December 8, 2025, and asked whether the participants were in favor of holding an additional meeting before next year. The participants agreed, anticipating substantial discussion and feedback on the workpaper to be reviewed at the upcoming meeting. Ms. Trum stated she will work with Mr. Phillips, Ms. McKeever, and Ms. Sieg to schedule the additional meeting.
4. Adjourn
The meeting adjourned at 11:31 AM Central on a motion made by Mr. Rahimi.
5. Attendance
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