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Introduction/Admin
· Frances sent out a draft document that reflects what is in the slides as a first step toward producing a document to submit to the CPUC
· The utilities made comments
Utility comments on document
· 61850
· Frances: went to 61850 and worked together to take concepts in 61850 object models and translate them into SEP2-like format. The concepts are still based on 61850, so I would hate to lose this text for a number of reasons.
· Frances wants to make sure California is not a one-off
· Greg smith: We should discuss how 61850 relates to SEP2 in the document.
· Tom Bialek: I would suggest one single item describing SEP2 and 61850 and where things are derived.
· SEP2 requirements
· Rick Montano: We should clarify whether or not changes are needed to SEP 2. We have identified some missing objects but not said if they are required, and we should be clear on that.
· 2030.5
· Frances: Would the common implementation guide be more than just 2030.5?
· Greg Smith: That is the default protocol, and any and all things you want above that would be in your own handbook. This will ensure that people aren't using fields differently and interpreting messages differently between the three IOUs at least.
· Rule 21 recommendations
· Change name from "Utility Rule 21 Handbook" to "Generation Interconnection Handbook"
· Communications Requirements to be included in Handbook
· Joh Baranowski asked that the document specify that there will not be a separate communications requirement document but rather that they will be in each utility's generation interconnection handbook
· Added "registration requirements for each utility's communication network" will be included in the handbook
· Communication requirements recommended to be decided by joint mutual agreement
· Frances added text that says "the larger DER systems already require communications, but the types of data may be updated"
· Parties discussed what optional data may be used and other items
· Data Exchange Requirements
· Frances: It sounds like parties do not want them in Rule 21 but to specify that they are in the guide
· Greg S: It could reduce the chances for misinterpretation if it's just in the one guide. I have no problem including in in both as long as it is clearly specified. 
· Frances suggested added "The data exchange requirements defined in section 3 are the minimum and the default schemas are covered in the 2030.5 implementation guide."
· Parties agreed with this
· SCADA
· Clarified that DNP3 will only be used for real-time SCADA
· Cyber Security
· Comment: confidentiality should be required
· Frances: Does this mean that it should be available or absolutely used at all times?
· Rick: It means that it should be supported
· Frances: many of these requirements don't require encryption. Encryption is a burden overall and on communications
· Aegir Jonsoon: Are there requirements for what encryption programs must be used?
· Yes, it is in supporting documents
· Frances has been working with Sandia and EPRI (?) to come up with cyber security requirements. 
· Frances suggested that parties take another week before revisiting cyber security and EPRI work. Frances noted that SEP2 will cover the protocol part of it but that there will be more to it than protocols
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