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Admin
· Jamie will be unavailable the next two weeks so all inquiries will be directed to Rachel McDonald
· Moving forward with Phase 2 suggestions
· Frances will also be on a break for two weeks 
Scope of SIWG Phase 2
· Focus on utility communications
SIWG Phase 2 Communication Issues - Process
· Colors
· Green means more-or-less agreed to
· Red means currently under active discussion
· Resolution of communications issues
Resolution of data exchange issues
· Frances highlighted areas of agreement from last week's meeting
· Parties commented on data objects that must be supported for each of the Phase 1 functions
· Added "…objects for interfaces with inverters:" to clarify that Phase 1 deals with issues at the inverter level
· Parties commented on the frequency-watt functions (currently in Phase 3)
· Many parties think that this should be kept in Phase 3
· This function was not discussed in previous working groups so utilities are unsure about adding it
· Some utility parties noted that they have tested it
· Party notes that the end goal is to have recommendations for the CPUC on how to provide and what to include in recommendations for the Utilities
· Frances notes that group is trying to make changes to Rule 21 and wonders what will happen to anything in these phases that doesn't go into Rule 21 
· Utilities discussed the draft advice letter
· Additional functions will be added down the road
· Simple set of commands that may be to keep doing what you're doing it or change it
· Frances notes that that might be problematic when scheduling
· Utilities make changes through advice letters
· Frances asks how many functions need to be included in a CPUC rulemaking and how many could just be specified to a vendor if they are less important or optional?
· Need to define very clearly what the specifications are for each of the functions and say that they should be capable of being implemented but they may or may not be asked to implement or activate them in a particular instance
· Utility parties agree that this is a fair statement
· CPUC filing for Rule 21 will be for defining or specifying the functionalities and stating which ones are mandatory
· Privacy
· Rule 33 covers privacy for energy usage data
· Frances presumes that something similar could be used for energy generation and ancillary services data
· Parties note that we can make analogies to rules that exist or make our own rules
· Frances hopes it can be used as a template 
· Frances asks Jamie what would be needed to do to Rule 33 to alter it
· Propose analogizing the rule to our situation to the judge
· Take it down as an action item and discuss in our next call what the proper scoping should be
· It's not common for a plant to send data out to many places
· Frances notes that the issue here is what the utility can get from the DER owners and then focus on what rules the utilities have to adhere to from that point forward
Use cases
· Frances asks if it is useful to go over each one individually
· Utility parties noted that this is what they did and that it would be useful here
· 1.1.2
· Parties discuss 3-5 second kW and kVAr
· Cases will deal with longer term situations and not get into fast paced items for some time
· Need to establish what parameters need to be communicated and how often monitored
· What data from individual and groups of DER systems should be required
· Alarms - that type of operational data is more sensitive to people who own the equipment
· Availability (am I connected, operating, etc.) is useful info
· Frances asks if data is needed per feeder or PCC?
· Environmental data
· Utilities note that while they do not map all of the data they get, it is still important to have this data
· Essential to have a unique identifier for each plant
· Utilities note that they did not have a lot of time to think about frequency of information (3 seconds, 4 seconds, etc.) and needs by customer type
· Urges continued discussion of this
· Interactions with aggregators
· Frances added information and use case scenarios dealing with aggregators and asks utilities to look at those
· Aggregator will have info from many different sites (e.g. houses, an entire shopping center with multiple meters, multiple PCCs, etc.) so the actual data may be the same but there's a question of how you want to interact with aggregators 
· Utilities express confusion b/c they are thinking this is focusing on the inverter itself and not storage or other items
· Thought communications for these other things would not be part of the inverter itself
· Frances notes that it's important to acknowledge what info utilities need without thinking about where it comes from. It may come from the inverter or some proxy for the inverter
· Frances tries to say DER systems or inverter-based DER systems to make it clear that communication for things besides the inverter is being discussed 
Next Steps
· Frances and Jamie on Vacation
· Next Call August 20th

image1.jpeg
Aspen

< Environmental Group y




