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Admin
· The Smart Inverter Workshop is on Monday October 27th
· There is no agenda yet
· Phase I Smart Inverter Recommendations and Rule 21 updates
· Comments were received 
Utility Draft Data Requirements
· Utilities gathered a week ago
· They discussed the use cases and decomposed them down to two uses cases
· Utility (distribution operator) directly manages the DER system
· Utility interacts with an aggregator to manage the DER system
· Use Case 1
· General Requirements
· Interrogation and update of cached operation modes as configured by vendor and accessible/changeable by the utility
· Inverters 100 kW and above
· Secure and reliable link - 99.99% reliability requirement
· Strict but not outlandish
· Use case 2
· Aggregators
· Parties discussed the need for a unique identifier for location and the privacy concerns with such an ID
· SCE needs to know what circuit segment each inverter is located on
· Should it identify the electric circuit segment?
· Premise socket identifier?
· There are many ways to aggregate the data so it might be good to leave it up to implementation to decide how devises are grouped and assign devices and ID number
· Frances notes that the ID needs to be globally unique and durable
· Aggregator would be given the list of IDs that a particular command should apply. This grouping could be shared even if the aggregator does not know (or need to know) why they are grouped
· Preliminary Data Packet Attributes
· Voltage Ride-Through
· Standard - a pre-defined (pre-tested) set of attributes for this function
· Some parties note that behaviors and settings need to be shared
· Frances notes that there are a few aspects to this
· Defined attribute values for a particular curve, using 61850 data objects
· Turn function on or off or which curve
· Read attributes
· Frances thinks the 61850 objects that parties would see being used for most of the functions should be identified
· w/o this not everyone is clear what this all means and why we are discussing different attributes
· Frances suggests parties come to a group decision on this issue
Phase II
· Parties discussed the Scope of SIWG phase 2 diagram
· What is the utility DER system going to ask for?
· Parties suggested sending the new VoltVAR curve to the utility management system and they would allocate it appropriately
· Some parties assume the two red lightning bolts on the diagram are the same
· Frances wants to get the data packets nailed down so there is agreement on the level of detail that generally the standard packets would look like
· There can be special packets as well
· Common protocol
· Frances notes that a common protocol must be devised
· This is the next big discussion item that we must think about
· Parties discussed XML
· Some parties noted that they are not ready for XML just yet
· Some noted that XML doesn't make sense for direct communications
· SDG&E noted that there needs to be transit over encrypted channels
· Frances notes that encrypting is not necessarily the answer to all cyber security issues
· Authentication and integrity are the most important  
· Parties suggest that there be a low-cost solution for smaller systems
· There can be more dedicated networking for larger systems
· Frances suggest that the utilities get together and discuss different communication possibilities for different systems
· Parties suggest spending time discussing the plusses and minuses of each option but Frances doesn’t want to duplicate work that's gone into IEC work
· Frank agreed to send out IEC work
· Gateways
· Parties discussed utility gateways vs facility gateways
Next steps
· Discuss privacy next week
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