Energy Usage Data Working Group Notes-Oct 29, 2015
Data Requirements for Communication between the Sponsor and the Utilities
· NYSEG/RG&E described process where customer, account and allocation data would be transmitted in an Excel spreadsheet with a minimum of 4 tabs, to include a site tab with site related data and an account tab with account related data, presumably containing the allocations per account. Kasi described an initial submission 60 days prior to interconnection, a monthly submission 30 days prior to effect, and an annual submission. 
· Tom Tansey from Sunspec suggested a RESTful API for future use given low cost and wide support from a number of industries including the renewable industry.
· Uniformity in data requirements and file exchange protocols across all NY utilities is encouraged.
· A unique and consistent template for the request and receipt of historical consumption data should be made available by the utilities.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]National Fuel asked if the usage data sought for community DG was electric usage data only.  The working group confirmed that it was.
Utility System Capabilities
· Most of the utilities report the ability to exchange data in a manner similar to NYSEG/RG&E.
· Most utilities are capable of utilizing Green Button API but most do not currently have Green Button Connect capability, which is necessary for two-way data transfer between utility and sponsor.
Utility Data Availability
· According to the PSC, Identification and verification of LMI accounts is an issue being discussed in another working group and this group will rely on the PSC to define what an LMI account is and how it is to be identified and verified within the context of data exchange between sponsors and utilities. 
· The PSC has discussed LMI indicators on individual utility invoices that could be used by sponsors to identify LMI accounts.
· Are there LMI specific indicators outside of APP/HEAP that can be utilized? Acquisition of historic usage data for satellites may be available by the utilities but privacy and consent by the satellite is of significant concern.
· Sponsors should obtain authorized consent from each satellite prior to requesting the transfer of satellite account information from a utility to a sponsor. 
· Additional documentation or some level of documentation from a sponsor may be requested by a utility in order to ensure secure transfer. 
· Details of any additional documentation needed from a sponsor should be clearly conveyed by the utilities.
· Sponsors are considered responsible for LMI verification, though it remains unclear as to how sponsors would obtain this sensitive information.
· Further discussion is needed as to how satellite audits would be conducted by utilities.
· LMI status further complicated by disconnect between two load zones/territories.
· How are sponsors and utilities made aware of LMI status changes?

Transmission protocol
· NYSEG/RG&E intends to use secure email for transmission of XLS files. Proposed near term solutions for data transfer are secure FTP and secure email, however, Project Economics mentioned how XLS and batch processing could be cumbersome for utilities to process prior to host and satellite validation and approval.
· Proposed long term solutions for data transfer includes transmission of data via RESTful web interface API (e.g., Green Button Connect). EDI is considered overly complex and expensive, and a significant market barrier for small and large sponsors, given the lack of developers familiar with this antiquated technology.

