

NERC E-Tag Working Group Agenda
September 10, 2009
9:00 a.m.-10:00 a.m. (PT)
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	To join the meeting online:

	http://wregis.na3.acrobat.com/wc/
Conference Call information:

Conference Bridge #: (616)-597-8000

Pass code: 168380 #


Agenda

I.      Convene

II.       Introductions

III.       Agenda Review
1. Test Overall Goal 

2. Review Aug 4 Memo (and existing system)

3. Add to Key Issues List 

4. Propose overall list of functionality goals

5. Working Group organization and next steps (including timing)

IV.       Overall Goal
Redevelop the WREGIS delivery functionality to accommodate broader range of delivery and tracking needs for associating deliveries of renewable energy into member jurisdictions. These efforts are in response to PIR 165 

· Working Group Task 1: Develop a new list of requirements such that APX can scope changes to the functionality of the system. 

V. Key Functionality Issues with current upload system:
(For efficiency, please articulate additional items ahead of time, if possible)

1. Does not allow Marketers (i.e. non-RPS regulated entities) to import into a Power Pool on behalf of an RPS regulated entity and then transfer them title of an eligible delivery.
2. Cumbersome for "Banking" - Difficult for LSE's to import, bank and use for future compliance years under current implementation. 

VI.
Questions:


Considering the August 4th memo as a proposal for a new structure for the upload functionality then:
1. Does the proposal (at a conceptual level) capture everyone's needs?  Would it meet the needs of other jurisdictions looking to set up a system similar to California's?

Do the contemplated design changes accommodate verification of simultaneous delivery?   How would the design requirements vary to accommodate simultaneous delivery?

2. Possible concerns with the proposal (this will inform the key issues list, feel free to add or delete)

a) NERC tag data confidentiality?  Much of the data in NERC tags is confidential but the current WREGIS upload many of the pieces of the tag are public (as per NAESB standards)


Proposal - split off a group to work on tag confidentiality

b) Concerns about "retirement" of attributes?

Proposal - split off a group to work on whether or not the "registry" of an import is equivalent to retirement of a portion of green attributes.

3. Would the current OATI/WIT query need to change?

VII.   Topics for Next Meeting

