

WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

January 5, 2010
10:00 am - 11:00 am (PT)

11:00 am - 12:00 pm (MT)

Conference Bridge #: (760) 569-6000
Pass code: 168380 #
Agenda

I. Convene

II. Introductions (*Absent)

	Jan Pepper – Chair (Alameda Municipal Power)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)*
	Brian Gower (APX)

	Kip Pheil – Vice Chair (ODOE) 
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Kate Zocchetti (CEC)

	Steven Johnson (WUTC) (Secretary)*
	Catherine Grey (EWEB)
	Lorraine Gonzalez (CEC)*

	Suzanne Korosec * (CEC/WREGIS Committee)
	Carrie Plemons (PPM Energy)*


	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)

	John Pappas * (PGE/WREGIS Committee)
	Cathy Melton (Chelan County PUD)*
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Kari Chilcott Clark (XCEL Energy)*
	Randy Lobb (IPUC)*
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)

	Kristi Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Sean McBride (Raser Technologies)*
	Claudia Noffsinger (WREGIS)

	Katie Sloan (SCE)*
	Jennifer Martin (CRS)*
	Linda Watts (SDG&E) 

	Rob Campbell (Powerex)
	Lars Kvale (APX)
	Lisa Hopkins (Powerex) *

	Carrie Johnson - SCE
	Dean Cooley (Geysers) 
	Steve Rumbah (Megawatt Development) *

	Aaron Needham
	Derek Denniston
	Bob Temple - WAPA


III. Agenda Review 
IV. Items for review/comments
A. CCSC issues, update/discuss

1. Annual Generation Report (PCR 173)

a) Not much for us to do on SAC end of this all have been moved to APX for pricing  

2. System Certificate Retirement & Transfer Selection (PCR 175)

a) This has been moved to APX for pricing

b) This will be priced both ways – see minutes from CCSC meeting.

3. Revise aggregate meter & mixed fuel allocations (PCR 174)

a) This has been put on hold indefinitely.

B. Other
V. Other Items for discussion:
A. White Tags – gauge interest in near-term, long-term

1. Aaron Needham gave a rundown on white tags. 

2. Jan asks whether this is something that is necessary in the short term.

3. Jeremy mentions that the issue is the requirement that once it moves into a sub-account it has to be retired. He says he thinks this is premature for WREGIS to look at. There is no methodology for white tags.

4. Steve Johnson mentions that WA state does not have a relationship b/w the RPS and white tags. 

5. Discussion on the ability of WREGIS to provide this functionality

6. Steve mentions that we should wait until a state asks for this 

7. Jan suggest we table this for one year and check the status 

a) In the interim Aaron Needham will talk to possible participating states. 

B. Inter-Registry work group – update

1. Jan says there may be some movement on this in the next few weeks. 

2. Paper will be submitted to the ETNNA group at this time. 

3. Andrea mentions that we might not have everything done early Jan – we will put another update on the next meeting agenda

C. E-tag work group – update

1. November 23 was last meeting – 

2. Design of delivery certification system – NERC Tags and WREGIS certificates are joined in a retirement account and only the final entity can actually fuse these. 

3. Meeting this afternoon with smaller working group to look at possible solutions. These will then be pushed to a broader group. 

4. Update again at the next meeting. 

5. This is a PIR-165 subcommittee

D. WREGIS Contract Renewal updates

1. WREGIS at WECC


2. System Development & Support (APX)

a) Andrea says at the moment there is not much to do but be aware of the situation – we do have a task force to get something prepared, they will meet next week and hopefully we will have some more information at next month’s meeting

3. This will be for the APX and strategic planning for the completion of the WREGIS at WECC meeting

4. At the moment it remains a 3 person task force to make sure it moves quickly enough due to our tight schedule

5. Kip asks are there any members of the SAC that have strong thoughts on whether WREGIS should stay with WECC and APX.

a) Andrea mentions the only thing she has heard so far is in keeping things status quo. 

E. Reports - other tracking systems and applicability for WREGIS

1. Request that one of the reports in WREGIS be similar to one in MRETS

2. Are there reports designed in other systems that may be applicable for the WREGIS system. 

3. Lars mentions it makes more sense for those who have specific requests to ask if similar reports have been made for other systems. 

a) The new systems are not identical. 

b) Customizations of reports are in direct relation to specific requirements for compliance. 

4. Jan asks should we move forward on this –

a) Lars mentions at this point they have no idea what people are needing as far as reports unless specifically asked about specific issues. 

5. Linda w/ SDGE – was asking if they were going to get a copy of the MRETs report. 

F. New Topics

VI. Topics for Next Meeting
VII.  
Scheduled Meetings (10 – 11 am Pacific, 11 – noon Pacific): 

· January 5, 2010

· February 2, 2010

· March 2, 2010

· April 6, 2010

· May 4, 2010

· June 1, 2010

· July 6, 2010

· August 3, 2010

· September 7, 2010

· October 5, 2010

· November 2, 2010

· December 7, 2010
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