WREGIS Committee Meeting

Monday January 25, 2010

2:00 PM – 4:00 PM PT / 3:00 PM – 5:00 PM MT


	To join the meeting online:

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

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


http://wregis.na3.acrobat.com/wc/Agenda:
I.      Convene—John Pappas
II.       Introductions  
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Claudia Noffsinger (WREGIS)
	Jack King (WECC)
	John Pappas (PG&E) – Chair

	Jason Marks
	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Gregg Morris – Vice Chair

	Lorraine Gonzalez (CEC)
	Derek Denniston
	Kate Zocchetti (CEC) 

	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Bryan Gower (APX)
	Anne-Marie Cuneo 

	Katherine Graham (APX)
	Jan Hamrin (ETNNA)
	


III.       Agenda Review
A.       Approval of December 14, 2009 meeting minutes
1. Jason Marks- motions to approve


2. Jack King seconds the motion
3. Approved 7-0
IV. WREGIS Status Report

A. System Operations- (Bryan Gower)
1. Bryan – no major enhancements only minor bug fixes. 
B. Operations Report-  (Andrea Coon)
1. It’s been a busy month – we are up to 313 active approved account holders

2. We now have just over 1220 approved generators

V. Discussion about 2010 membership in ETNNA

A. John recuses himself from this item as he sits on the ETNNA Board
B. Gregg asks are we expected to make decisions.
C. John recalls at the in-person meeting in Las Vegas that the committee wanted to discuss and make a decision in January 2010. 

D. Jan says ETNNA has created 2 white papers, participated in the WREGIS workgroup on inter-registry transfers, and has facilitated advisory committees on the inter-registry and federal tracking system issues. The advisory committees have been in place for approximately 6 months. ETNNA has also been actively involved in the discussions regarding the federal renewable energy standard and have sent letters and discussion about capabilities of existing tracking systems rather than need to start over with new tracking system for federal RES purposes. 

E. Gregg mentions this is a $10,000.00 WREGIS budget item – which we are making a decision to continue or not. 

1. Jan mentions yes this is correct – at this point ETNNA’s money will run out in February and ETNNA is looking for additional funding from DOE for this purpose. 

F. Jack King mentions that this doesn’t seem like sufficient funds to run operations unless they do get additional funding.

1. Jan agrees and explains that ETNNA has no overhead or office fees that this would be essentially for her time and a small staff to help with writing minutes and scheduling calls. 

G. Jason asks if last year ETNNA received dues from WREGIS and MRETS

1. Jan replied yes but dues need to be paid again this year

2. Jason says his concern is that ETNNA is a trade association and that was the basis on why we went forward with paying last year – if the other tracking systems don’t find value in it then there is no value in it for us.

· Jan says if we want to put contingencies on our dues and hold until other tracking systems join that is okay

3. Jason asks how many tracking systems there are.
· Jan says 5 that have been in operation for a while and others that have just been starting. New England is not interested in participating unless there is a federal RES. 

4. Jan explained how ETNNA is showing value to the tracking systems. 

5. Jason proposes that we agree to a contingent membership with 2 other registry memberships participating and when these conditions are met then staff cuts the check. 

· Derek and Gregg agree that we can commit when we see a total of 3 of  the 5 established registries (a majority). 

· Suzanne asks what happens to the work that ETNNA is doing in the meantime.
(1) Jan says they are fundamentally are out of money once their DOE contract runs out. They basically can’t go further than this until they get funding in. 

· Jack wants to hear the motion one more time.

6. Jason motions that we agree to a contingent commitment of $10,000 dues at the time that ETNNA receives dues from 2 other registries or similar contingent commitments from 2 other registries. 

· Derek seconds this motion.

· Gregg calls for vote

(1) Approved 6-0 – they did not asked for any abstentions
(2) John did not vote
VI.       Stakeholder Advisory Committee Report 
A. No SAC representative on call to report
VII. Subcommittee Reports:
A. Operations Subcommittee-(OSC- Gregg Morris)
· Items for approval
1. No items for approval

· Items for review
1. Monthly Budget Report

· Jack asks if we are sliding behind on base case revenue projections

(1) Andrea mentions we build in equivalent of load growth over the year so we expect collecting less up front so we are actually ahead of what we expect at the beginning of the year
· Jason mentions we are under-spending on everything again

· Gregg mentions we are currently saving on labor but that will change once we start hiring.

· John mentions he checked with Melanie Frye on the status of the director position hiring and was informed it is still ongoing, there is not yet a date on when it will conclude, but the process is continuing to move forward. 

(1) Jack’s impression is they are near a recommendation. 

· John asks how close the CEC is to issuing guidelines on the retirement of WREGIS certificates for RPS compliance in California.  (The retirement of certificates for the 2008 compliance year can begin once the guidelines are in place.)
(1) Kate Zocchetti mentions the CEC is meeting on a weekly schedule for the RPS compliance to move processes along, they do not want to hold anything up. We are planning on sending out draft instructions. 
2. Change Control Budget

· This is so we can be informed enough to come up with a change control budget
B. Policy Subcommittee-(PSC- Suzanne Korosec)
· Items for approval
1. Currently no items for approval

· Items for review
1. Looked at costs for CCSC items for approval and determined they met the criteria for funding. 

· Updates:
1. APX Contract

2. WREGIS Policy for generators transferring from one tracking system to another.
· No specific instance of this occurring however there was an inquiry that brought to mind the idea of what would happen if generators decided to be in more than one tracking system at the same time. 
· A draft policy has been posted on the website and Andrea is taking comments.   

C. Change Control Subcommittee- (CCSC- Anne-Marie Cuneo)
· Items for approval
(1) PCR-166

(2) PCR-167

(3) PCR-168

(4) PCR-169

(5) PCR-170

(6) PCR-171 – PCR 166 thru 171 total $12,420. 
(a) Anne-Marie recommends approval for these items

(b) Jack moves for approval

(c) Anne-Marie seconds the motion
(d) Approved 7-0
(7) PCR-173 -  Total $3,240 
(a) Jason moves to approve

(b) Jack seconds the motion
(c) Approved 7-0

(8) PCR-175 – Total $11,000

(a) Suzanne moves for approval

(b) Anne-Marie seconds the motion
(c) Approved 7-0

(9) PCR-176 – Submitted by Lars Kvale

(a) Katherine explained that the portfolio access is a service that will allow account holders that have an account in both MRETs and WREGIS, for example, to be able to view in one place account balances and not have to log into multiple registries to see account information. Additional features would allow account holders to initiate services back to WREGIS and to also retire certificates from their portfolio.

(a) John ask about risks to WREGIS with this proposed service.

(b) One risk is that we are allowing WREGIS confidential info to be used by APX. 

(c) Another concern is with pulling data on behalf of the account holder. The account holder would have to consent to have their data pulled. 

(d) The concern is that there is a contract that will have to be executed in addition with APX to recuse their rights within the WREGIS Terms of Use (TOU) contract. 

(e) WREGIS would have to take the current contract (TOU) through legal – and APX would have to cover the cost. 

(f) Jason mentions the vendor needs to be independent. That way the WREGIS system doesn’t favor one company over another and this should be a requirement. 

(i) John agrees with this. 

(ii) Jason advises system be used by proxy.

(iii)  Andrea says WREGIS staff has not yet formed an opinion on this issue, but we are concerned about legal ramifications.

(iv) Anne-Marie is concerned about legal issues as well and wants to send to legal for review
(v) John and Jason would like to acquire more information and obtain a legal review before we take to legal. Andrea will begin this process.

(vi) Jason will not approve unless it is a public Application Programming Interface (API) accessible by similar service providers and not just for APX. Gregg agrees with Jason’s comments.
· Items for review

D. Working Group Updates:

1. QRE Working Group- No report
2. Incremental Working Group – No report
3. NERC E-Tag Working Group-No report
John would like to move these items back to the PSC portion of the agenda for next meeting.

E. Contract Task Force

1. Suzanne provided an update on the Task Force activities relating to the expiration of both the CEC/APX contract and the CEC/WECC contract. 
a. The CEC/APX contract expires in June 2010, but can be extended to October 15, 2010, by a letter from the CEC to APX.  For the period beyond October 15, 2010, WECC can either negotiate directly with APX to continue the contract or release a new solicitation.  Regarding a new solicitation, Suzanne noted that the CEC was unable to locate other bidders for the original contract and there is no reason to suppose that has changed. Therefore, the Task Force recommends WECC work with APX to obtain a proposal for a new contract, and asked WREGIS staff to work with WECC attorneys and APX to begin that process.
b. The CEC/WECC Contract ends March 2011. CEC staff has prepared a request for a one-year no-cost time extension to March 2012. The extension needs to be approved by CEC.  WREGIS would then seek WECC’s approval at the April 2010 Board of Director’s Meeting. 
c. Current WREGIS governance is a function of the WECC/CEC contract. Once the WECC/CEC contract expires, WECC may choose to govern WREGIS differently. The Task Force recommends that it work with WREGIS and WECC staff over the next year to develop recommendations for WREGIS governance once the contract expires in 2012. 
d. John agrees with this process moving forward. John asked Andrea to update the Committee on the status of efforts with WECC staff on getting a letter from WECC indicating WECC’s interest in keeping WREGIS as WECC. Andrea mentions that a letter has been drafted and waiting for Legal to “work their magic”.
2. Jack King agreed with the timing and process as well.

3. John would like to see a time line for the next WC meeting to track the status of the activities recommend by the Task Force.
VII.     Other items to be reviewed: 
A. Discussion about committee election.

1. The two positions up for election are: 
· Industry - Generating Unit 
(1) currently occupied by Gregg 
· Industry - Load Serving Entity
(1) currently occupied by John
2. WREGIS Committee 2010 Election Schedule and Rules will be posted on the website by COB today

VIII. Topics for Upcoming Meeting
IX. Next WREGIS Committee Meeting: Monday, February 22, 2010 
X.       Comments from Listeners
XI.      Adjourn 

