

WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

March 2, 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
	Kip Pheil – ODOE
	Suzanne Korosec - CEC
	Bryan Gower – APX

	Hillary Hebert – SDG&E 
	Kate Zochetti - CEC
	Tracy Dugas – Grays Harbor

	Mary Schaeffer - PSE
	Carrie Johnson – SCE
	Kristie Sharp – PacifiCorp

	Jamie Sims - BPA
	John Pappas – PG&E
	Dean Cooley - Geysers

	Kari Clark – Xcel
	Bill Reinwald – PG&E
	Charlie Jenkins - Renewed Current

	Andrea Coon – WREGIS
	Mary Frantz – WREGIS
	Claudia Noffsinger – WREGIS

	Bobbie Jessop - WREGIS
	Linda Watts – SDG&E
	


III. Agenda Review
A. Item E. added

IV. Items for review/comments
A. Brief report from Feb 22 WREGIS Committee Mtg

1. EcoLogo Program
i) Now functioning in WREGIS as a generator.
2. OSC schedule change
i) OSC monthly meetings went to quarterly meetings. See meeting minutes for more details. 
3. GU Simultaneous Registry Registration & Transfers Rule
i) Deadline date for comments was the 26th 
ii) Will be on the PSC agenda on the 10th. 
4. Contracts Task Force Activity
i) See February 2010 background materials for the WREGIS Contract Milestones spreadsheet is 
ii) John asks if we have received a proposal from APX.
a. Andrea says we did receive it however it was not complete but we are continuing forward.

b. There is a significant appendix missing that outlines the service levels. APX has been e-mailed and they have assured Andrea that she will have it prior to the meeting with the lawyers on Friday. 
5. Election
i) Andrea gave rundown on schedule. Candidate statement forms are due and will be posted at COB today. 
B. Inter-Registry Work Group – John gave update. 
1. Process is wrapped up for now.
2. Kari Clark reported no real decision for which way to go but at this point it is on hold because of financial issues with ETNNA. 
3. Andrea mentions we have four systems that have indicated interest in continuing discussions independently – WREGIS, MRETS, PJM and ERCOT and possibly NEPOOL. 

a. John asks if we will eventually have some kind of pilot to transfer RECs. 

b. Andrea says until we continue discussions this is really hard to say. 

4. APX has indicated that they will not participate in conversations because of conflict of interest. 
C. E-Tag Work Group 

1. Rob Campbell sent an updated concept paper last week to a sub-group & is waiting on comments.
D. Retro-REC process for Oregon RPS (other Compliance or Voluntary? ; 
GU Registry Transfer link)

1. Oregon allows REC banking from Jan 2007 forward. With startup issues, etc., expect REC output from some GU between Jan 2007 to, roughly, Dec 2008 that could be captured for the Oregon RPS
i) Are there other programs that perceive a need to get retroactive RECs?
ii) How much of this is related to the North American Renewable Registry (NARR) system because it is easier to get a retro REC completed. 

iii) Is it possible to modify the WREGIS structure to match the NARR to match the retroactive REC’s

iv) John would support increasing the flexibility of WREGIS. Gave rundown on some internal situations
a. Hilary agrees with this and is interested in pursuing this. 

2. Kip asks if Suzanne or Kate has any thoughts on how it would impact them

i) Kate says they have been discussing this internally and ask about the functionality in WREGIS where a REC is retired and finding where meter data is incorrect isn’t there an entry for moving forward where you can adjust the meter log?

ii) Andrea says of course you can do an adjustment as long as you are within the 2 year adjustment period you are allowed. So yes there is a remedy for this. Similar situation with an increase. 

3. Kate mentions that they are considering using WREGIS compliance report, it will show the vintage and retirement date. You can hold in your account up to 3 years and they will report to CEC both these dates. You can retire a 2009 REC in a 2011 compliance year. 
4. Bryan Gower with APX asks John for clarification – what he is talking about is adjusting the ability to load generation for a new WREGIS generation back beyond the compliance data. 

i) John agrees with this.

5. Charlie Jenkins mentions that this problem will eventually go away. 

i) John says yes he thinks it will probably go away but you will have the problem with new generators

6. Kip mentions that there are probably some generators in one place that do not realize they are eligible for another place. What is the flexibility that APX has with the NARR system for the changes that it has. It would be a good idea to understand what the NARR system is capable of doing that WREGIS cannot and then hold a meeting at a later date to discuss.

i) Andrea mentions that UT is of the same mind as Charlie Jenkins comments that this will eventually work itself out. 

7. John asks Bryan Gower if there are differences in the systems
i) Bryan says from a policy perspective, the MRETS system is similar to the WREGIS system. 

a. They have the same rule regarding the current reporting period. 

b. NARR’s technical rules have been put in place to allow 2 years back  but currently there are no government rules to restrict activity. NARR felt they have to put a limit on it somewhere and allow administration going forward. 

c. Certificate creation discussion. 

E. Test Energy excluded under existing WREGIS protocol?

1. Current WREGIS protocol is that generation from the current operation date (COD) can be put in. 

2. Kate says before they used WREGIS all generation would be reported and verified. 
i) Before a facility is actually live with the grid there is a testing phase to make sure a facility is working properly and not going to damage the grid. So until a facility claims a current operation date the generating unit owner needs to submit to WREGIS saying they are claiming commercial operation and WREGIS would approve as registered in WREGIS and generation within that current month would start to be tracked going forward. The problem is that generation can be up to a year the prior date. Utilities are concerned that they are going to lose the test energy. 
a. Andrea and CEC staff identified the current operation date as a way to begin things within WREGIS – as this is a date that is claimed to other agencies but now that this problem is identified they are looking at another date that could be identified in WREGIS. 
b. Kip has a question for the facilities – when does the QRE first have to know for the test energy

ii) Kristie with PacifiCorp – says this is an extremely critical issue because they were never clear on what the RPS allows within each state. They discreetly track the commercial energy with the QRE energy on the back side. 

a. John says he will do some research on this to see if there is another milestone date that will reflect test generation. 

b. Linda with SDG&E has to fill out a master file and the CEC issues an RPS certification number. 

3. Kate Zochetti asks that all thoughts and conversations be directed towards her and we can continue as an agenda item for the next meeting. And to be added to the PSC meeting. 

V. Topics for Next Meeting
VI. Next Meeting (10-11 am Pacific, 11-noon Mountain):
· April 6, 2010
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