
WREGIS Policy Subcommittee Meeting

March 10, 2010
10:00 AM – 11:00 AM. (PDT)

11:00 AM – 12:00 PM. (MDT)

Conference Bridge #: (760)-569-6000

Pass code: 168380 #

Agenda
I. Convene

II. Introductions 
	John Pappas (PG&E)
	Jack King (WECC)
	Deric Whittenborn (Ellison Schneider and Harris)

	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)

	Bryan Gower (APX)
	Kate Zocchetti (CEC)
	Jason Marks (NMPRC)

	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)

	Linda Watts (SDG&E)
	Carrie Thompson (SCE)
	Kari Clark (Xcel)

	Sally Chen (SDG&E)
	Andy Brown (Ellison Schneider and Harris)
	Kip Pheil (ODOE)


III. Agenda Review 
A. Add 1 item to agenda for Kate Zocchetti Test Energy to section 5
B. Correction on minutes is Hillary Hebert with SDG&E
IV. Status Report
A. Inter-registry Working Group Update
1. Andrea “We are currently having informal conversations and as of yet we haven’t been able to get together but it is the plan to continue discussions because we all have interest in moving forward on this one.” 
2. Andrea is hoping to get a meeting together in the next 6 weeks or so. 
B. Incremental Resources Working Group Update
1. Kip Pheil – received some queries from people who have incremental resources to put in.
2. Kip asks - Should we move with the 2 facilities identified a while back or should we process someone else in. 
3. Andrea says we think we should process someone else in. We should let them go at their own pace and not force anybody if not ready to go but maybe we should expand and include biomass. Maybe we should discuss this. 
4. Kip mentions the second facility is a biomass but he has had request from a system modification plant. 
5. Kip hasn’t checked with the other 2 facilities to see if they are ready to get the ball rolling
6. Andrea says her feeling is if there is somebody else that is ready, let’s move them in
7. Suzanne asked Kip to check on the status of the first 2 facilities to see if they are ready. 
8. Andrea says requests will be referred to the states. 
9. We will go ahead and move forward with this. 
C. NERC E-tag Working Group Update
1. Nothing new on this. 
2. Language was being circulated to smaller working groups for approval and then will be submitted to larger working group. 
3. Sent to smaller group 2/22/10
D. APX Contract
1. Andrea says we did finally get APX proposal in 2 pieces. 
2. Last Friday we had a meeting with APX and the attorneys.
3. Our attorney is redlining the proposal and hoping to have back to Andrea by next Friday. Andrea will have it for a couple of days before she sends back to the APX attorneys. 
4. Suzanne mentions the CEC did approve the extension for the WECC/CEC contract this morning. 
a. Andrea will put this on the agenda for the board meeting in April. 
5. Kip asks if the contract team from the WREGIS committee had a chance to look at any of the documents being exchanged.
a. Suzanne says once the negotiations are done it will be submitted to the committee to look at. 
b. Andrea agrees with this and if we run into any issues she will go to the committee for advice but she will continue to manage the early details from WECC staff only. 
V. Other
A. Policy for moving generators between tracking systems / Rule on Transfer of Unit and Simultaneous Registration

1. Andrea – we got some really good feedback. Andrea mentions she really loves to hear from the stakeholders on these things. 
2. This rule was changed quite a bit with some exceptions. 
3. Suggestions from the group were incorporated. 
4. Andrea says it is a reasonable rule now. 
a. John agrees with this. He saw a couple of key changes made to this with the penalty removed and the rule exceptions. 
5. Jason asks the terminology about the distinct renewable standards – is this RPS?
a. Andrea says this is a typo and we could change this to renewable standards to make more generic
b. Can it be made more specific where it is required that if a generator is registered in 2 separate systems that the legal requirement that the generator must be registered in order to comply with separate and distinct terminology. Just make it clear that the generator has to be registered in both systems
c. Jason also has a question about geography to be in the WECC footprint?
d. Andrea says there is but there is a footnote to this that allows limited non-WECC generators to be registered in WREGIS
e. Andrea is going to tweak the language under sub-section 1 in terms of getting more specific 
f. Jason asks if the paragraph 1 is changed to add words that cannot be satisfied to add generation…..
g. Andy says his problem with this is the wording that says you have to deal with 2 separate systems and register generators in 2 separate systems.
h. John suggests looking further into drafting changes. He has put together some wording to say the generator must be simultaneously in 2 separate tracking systems to qualify.
i. Andy says he would like to look at the language – if you are putting in the standards some text that there is no other way to do this – this is the problem. Avoiding these types of risks is what he is trying to do. He likes the language as is. He would be agreeable to make something easier for the systems to set up transfers than to do this every year. 
ii. John asks Andrea is WREGIS have to do extra work to make sure there are no double counting
(a) Andrea says there will be wording that requires them to submit auditing documents and looking at their records and tract to ensure that they are following the rules. The plan is that everything will be registered in their systems. It would be a matter of looking at their NEVTRACK documentation and making sure that the certificates retired are matched up in WREGIS. 
iii. Kip says another modification to the language to say that when certificates in WREGIS are being retired in another account, they also have to be retired in WREGIS. Jeremy says it should also be put in there that all of the REC’s should be created in WREGIS. 
iv. Andy says the only caveat he has to that is that all certificates should be created in WREGIS also. 
v. John asks if we have any language changes to this. 
vi. Kip says you might want to have language that specifically says WREGIS certificates are retired in WREGIS
vii. Andrea asks Jason given the discussion is he satisfied with the language or does he still wants some changes made?
(a) Jason says he is satisfied with what Andy is requesting but his concern is future date that the rule only says it has compliance obligations in 2 systems. This is too general. 
(b) Andy says instead of the word different, put in the word none/integrated. 
6. Suzanne says Jason should draft up his changes and have Andy look at them before submitting to Andrea. 
B. Test Energy – 
1. Kate introduced the topic of Test Energy and WREGIS Protocols at the SAC meeting.
2. The current WREGIS protocol surrounding when WREGIS accepts a generating unit and starts processing is tagged to the COD date of the Generating unit. (see discussion from the SAC minutes)
3. The plan is to keep ideas coming to Kate and at the SAC meeting we will bring up the topic again. 
C. New Policy – Operating Rules
1. Draft rule for repeat contract defaults for non-payment of fees.
2. This rule that we are proposing is to help us deal with what we consider serial defaulters. Process is time consuming on our part.

3. We want to put a rule in to place that allows us to deal with serial defaulters and put the cost burden on the defaulter and not on WREGIS. 

4. This rule is beginner and needs comments. 

5. Jack King says he is in favor of the rule but there appears to be room for interpretation on the terminology of the 6 months

a. Andrea says we can change this and nail this down. 
6. John Pappas supports this rule but he wants clarification on if the account is suspended will the entity still be able to do what they do in the past. We should send a message and make sure they have motivation to continue payments but not make them unable to do anything to the past. 
7. Andrea says we have options on suspending the accounts – right now we inactivate logins for suspended status or default. 
8. John says this is good. 
9. Andrea set a date for March 31 for comments to be submitted. Submit to the WREGIS help desk and Mary will be the one working on this rule. 
VI. Topics for Upcoming Meeting
A. Review status reports and operating rules. 
B. E-mail chain for language changes on both rules coordinated through WREGIS staff and Kip Pheil– WREGIS staff will email to PSC group
VII.  Next PSC Meeting: April 14, 2010

