WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

April 6, 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 (Jan Pepper, SAC)
II. Introductions
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)
	Bryan Gower (APX)

	Kristi Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Charlie Jenkins (RenewedCurrent)

	Bob Temple (WAPA)
	James Webb (APX)
	Rob Campbell (Powerex)

	Kate Zochetti (CEC)
	Kip Pheil (Oregon Department of Energy)
	Mary Schaeffer (PSE)

	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Steve Johnson (WUTC)
	Dean Cooley (Geysers)

	Kari Thompson (SCE)
	Jan Pepper (Alameda Municipal Power)
	John Pappas (PG&E)

	Tina Calilung (Ormat)
	Simon Chang (SCE)
	Sze Lim (PG&E)

	Catherine Graham (APX)
	John Pran (PG&E)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)

	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	


III. Agenda Review

IV. Items for review/comments
A. Brief report from March 22 WREGIS Committee Meeting (Kip Pheil, SAC) – see WC meeting minutes for details.
1. California RPS Tradable REC decision
i. There will be some CEC process and protocol to be worked out. 
2. Retro-REC WREGIS process
3. WREGIS Staffing Changes
4. Approved PCR 177 & PCR 178 (NERC E-Tags field; Compliance report RPS Program ID) - $2,025.00
5. Contract Task Force
6. API Integrated Registry Management

B. WREGIS Committee Elections (Andrea Coon, WREGIS)
1. Thank the participants in the elections 

2. We had better turnout in the generator category this year than ever

3. Greg Morris was re-elected after close race and John Pappas was re-elected also for 2 year term.

4. John has indicated he will not be running for chairman this year so that change will be happening within the next 3 weeks or so. 

C. E-Tag Work Group (Rob Campbell)
1. Meeting in January – Rob will try to send out his white paper this week. 

2. PCR-177 addresses this in the short term but this is a chronic issue. 

3. Schedule meeting in the next couple of weeks
4. Rob will send white paper and list of who is on the working group to Bobbie. This will go to the SAC. 

D. Test Energy (Kate Zocchetti, CEC)
1. Discussed at the previous SAC meeting (see minutes for details)

2. The commercial online date is used to determine when they can start accepting generation for a WREGIS certificate. 

i. Issue is that some RPS contracts include test energy

ii. How can WREGIS certificates be issued for test energy, which is energy generated before the commercial online date

3. Kate mentioned she asked for stakeholder ideas for other sticking points that would work – Kate got a few responses via e-mail

i. QRE test energy is based off what the agreement with the QRE is. 

1. Jeremy asked for clarification – Andrea explained that one of the required fields to have the unit approved is the commercial online date. It is one of the determining factors of when the systems will create certificates. 

2. Kate asks Andrea about doing a functionality change for this

a. Andrea says we definitely could but one of the reasons why we wouldn’t is because the analyst at the CEC wanted this as a safeguard so that the new facilities could not claim generation prior to going online. 

b. Andrea clarifies that this would be a system change however whether this is a large or a small issue is not something that she can address. 

c. This is only an issue for new systems that are starting up, not for older systems that have been online for some time because this is based on when they register with WREGIS. 

d. One of the questions we have to figure out is, if we are not going to use the COD, then what are we going to use. 

ii. Jeremy asks- could we use a “Start of Generation” date, that would be verified by a energy flow and a meter read? 

1. Andrea says this would need to be run through APX and find out what the cost would be to us. 

2. Energy flow date is a bright line and verifiable. 

iii. Linda Watts from SDG&E sent following suggestions to Kate
1. Use the date when the Interconnection Agreement to operate in parallel with the grid, or participating generator agreement with ISO, is signed as a possible date after which test energy could be accepted as this requires proof of insurance
a. Dates anticipated do not meet the online date about 90% of the time. 

b. John doesn’t see this as a problem because we just want a date that is verifiable.

c. WREGIS staff opposes this 

2. Meter Service Agreement & Participating Generator Agreement w/CAISO to obtain a meter and a Resource ID. 

3. Master File that they work with CAISO to complete.
iv. Anne Marie-Cuneo sent following suggestions to Kate
1. Station usage is reported directly to Nevada’s tracking program and counted towards RPS. Nevada’s system starts issuing credits as soon as the facility has registered. If they register prior to COD, generator is inspected and if it complies with the regulations, then credits are issued as soon as generation occurs.
v. Kip Pheil suggests

1. Test energy has not been raised by Oregon utility or generator. Since Oregon uses WREGIS, supports change to WREGIS to accept test energy for WREGIS Certificates and RPS.
vi. Kate Zochetti suggests

1. Submit documentation of “Notice to Proceed” between developer and owner. This Notice shows that there is evidence of financing for the project. California RPS supports changes to WREGIS to accept test energy for WREGIS Certificates and RPS and does not support a dual accounting system for this purpose.

vii. Andrea suggests

1.  – change the functionality so that the system would allow RECS to be created for generators up to 75 days prior to the COD within the current guidelines within how that is accepted. 

2. Would this be enough for the people in the development cycle?

3. John doesn’t think this will be enough. 

4. Could we make the solution retroactive to when the generation did come online?

5. Andrea says this would be the first date that the generator could document that energy is flowing from the generator. Something that could be documented fairly readily. 

6. APX would have to be put in a new data field

7. New generators would be treated slightly different than existing.

8. Staff would have to make note and follow up on each and every one of these and make note of these to follow up on databases. 

9. One of the reasons we ask for COD is to make sure these generators are not double registering. We have people ask for double registering. If we are approving a unit that starts at first energy flow then staff will have to follow that unit until it goes to COD. 

4. Andrea mentions that there are 2 viable options that we can put out for ideas from listeners

i. Energy flow date and putting in an additional date

1. We would be looking for guidance from SAC
ii. The option of going back to the open reporting period.  Need to find out if 75 days prior to COD is sufficient or not.   Asked that comments be sent to Andrea and Kate Zochetti. 
E. Change Request – API for automated downloads – Owen Goldstrom / John Pappas

1. Getting data out of WREGIS is a manually intensive process – we are looking to get automatic downloads

2. Owen – see document for details – looking for comments

i. Mary wants to know where the meter reports listed on the request are from

1. The account holder or the QRE account

ii. Andrea asks that they make the change to label these reports the way they are labeled in WREGIS

iii. PG&E are recommending the level of security lines so that only the people accessing this should be able to see it.
iv. Jamie Sims – BPA is re-forwarding a request (PCR 159) for mass transfers

1. Andrea says the PG&E request is going to need to stay in SAC until the changes are made. This will need to go for comment in SAC before it goes to change control. 

2. Jamie Sims may want to bring his back to SAC to see if other account holders are interested. 

v. Andrea suggests leaving the change request - API for automated downloads in SAC and requesting comments – get a level of interest because change control will ask for this and that will save a step. 

1. PG&E will update the request and Bobbie will send a query to the SAC for comments and this will be posted and discussed at the next meeting. 
F. From WREGIS staff: We are going to be holding a Certificate Transfer Selection (batch transfer functionality) training the first week in May. This new system functionality looks like it’s really going to be useful. If you want to be added to the list make sure you send us an e-mail let us know and we will try to include everyone.  We will also be sending an email with the details on how to register.
V. Topics for Next Meeting
VI. Scheduled Meetings (10-11 am Pacific, 11-noon Mountain):
A. May 4 , 2010
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