
WREGIS Policy Subcommittee Meeting

June 9th, 2010
1:00 PM – 2:00 PM. (PDT)

2:00 PM – 3:00 PM. (MDT)

Conference Bridge #: (760)-569-6000

Pass code: 168380 #

Minutes
I. Convene

II. Introductions 
	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)
	Jack King (WECC)

	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)

	Claudia Noffsinger (WREGIS)
	John Pappas (PG&E)
	James Webb (APX)

	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Deric Whittenborn (Sierra Pacific Power)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)

	Lorraine Gonzalez (CEC)
	Aaron Needham (Hybrid Energy Homes)
	Kate Zochetti (CEC)

	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Simon Chang (SCE)
	


III. Agenda Review 
IV. Status Report
A. Inter-registry Transfers Update
1. No status update. 
B. Incremental Resources Working Group Update
1. No status update

2. When the data form went out from Chelan there was no notice that went to the program administrators. 

3. Andrea will be sending this notice out

C. NERC E-tag Working Group Update
1. Comments were due on white paper on 05/27/2010
2. Several comments received. 
3. Andrea says the next step was Rob was going to rework the PCR to clarify what was requested but we haven’t seen anything on this yet.
a. The paper needs to go back to the working group or to SAC
b. Rob Campbell was going to call Suzanne to discuss taking it directly through change control instead of PSC
i. We haven’t seen anything as of yet
c. Suzanne asked if anybody had a problem with not taking this through policy.
i. No comment so this will go through CCSC. 
4. Andrea says we had good participation at the last meeting. 
D. APX Contract
1. Andrea says contract is going well at this point. 
a. WECC/ WREGIS counsel,  APX counsel, APX analyst  and Andrea have another meeting on Thursday and we expect to have a final document to bring before the WREGIS committee at the end of the month. If approved by WC, it will then be ready to take to the WECC Board meeting in July.
V. Other
A. Andrea mentions that a question that will be on the CCSC agenda is where is the cutoff for the CEC paying for the upgrades of the system. 
1. Suzanne thinks work has to be completed before the contract term.

2. Lorraine asks that Andrea e-mail that question to her so that she can run it by the Legal staff. 

a. Andrea will do this and can be discussed at change control next week because this might affect the speed by when items are completed. 
VI. Topics for Upcoming Meeting
A. Jeremy – is there anything that in terms of process for change control that he needs to do for PCR 186.
1. Andrea says if we decide to go ahead with this change, we probably want to talk about how far back we want to plan for this. 
2. This to go on the agenda for next month 

3. Comment on the website and add to the next meeting

a. Andrea says submit preference and rational for this. 

4. John thinks that unless there is a technical restraint to going back to January of 2007 it doesn’t seem like a big stretch

a. Andrea says there is no mechanism to even do this right now. 

b. Andrea would argue that we wouldn’t want to go further back than the current adjustment period. 

c. Suzanne says the technical restraint would need to be changed through the software.

i. Andrea agrees with this. 

ii. Andrea suggested looking at the website at comments that have come in. There is some concern regarding double counting. Also keep in mind that the further back we start allowing retros to come in the more expensive because staff will have to implement some heavy auditing to keep from double counting.

iii. Mary Frantz mentions there is also a burden on the account holder for issuance the retirement fees.

d. Suzanne asks if this would be a case where we decide to go back further than the 2 year period that the customer would bear the cost of this.
i. John says this would be what he is thinking

ii. Andrea says the number of hours that WREGIS staff puts in for hiring outside there will still have to be a charge to check all of this.  Andrea prefers that the people who are asking to have certificates back loaded pay for this.

iii. Suzanne agrees that this might cast some doubt on the system’s reliability as a whole

(a) Kate at the CEC and WREGIS staff definitely share this concern. 

e. Andrea asks that stakeholders that want to comment on this issues

i. Timeline

ii. Rational of why this is reasonable

iii. Conversation about auditing techniques for double counting. 

f. Suzanne asks that this go on the request for comments page

i. Mary says the timeline and the auditing issue – the date begins on the date when the audit has been completed – retroactivity would be from the date the audit is complete. 

ii. Kari agrees with this from a technical point of view but from a user point of view her concern is the auditor draws out the process so maybe we can establish some guidelines

iii. Mary says yes there would be guidelines that both the account holder and the auditor need to meet. 

iv. Andrea says if we do use external auditors we may not go the route of a WREGIS audit. 

v. Kari asks how we would prioritize workload if the audit was through WREGIS

(a) Andrea says this would be hard to figure right now because we do have a daily workload. 

vi. Jeremy says WREGIS staff should have a lot of flexibility of where the cost should be assigned – the customer should have the option of saying “let me solve this with money”

vii. Mary suggests coming up with a matrix. 
VII.  Next PSC Meeting: July 14, 2010

