WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

July 6, 2010
10:00 am - 11:00 am (PT)

11:00 am - 12:00 pm (MT)

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

Minutes
I. Convene (Jan Pepper, SAC)
II. Introductions
	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Kate Zochetti (CEC)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)

	Kip Pheil (ODOE)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)

	Claudia Noffsinger (WREGIS)
	James Webb (APX)
	Katherine Graham (APX)

	Rob Campbell (Powerex)
	Jan Pepper (SVP)
	Jennifer Lange (CSG)

	Robin Quarrier (CRS)
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Steven Weisenberg

	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Charlie Jenkins (RenewedCurrent)
	Morgan Hansen (Morgan Stanley)

	Steve Johnson (WUTC)
	Derek Denniston (Alta Power Group)
	Dean Cooley (Geysers)


III. Agenda Review

IV. Items for review/comments
A. Brief report from June 28 WREGIS Committee Meeting (Kip Pheil, SAC)
1. APX/WECC contract approved by Committee up to WECC Board for approval. 

2. Budget work started for fiscal year 2011
i. Overhead costs for WREGIS has increased

ii. APX contract is now being carried by WREGIS budget
B. E-Tag Work Group (Rob Campbell)

1. Report on May 29 Working Group
i. Meeting at end of May - group put out 2 proposals for changing the method of associating delivery data with WREGIS certificates. Quite a bit of discussion on these and result of this meeting

ii. We have gone back and tried to build a consolidated proposal that proposes a use case

iii. Updated change request and use case will go to working group for discussion on the 20th of July. 
iv. Jan asks if this is something that can be posted on the discussion board

v. Rob says yes the initial items have been posted on the board and the result is the updated change request and use case which was sent to the WREGIS staff to be posted last Friday
2. Report on Stakeholder Responses to White Paper
C. Test Energy, PCR 186 (Kate Zocchetti, CEC & Jeremy Weinstein, PacifiCorp)
1. Update discussions from June PSC & CCSC meetings
i. WREGIS staff is strongly inclined to say that retroactivity should be confined to a year. Jeremy is inclined to refer to WREGIS staff on this. 

ii. This will be discussed again at the next PSC meeting 
2. Further Discussion
i. Robin asks if you could explain the double claiming and how it falls in line with what you have right now

ii. Jeremy says there should be a process in place. Has suggested a Public posting of certificates issued that are retroactively created. 

iii. Robin says Green-E does not just take attestations; they “audit” the company. Robin agrees a Public posting is a good idea and would alleviate some of their fears.

iv. Kate asks if there is a way to tell if a certificate is retroactive by looking at the COD on the certificate. Mary stated that COD is only available on the certificate details and not available to everyone. It was discussed to make buyers aware that they may be buying retroactive REC’s. Mary stated this option is already available on the certificate you need to drill down to it and view it on the certificate details. Robin says they have outside auditors, but they sometimes miss important items. They also do have audit sampling procedures. Mary stated that WREGIS is open to suggestions as to what is being audited. Mary and Robin will discuss after meeting. Robin states that the voluntary market does provide public organizations for RPS that the company submits oversight body to insure generators are not submitting as RPS compliant and this information is sent out. Concerns about paper attestations allowing double counting. Jeremy suggests that WREGIS may have to take responsibility for accepting a “fraudulent” item.

3. Next steps

i. Will be discussed at PSC and CCSC meetings next week and also asking for comments through Friday

D. API for Automated Downloads, PCR 181 (Mary Frantz, WREGIS)

1. To APX for costing (June CCSC)
2. Status

E. Mass REC Transfer via data file upload, PCR 159 (Mary Frantz, WREGIS)
1. To APX for costing (June CCSC)

2. Status

i. To PSC for decision of who pays for this change

F. Retro-REC WREGIS Process (Kip Pheil, Oregon)

1. Preliminary Data collection

i. Kip has started to hear from Oregon utilities on the amount of data that will be collected for retro certificates

ii. Most of the data will be from Oregon three largest utilities

2. Intersect PCR 186

i. Jennifer from CRS – what is the process moving forward on 186

1. Mary says PCR 186 will be further discussed at the PSC and CCSC meetings as there are items that still need to be flushed out. 

ii. Jennifer asks if PCR 186 is coming back to the SAC level

1. Suzanne says she doesn’t think it will need to come back to the SAC. We are hoping to get something resolved but we are unsure as to how long it will take to come up with a solution. 
G. In-person SAC (Jan Pepper, SAC)

1. Suggested in conjunction with annual in-person WREGIS Committee
2. Tentative Dates, Location for Annual WC?
i. On the WC agenda to talk about at the end of this month
ii. Last year the WC in-person meeting was held in November and the previous year it was held in October. The WC in-person meeting usually spans 2 days, starting and ending mid day. 

iii. John says at the last meeting there was a desire expressed to have more involvement with the stakeholders. 

3. Discussion

i. Is there interest in having a meeting

ii. What would we discuss at the meeting?

1. John says a good topic would be for the different users of WREGIS to discuss some of the areas that are working well and what areas need improvement. 

a. Suzanne agrees with this. 

2. Dean Cooley says one thing that was beneficial was when the WC asked for SAC input at the end of their meeting. 

3. John Pappas suggests SAC members share their user tips with each other on the WREGIS system. 

a. Mary says we can use the WREGIS demo system if needed.

b. John suggests longtime users make presentations (shortcuts)

4. Mary suggested for those who would not be able to travel that the meeting could also be available as a web conference as the WC meeting was last year.
a. Kristie agreed and liked that option last year as she was unable to travel to the meeting.

V. Topics for Next Meeting
A. Jeremy suggests
1. Another idea is one of transfer alternatives and is to do a forward certificate transfer which is irrevocable. 
2. One of the advantages of an irrevocable transfer are there are no questions in place
3. How do people react to the concept of an irrevocable forward certificate transfer. Jeremy will lead this discussion
VI. Scheduled Meetings (10-11 am Pacific, 11-noon Mountain):

· August 3, 2010

· September 7, 2010
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