
WREGIS Policy Subcommittee Meeting

July 14th, 2010
10:00 AM – 11:00 AM. (PDT)

11:00 AM – 12:00 PM. (MDT)

Conference Bridge #: (760)-569-6000

Pass code: 168380 #

Minutes
I. Convene

II. Introductions 
	Kate Zocchetti (CEC)
	Jack King (WECC)
	John Pappas (PG&E)

	Suzanne Korosec (CEC)
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Deric Wittenborn (ESH)

	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Kip Pheil (ODOE)

	Aaron Needham (Hybrid Energy Homes)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Cheryl Garret (WREGIS)
	Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)
	James Webb (APX)

	Sara Kamins (CPUC)
	Melissa Lyons (Chelan PUD)
	Lorraine Gonzales (CEC)


III. Agenda Review  

IV. Status Report
A. Inter-registry Transfers Update -  
1. Andrea will start up conversations with APX again in the next few weeks
B. Incremental Resources Working Group Update
1. Melissa mentions she has started reporting data last month for April / May / June – distributed sample for March – no confirmation back from Program Administrators yet.
2. Andrea sent notification out and has not heard from Program Administrators her e-mail mentioned to notify Kip

3. We do not need that confirmation before we can move forward– 

4. Chelan is mostly waiting for Kip (ODOE)
a. The same basic analysis wouldn’t change – CA may still be interested, even though a specific unit wouldn’t be eligible
b. Melissa needs to be copied on everything w/Kip and CA

c. Discussion about the process involved, and encouraging Kip to get it approved and move forward -  Chelan is set up and ready to go  
d. We need to get this resolved

C. NERC E-tag Working Group Update
1. Rob Campbell -  not in attendance
a. Discussion on presentation – group met at end of May
b. Proposals - Software constraints – two proposals were to be set out in July 
c. Meeting again on July 20th to discuss with the larger group
i. document has been posted on the website 
D. APX Contract
1. Andrea -  contract is finalized- still some items to be added 

a. Once completed – it is approved by the WREGIS committee and going to WECC Board for approval at the end of the month
i. Still meeting timelines 

V. Items for Discussion


A. PCR-186 - Retroactive Creation of WREGIS Certificates

1. Discussion – CA has some concerns about retroactive REC’s  
a. Sara - There are a # of risks and costs - Identified 
i. can’t be done correctly
ii. potential for  double counting
iii. Cost is significant in terms of auditing
iv. Generator may have to pay for the auditing costs to make this happen
v. Recommendation/suggestions
(a) should only consider making this change for test energy
(b) No RECs should be created for commercial projects 
b. In CA, 2008 retirements you can use the interim tracking system – 2009 WREGIS use only
c. Kate-  CEC will be revisiting the cutoff date requirement in the current guide book 
i. 2010 – intent is correct – we don’t want people to sign up with WREGIS then file retroactive REC
ii. These things will be decided when CEC finishes updating the guidebook 
iii. CEC had additional comments which can be accessed on the WREGIS website
d. All Comments – are listed on the website and committee needs to familiarize themselves with them
e. Suzanne - additional comments
i. Interested in working with CRS for verification process
(a) (Discussion on recommendations from her organization – again on the website)
ii. Test energy – not sure how to distinguish for other energy in WREGIS
f. Kate -  if WREGIS does allow retro-active RECs – a functionality change may be necessary to the Compliance report   
g. Jeremy -  75 day is a functionality – not a rule
i. How do you distinguish the functionality of the test energy and post COD energy
ii. Andrea - the current WREGIS functionality – test energy can only have certificate create back to the entire month the system went COD 
iii. COD – is verified by WREGIS staff through various tools.
h. Discussion on Retroactive REC’s – beyond test energy
i. issue is we don’t want someone to sign up with WREGIS after they come on line 
(a) Unintended conflicts
ii. Kip -  existing inconsistency – should modify the REC output modification of the system – to show test/not test as a self-reporting possibility
iii. Kate - WREGIS is not more granular than monthly 
iv. Kip- Should committee get together to meet and discuss this further?
v. John - We need to not become a policy setting body – but implementing tracking of REC’s and avoiding double-counting, etc.     
vi. Andrea -  We have had distributed generators out of CA registered since early to mid 2008   anticipating an order on TRECs from the CPUC
(i) even if decision to not do retroactive, nothing would override the rules that’s in our operating system rules
(ii) Nothing disallows state policy makers coming in and requesting retroactive REC’s
vii. John - Just need to look at WREGIS to be sure we’re not putting ourselves in a policy setting mode
B. PCR-159- Mass Transfer of RECs via upload of data files 

a. Discussion – on reimbursements on APX contracts with CEC and WREGIS
b. Andrea - A revised PCR was sent out that split out costs for the transfer piece
i. APX said they could not do the full transfer and the retirement before the APX/CEC contract ends – but can do it if we back out the retirement piece 

ii. We didn’t get interest from anyone outside of BPA on the inter and intra account transfers
iii. This change will interface to allow upload of CSV file – and the functionality will be accessible to others

c. John -Mass transfer won’t be useful to parties other than BPA – but the retirement piece is important to other Account Holders
i. Kristie – concurs with John
ii. SCE – would see a benefit
iii. Kari – for her account in CO and NM – and they have looked at it and they don’t see the need for uploading retirements of REC’s

d. Pro-rata reimbursement – for BPA -  Discussion on this functionality   

i. Suzanne - If it is bundled together – then want BPA to pay for Change Control for one PCR

ii. Andrea - after CEC/APX contract ends = 30% increase - BPA wanted to get this done under the old rate 

(a) John - Can it still be kept bundled

(b) Andrea – retirement portion 45% of all dollars budgeted for the entire FY2011 and keep in mind the E-tag issue is still simmering

(c) Jamie – in terms of BPA’s need for product to be in place, not needed until next year

iii. projects can be split 

(i) Greater good of retirement piece – BPA could be interested in paying for the transfer piece, but not willing to foot the bill for the retirement piece.

(ii) Jamie will check with his folks to decide what to do, then the committee will wait to hear from them to see how to proceed
iv. Andrea - suggests it might not be a bad idea to forward this to WREGIS committee for approval – then it can be put in the queue. Split it out = and do just the transfer piece it will go on the agenda for next time
v. Jamie - does he need to do anything? 
(a) Andrea - we don’t need anything else from you – APX has formally split the cost out just for BPA piece. That’s what we’re taking to the committee for approval.

C. PCR- 181-API for Automated Downloads   
1. John - discussion on the cost  
a. it turns out to just set it up for PG&E 
b. Discussion on how PG&E would be reimbursed if another entity wants to use this service at a later date
c. PG&E is going through some internal processes to pay for this change

d. If this item gets approved by the WREGIS committee – PG&E will pay for it.  

2. Andrea - discussed the cost matrix - there could be reimbursed costs from the other entities  at the end of the timeframe for reimbursements, but would need to discuss methodology. 
3. Forward this to the WREGIS committee – since PG&E has an interest in this, perhaps you should go to others regarding interest in this.

4. Others not sure that automation of running reports already available in WREGIS is a valuable tool   

VI. Other -  none
VII. Topics for Upcoming Meeting -  
A. Pro-rata (Jeremy)

B. Retro RECs – PCR 186
C. NERC e-tags 

VIII.  Next PSC Meeting: August 11, 2010

