
WREGIS NERC E-Tag Meeting
July 20, 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 
	Kip Pheil (ODOE)
	Morgan Hansen (Morgan Stanley)
	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)

	John Pappas (PG&E)
	Kari Thompson (SCE)
	Linda Watts (SDGE)

	Jeremy Weinstein (Pacificorp)
	Ernie Lee (PG&E)
	Rob Campbell (Powerex)

	Derek Wittenborn (ES&H)
	James Webb (APX)
	Kate Zochetti (CEC)

	Stacey Kusters (PacifiCorp)
	Lisa Unknown
	


III. Agenda
A. Review Proposed PIR165 - Change Control Form and Use Case
1. Discuss latest proposal for rebuilding the functionality in WREGIS to match NERC tags within WREGIS. In April we put out 2 different proposals. 
a. 1. NERC Tag proposal
b. 2. was to match the two proposals
i. Talked about this at the last committee meeting at this committee and what became clear is that working through these proposals, we descend pretty fast into hypothesizing – we came up with the proposed change request which we are discussing today. 
ii. What functionality are we after is what we are discussing today and then present it to the committees. 
c. Rob walked through this and then talked about the use case. And then discuss where to go next with this. 
i. Rob walked through change request
ii. Kip mentions you are trying to create a more refined data set than any of the recipients have seen.
iii. Rob agrees with this and we are definitely not trying to propose any new rules for deliverability but just that there are some measures of flexibility in the database system. 
2. Appendix A
a. We propose an updated query and an updated test which tries to define an updated import
b. Kate asks about the 2 deleted bullets – are they deleted because they are confidential information.
i. Rob says yes this is because this is confidential data.
c. Lisa clarifies that on the e-tag on the purchase entities the e-tag moving the energy into the jurisdiction is the last PSE on the E-Tag which is also called the load service entity and the GPE is the first PSE on the chain and we are saying that you need to look at all PSE’s on the chain and look at who is importing it into the state and credit it to that persons account
i. (Discussion ensued on this)
ii. Idea is the regulator would decide what the key pieces would have to be and the end of the scheme would have to say what essentially is the proof of delivery so there isn’t a situation where there is double counting. 
iii. Kip: This notion of a delivery test is robust – is this going to be sufficient – is APX going to come back and even be agreeable to this. 
d. Stacy asks if there is going to be an additional or increased cost with WREGIS is there anybody looking at this market and has anybody looked at WREGIS offsetting the cost
i. Rob says we need to ask APX what the magnitude of this is first. 
3. Use Case – Appendix B
a. What’s the best way to marry e-tag data and certificates
b. We tried to bundle all of this together and give to APX
c. Discussion on the Use Case – what might some of these delivery tests look like. 
d. Questions:
i. None
e. Next Steps
i. First to PSC then CCSC then WC then to APX and possibly a stop in the middle of this to the SAC
ii. Solicit questions and concerns on this before the PSC – If there are any show stoppers then we will bring these up when we go to PSC and CCSC – solicit feedback by 8/7
iii. Kip mentions that this might be helpful bring this back to the PSC to move forward
iv. John mentions that we need to make sure that we have all of the stakeholders on board
v. Rob asks John of we should extend the comment period
(a) John says yes we might want to – with things up in the air on legislation, things might be different with requirements at the end of this
(b) Kip mentions we should have another discussion on this
vi. Stacey: don’t you think this is premature to take this to the PSC when we don’t know what it is we want – shouldn’t we take it to the PSC meeting following the August PSC meeting so that we can better formulate our comments so that we are providing something that’s reasonable. I would think that this would impact how you would want to formulate your comments. And to revamp WREGIS is a huge exercise in any form and at any percent is a huge cost and we have to ensure that this cost is worth the effort for this small portion of the market. 
vii. Kip: One thing that may be beneficial at the PSC meeting is to give a status update at the meeting and inform where things are going so that people have an opportunity to check back in. Kips concern is that what Stacey mention before does not allow that 15% to not participate
viii. Stacey disagrees – they can still participate it is just how they can participate
ix. John says the question is whether people are willing to pay and it is unclear to him at this point at how much it is going to cost 
x. Stacey says it is not just the cost that WREGIS is going to have to pay it is the cost that the customers are going to have to pay also. 
xi. Rob mentions he doesn’t think this is a dramatic change from a Utility perspective
B. Comments/Questions
IV.  Next NERC E-Tag  Meeting: 
A. Aug 17 10am PDT, 11am MDT
Resources: 
http://www.wregis.org/NERC+E-Tag+Working+Group+Meetings.php
Proposed Change Control Form and USE Case

