WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

August 3, 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
	Jan Pepper (Silicon Valley Power)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)
	Claudia Noffsinger (WREGIS)
	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)

	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Kip Pheil (ODOE)
	Marcus Krembs (Sterling Planet)

	Catherine Gray (EWEB)
	Katherine Graham (APX)
	James Webb (APX)

	Jennifer Martin (CRS)
	Derek Denniston (Alta Power Group)
	Lars Kvale (APX)

	Neil Murray 
	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)

	Matt Lawson(Constellation)
	Steven Eisenberg 
	Lorraine Gonzales (CEC)

	John Pappas (PG&E)
	Gaurab Hazarika (Solar Star North Carolina I, LLC)
	Meagan Butler (Duke Energy)

	Steve Johnson (WUTC)
	
	


III. Agenda Review
A. WC Meeting minutes can be reviewed online
IV. Items for review/comments
A. Brief report from July 26 WREGIS Committee Meeting (Kip Pheil, SAC)
1. See minutes posted on the website
B. E-Tag Work Group (Rob Campbell)

1. Report on July 20 Working Group
i. Rob Campbell was not on the call so report was not made.

2. Report on Stakeholder Responses to White Paper
C. Test Energy, PCR 186 (Kate Zocchetti, CEC & Jeremy Weinstein, PacifiCorp)
1. Update discussions from July PSC & CCSC meetings
i. Next step in process is to have a call with those who voiced objections, within the state regulators and voluntary groups, and talk through each one of these objections

ii. Jeremy asks WREGIS to organize this. 

iii. Kip thought this was something the CEC was going to try to set up. 

iv. Andrea says WREGIS staff is working to set something up but we have not got a definitive date and time to when this call will take place– we are working on this. We are looking at the week of August 16th if we get enough response. 

2. Further Discussion
3. Next steps

i. Jeremy would like to keep this on the agenda for next month

ii. Jennifer from CRS asks if the REC retros will be combined with PCR-186

1. Andrea says this is part of PCR-186 and we will be contacting CRS to participate in this call. 

iii. Andrea mentions that if you are one of the parties that is objecting to the request then please let Andrea know so she can include those parties in the conversation. 

1. We know the people who are in favor of this – so we specifically want to get parties that are objecting to the request to mitigate or decide whether or not this is a dead issue. 

D. Outside Tracking Systems Import-Export within WREGIS (Katherine Graham)
1. Status update / presentation of policies set this year by other tracking systems around import-export

i. Lars mentioned the main reason for bringing this to the SAC is there are 2 states that are interested in exporting certificates from WREGIS: 1) North Carolina (NC-RETS) and the North American (NARR) tracking system (for the Michigan program)
ii. The functionality for exports is already in WREGIS as required by the build documents with the CEC
iii. Policy discussion for WREGIS to allow imports is a bigger discussion. 

iv. We want to talk about making this happen and APX can make the export functionality available to WREGIS at no additional cost 
v. John asks about the process of exporting the RECS

1. Lars explains that an export done much like transferring  certificates to another Account Holder
2. Instead of selecting transfer to another account holder you would select export and enter the tracking system. Then you would put in the account holder name to receive the RECs – both the name and ID and then submit

3. Lars says this option is already in the WREGIS system but is grayed out so that it can’t be used. 

vi. John asks about having fees in place

1. Andrea says this is already set up on the fee matrix

2. Andrea says we actually did user testing on the exports and we know the functionality is close to being finished. This part is not so much the concern as methods of how we go about communicating with each other i.e. through and API or manual download etc. These are the conversations that need to take place. 

3. WREGIS staff does not want to have to staff up for something that can be done in an automated fashion – the build up front may be more work but this would be compensated by less work later on. 

4. Marcus says they have multiple parties that would benefit from this functionality

5. Meagan Butler says they also would benefit from this.

6. Matt Lawson with Constellation agrees with this

7. Steve Johnson with Washington Utilities asks about transferring REC’s to another system and is WREGIS liable for any of the costs that the party may  incur if mistakes are made or certificates retired or sold twice
a. Andrea answers that the only way in which a certificate that is retired in WREGIS can be retired somewhere else would be a software malfunction and with the terms of the contract that the account holder signs with us – we would not be responsible for the cost

b. Steve asks if the entities administrators have a way of checking on accounts or if the transfer is made – or is there a comparison mechanism or audit capability

c. Andrea responds that WREGIS under the terms of the contract has full audit rights and we would have to ensure that the other entities we are working with have audit capabilities also. This would be a straight forward transaction. 

8. Kip suggest a public report for auditing

9. Steve Johnson envisioned that at periodic times the various registry groups would an audits
10. Andrea agrees with Steve in making changes to public reports cost would then come back on WREGIS

11. Katherine asks what should be the process of moving forward

a. Andrea suggests – we do like to get an idea of what kind of support this has – Jan could take a sense of the SAC and see if SAC is interested in moving this forward and if so it could go to the Policy Subcommittee (PSC) and the PSC can decide to move forward. 

b. Kip asks at what point Andrea sees this item becoming a PCR

c. Andrea says we definitely need to have something written down but keep in mind that this isn’t really a change request because it was in the original system build so we need to be careful that this isn’t misleading. We would probably have the export go through as a separate piece than the imports because of difficulty. 

d. APX responsibility to submit this in writing

vii. Jan – the question is whether we should go ahead and pursue this and have it go to the PSC to review 

1. Steve Johnson – asks about the laws in the jurisdiction the certificates would be exported to.  Do they allow the utility to have a certain number of RECs and buy RECs from locations in the WECC region so if we didn’t act to make these exports we would not be tracking a transaction that would potentially be happening anyway.

2. NC – answers that if we are unable to do this we will be unable to work in the WREGIS footprint. 

3. Jan mentions there are no objections so this will be moved forward to the PSC committee

4. APX will initiate the PCR for the export functionality to move this forward.

E. Transfer Alternatives (Irrevocable Transfer) – Jeremy Weinstein

1. Jeremy gave a summary of the issue – would like to have an option that says if they initiate a transfer then the REC cannot be revoked by the transferee. 
2. Andrea mentions there is functionality in WREGIS that allows for this – a box that can be checked that says do not rescind even before the certificate transfers. Andrea cautions the box not being checked because mistakes can be made. 

3. This issue is resolved.

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

1. Preliminary Data collection

i. Three periods of interest for Oregon RPS

1. Accept a REC vintage of 1/2007 forward

a. WREGIS was not live and active until June 2007 and oldest that could be created is June of 2007

2. WREGIS could have potentially generated certificates but generators were not registered in the WREGIS system

3. Out of State (Oregon) Utilities didn’t realize they were eligible for the OR RPS there is the potential that they aren’t able to go back 

ii. We have overlapping windows of potential REC creation – we are still trying to gather more information to find out how many more REC’s will need to be added in the system.  
2. Intersect PCR 186

i. Andrea mentions that the OR specific issue is not part of PCR-186

G. In-person SAC (Jan Pepper, SAC)

1. Suggested in conjunction with annual in-person WREGIS Committee
i. 18th and 19th of November which is Thurs and Friday – we have reserved a room for the 17th if the SAC would like to meet. The location will be Salt Lake City.
V. Topics for Next Meeting
VI. Scheduled Meetings (10-11 am Pacific, 11-noon Mountain):

· September 7, 2010
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