
WREGIS NERC E-Tag Meeting
Aug 17, 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 
	Derek Wittenborn (ES&H)
	
	

	Kate Zochetti (CEC)
	
	

	Lisa Hopkins (PWX - acting as chair)
	
	

	David Owen (PWX)
	
	

	
	
	


III. Agenda
1. Kate provided a review of current California legislative process

a. Timing of Senate Bill 722 this fall, could significantly impact the WREGIS requirements for California
b. Mentioned the significance of the term “deemed delivered” to mean that proof of delivery is not required however, that term is missing from the current draft of Bill 722. Not certain of the implications.
c. Bill 722 seems to be tending toward the Oregon interpretation that a delivery just needs to be connected to a California Balancing Authority, not necessarily a specific point within California.

d. Bill 722 also seems to be leaning towards simultaneous delivery (or within the hour).  There was some discussion that it could require an overhaul of WREGIS to provide an hourly granularity or could just require some additional after the fact proof from RPS regulated LSE’s.
2. Continue discussion of PIR 165 Proposed Change control Form and Use Case from previous meeting
a. Reviewed the Use Case – Appendix E and the logic behind it.
i. Intended to provide the most complicated possible scenario to enable the handling of most future legislative changes and different jurisdictions. 

ii. Discussed why this hybrid of the two original proposals (Match & transfer vs NERC tag transfer) was necessary to handle both existing functionality and the addition of proof of delivery information at any point in the contractual chain of certificate transfer.
b. Reviewed Appendix C – possible suggestions for predefined delivery Tests and the benefits of this approach
i.  This would provide more certainty and timely feedback to LSE’s about the acceptability of proof of delivery data.
ii. Kate expressed some concern that this couldn’t limit the CEC’s legal right to determine that an error was made and a delivery was not in fact eligible.

c. Next Steps
i. Kate mentioned that we should make the Use Case Easier to find on WREGIS website prior to presenting at the next SAC meeting (Tuesday Sept 7th 10:00am).  Currently the Use case is at the end of the July meeting document “PIR165 Proposed Change Control Form and Use Case (match and transfer) meeting in July” at this link:
http://www.wregis.org/NERC+E-Tag+Working+Group+Meetings.php
ii. Lisa to speak with Jan Pepper the chair of SAC about this being on the upcoming SAC meeting agenda.
B. Comments/Questions
IV.  Next NERC E-Tag  Meeting: 
A. TBD
Resources: 
http://www.wregis.org/NERC+E-Tag+Working+Group+Meetings.php
Proposed Change Control Form and USE Case

