WREGIS Stakeholder Advisory Meeting

September 7, 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 (SVP)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS)
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Bobbie Jessop (WREGIS)
	Kristie Sharp (PacifiCorp)
	Charlie Jenkins (Renewed Current)

	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)
	Kate Zocchetti (CEC)
	John Pappas (PG&E)

	Bob Temple (WAPA)
	Bill Reinwald (PG&E)
	Kip Pheil (ODOE)

	Stephen Eisenberg (SREC Trade)
	Tracy Dugas (Grays Harbor)
	James Webb (APX)

	Dean Cooley (Calpine-Geysers Power Co.)
	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Catherine Gray (EWEB)

	Randy Lobb (Idaho PUC)
	 Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)
	Connie Seebles (SCL)

	Neil  Lurie (CoSEIA)
	Dave Branchcomb (SPI)
	Rob Campbell (PowerEx)

	Lisa Hopkins (PowerEx)
	David Owens (PowerEx)
	Grant Chin (California Air Resources Board)

	Lorraine Gonzalez (CEC)
	Derek Denniston (APG)
	Morgan Hansen (Morgan Stanley)

	Katherine Graham (APX)
	Elaine Sison-Lebrilla (SMUD)
	


III. Agenda Review

IV. Items for review/comments
A. Brief report from August 23 WREGIS Committee Meeting (Kip Pheil, SAC)
1. This has been dropped as Kip was not in attendance. 

2. John briefly recapped – major item was adoption of the 2010/2011 FY budget.

3. Meeting minutes are posted on the website. 
B. E-Tag Work Group (Rob Campbell)

1. Report on August 17 Working Group
i. Met on July 20th and published a use case. General consensus is the use case is good but it would be worthwhile to see what is happening with SB 722.

ii. SB 722 didn’t pass

iii. Next steps from here will be to complete receipt of comments on the use case and bring it back to PSC and CCSC before it goes to APX.

iv. Proposing a meeting for late Sept and early Oct. 
2. Report on Stakeholder Responses to White Paper
C. Outside Tracking Systems Import-Export within WREGIS (Katherine Graham)
1. Update from APX on initiating a PCR, submitting this to the WREGIS Policy Subcommittee, and turning on export functionality within WREGIS 
i. This PCR was passed by the WC last month. The export functionality will be turned on in WREGIS for the next release planned to production the first couple days in October. 
ii. John notes that there are a couple tracking systems elsewhere in the country that are going to be receiving WREGIS RECs once this functionality is put in place. 
iii. Jan asks if there will be any additional training needed
1. Katherine says no this will be very simple. Just an additional option available on the transfer screen. 
D. PCR-190 - Test Energy date extension (Jeremy Weinstein)

1. Allow generation from new generators the same window as existing generators upon registration to account for test energy.
i. Jeremy gave background 
1. We have separated the Retro REC’s and the Test Energy to separate the issues. Issuing REC’s for test energy will be a lot easier to get through on its own. 
ii. Jan asks if there is a particular time that allows for this.
1. Jeremy says that right now it is 75 days.
iii. Jan asks if this can be removed from the SAC agenda list
1. Andrea says that staff would like to receive something from the SAC directed to Policy and Change Control Subcommittees indicating that the SAC has no problem with this. 
2. Jan asks if we could take a vote today.
a. Andrea says this would be appropriate
iv. Jan asks if the SAC supports this proposal
1. Connie Seebles from SCL asks Jeremy to state what the proposal is so that we know what we are voting for. 
2. Jeremy gave background on PCR. 
3. There are no objections so SAC will support this.
4. Kate wants to notice those who are interested in Retro REC’s, there was a CEC workshop where some questions on the Retro REC’s, comments are due this Friday and will be posted with the CEC. 
E. Proposed Revision to WREGIS Operating Rules Section 9.6 (On-Site Load, Station Service and Off-Grid Generation)  (David Branchcomb, Sierra Pacific Industries and John Pappas, PG&E)

1. Proposing revisions to the operating rules regarding the measurement of generation serving on-site load.  The proposed changes are intended to address practical physical considerations of such arrangements (attached). 

i. Dave mentions this is a joint proposal of SPI and PG&E. Gave background on what he is trying to accomplish. 
ii. We would like to expand or modify this rule to allow the process of netting. 
iii. SPI wants to be able to account for the REC’s associated with the onsite load with these generators.
iv. We propose a couple of ways to gather this info so that we are in compliance with this WREGIS rule.
v. Andrea mentions that WREGIS staff has examined the proposed changes and agree that having this rule clarified will help our customers. 
vi. Kate Zocchetti asks that David explain his  equation in more detail. 
vii. Kip asks what TLF in the formula stands for?
1. Transformer loss factor. 
viii. Kip asks David regarding the treatment of the hog feeder circuit this seems a partially parasitic load
1. David says no at this point we purchase outside or otherwise we would grind this up and sell it. 
ix. Kip asks David regarding the determination whether the hog load should be part of the parasitic load or not it seems that procedurally you would need Program Administrators (PA) to accept the proposal and agree. 
1. Andrea responds that part of the reason behind the fact that the onsite loads are suppose to be registered separately is because the states may treat them differently. This could be the process that the PA goes through where people like Dave come to them and request to be part of their program. This would be part of the process that they look over. As long as this meets the specifications of the operating rules, we would have no reason to differentiate between the two things where a PA might. 
x. Kip responds that this may be a bigger question of how this comes in to WREGIS. 
1. Andrea says this is a single generator ID. 
2. Kip asks whether or not the onsite load would be separate from the generator?
a. Andrea responds according to the operating rules, the onsite load is required to be reported separately. What they want to change in this is the way to measure this separately not report. Andrea says we can’t necessarily be sure of everything unless we see the situations. 
xi. Kari with Excel asks Andrea if these rules apply to the Distributed Generation (DG) projects as far metering requirements
1. Andrea says no the DG projects have separate requirements. 
2. Kari asks if maybe we should reference this in the change.
3. Andrea says we don’t have a problem with this. Andrea asks Kari, rather than make the change right now we could include this in the operating rules that are going to be released this month for comments. 
xii. Jan asks for approval from the SAC committee in agreement to this revision to 9.6
1. All approved, no objections
2. This will be moved to the PSC. 
F. Retro-REC WREGIS Process in Oregon (Kip Pheil, Oregon)

1. Status?
i. Not much more from report given last month. He has some new data and hopefully we can talk about this in more detail at the next SAC meeting. 

G. Interest in attending an in-person SAC (Jan Pepper, SAC)

1. Afternoon of November 17 or morning of November 18 in Salt Lake City, in conjunction with WREGIS Committee meeting on Nov 18-19
i. Charlie Jenkins would attend. 

ii. Kristie Sharp mentions this would be contingent on Management Approval

iii. Dean Cooley would attend. 

iv. Kip thinks he may be able to attend contingent on management approval. 

v. Elaine Sison-Lebrilla would be able to attend

vi. Kari Clark would be able to attend

vii. James Webb would be able to attend

viii. John Pappas with PG&E could attend. 

2. Jan says we will plan to have the in-person SAC meeting in place of the 11/2 meeting. 

3. Andrea says we can arrange to have a phone line in for those who can’t attend. Andrea asks what date they would be interested in doing this. 

4. Andrea can make sure the room can be booked at 10:00 on November 18th and give everybody a couple of hours for traveling. 

5. Kip asks if we can look into doing a webinar. 

i. Bobbie will check on this. 

6. Jan asks if this meeting will be held at the WECC offices

i. Andrea confirms this and notes this is a fairly convenient travel. 
V. Topics for Next Meeting
A. Possible topics for the In-Person meeting
B. Andrea mentions the training in October and asks that registration gets in as quickly as possible. 

VI. Scheduled Meetings (10-11 am Pacific, 11-noon Mountain):

· October 5, 2010
· November 18, 2010 – In Person
· December 7, 2010
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