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	WREGIS Inter-Registry Working Group

Meeting Minutes
	

	Location

IRT- Conference call
	Date

February 23, 2009
	Time

10:00am - 11:00am (PT)

11:00am - 12:00pm (MT)

	Purpose

Issues to be addressed.

	Attendees: 
	                                       

 DOCVARIABLE "custname" \* MERGEFORMAT 
	

	Kari Clark (Xcel Energy)
	Andy Brown (ES&H)
	Devon Walton (PPG)

	Tiffany Grigsby (Element Markets)*
	Hillary Hebert (SDG&E)  
	John Pappas

	Eric Winter (Element Markets)*
	Craig Gannett (Davis Wright Tremaine, LLP) 
	Lars Kvale (APX)

	Suzanne Korosec (WC)
	Jane Valentino (CRS)
	Angela Gould (California Energy Commission)

	Anne-Marie Cuneo (WGA/NPUC)*
	Jeremy Weinstein (PacifiCorp)* 
	Connie White (WREGIS)*

	Chris Baggett (Arizona Electric Power Cooperative)*
	Jan Hamrin (ETNA)
	Andrea Coon (WREGIS) 

	Rich Rud (Cargill)
	Ariel Tesher (Sonnenschein)*
	Mary Frantz (WREGIS)

	Jamie Sims (BPA)
	Roy McCoy (ERCOT)
	Stephanie J. Roghaar (WREGIS)

	Jane Valentino (Center for Resource Solutions)
	
	


*Not in attendance

I.         Convene—

II. Introductions

III. Meeting Notes:

· WREGIS Staff circulated an updated memo which incorporated concerns the Center for Resource Solutions/Green-E (CRS) had regarding lines 28 (Facility State or Province), 32 (Fuel Source/Other Criteria or Eligibility Characteristics), 37 (Utility to which the Generating Unit is interconnected), and 38 (Qualifying Facility Indicator (Y/N)).  

· Jane from CRS reported that after further consideration the Green-e individuals were mostly concerned with lines 32 and 38.  The group discussed both of these items. The group did not have a problem including 32 however PGM and ERCOT do not currently track Fuel Source/Other Criteria on their certificates.
· The group determined that 38 may not be necessary however Jane from CRS is going to talk to the Green-e individuals to determine why exactly they would need the Qualifying Facility Indicator on the certificate. Also Roy McCoy from ERCOT will see how feasible it would be to get this information. 

· Angie presented that the CEC would not require the QF indicator.

· The group also discussed 37.  Jan Hamrin from ETNA would like to see this line in.  The group decided that requiring the state the REC was generated in (28) would provide sufficient information.

Certificate Fields Required by WREGIS That Are Missing in Other Registries
	ID
	WREGIS Field
	M-RETS
	PJM-GATS
	NEPOOL-GIS
	ERCOT

	13
	Commenced Operation Date
	Tracked but not on certificate
	Included on certificate
	Included on certificate
	Date generator commenced operation is tracked and reported. Date REC was created is part of the REC ID (currently down to the quarter of the year)

	30
	Multi-fuel Generation Indicator
	Tracked but not on certificate
	Tracked but not on certificate (???)
	Not captured, multi fuel units create separate certificate batches. Each batch only lists that particular fuel type.
	Multi-fuel is tracked. Only 25% of production can be from fossil fuels (starter fuels) in order to qualify for RECS

	28
	Facility State
	Included on certificate
	Tracked but not on certificate
	Included on certificate
	Included on certificate (Texas only)



	24,25
	Generation period start/end dates
	Included on certificate
	Use month/year of generation (9)
	Month and year of generation, it is assumed generation period is 1 month
	Generation quarter/year included in REC ID

	31
	Generation Technology/Prime Mover
	Included on certificate
	Specific fuel type includes combination of gen type and fuel type; would require mapping to WREGIS fields
	Not captured, only fuel type
	RECs identified by technology type/fuel


IV. Action Items from the 20090209 Meeting:

1. Determine what was meant from the notation "inserted from M-RETS" and "Null" in the WREGIS column of the Attribute Comparison spreadsheet. (APX) Devon from PPG mentioned that this is based on WREGIS requirements for importing RECs from M-RETS. ‘Null’ means that no value is required.  
2. Define row 55 of the WREGIS column of the Attribute Comparison spreadsheet (APX) What #55 pertains to is the "FERC Hydro License Date" attribute, and whether or not you answer with an actual date or not.  In this case (and particular to WREGIS), if in registration you answer with N/A or NULL as to your FERC Hydro License date, you are then required to say why:  Non-Jurisdictional, application pending or not applicable.  The other tracking systems do not require you to answer "why" you entered NULL or N/A.

3. Do M-RETS Operating Procedures identify the multi-fuel generator indicator as required on the certificate?  Is this occurring? (APX) No
4. PJM-GATS lists the month/year of generation (row 9) on the certificate, is this sufficient for generation period start/end dates?  (WREGIS Staff and Working Group)?  Group agreed that the vintage year was sufficient. 

5. How difficult would it be for APX to include the commenced operation date and the multi-fuel generator indicator on the M-RETS certificates? (APX) Lars mentioned that it should most likely be a minor change.
6. How difficult would it be for APX to include the generation period start/end dates (unless it is deemed that month/year of generation is sufficient) and the generation technology/prime mover fields on the PJM-GATS and NEPOOL-GIS systems? (APX) Less costly however it would be up to M-RETS to determine whether or not they want the change done. Lars will come up with a cost estimate to make this change. 
7. Follow-up with ERCOT to gauge desire for exporting certificates to other REC tracking systems.  Roy McCoy from ERCOT participated on the phone call.

8. What will M-RETS need for RECs to be imported into that system?  (Kari to present issue to M-RETS working group)  Kari has asked to present at the next M-RETS meeting.  

9. Does qualifying facility indicator need to be indicated? (Angie Gould will talk to Kate Zochetti about this)  Angie spoke with Kate and does not think that it would be necessary to have the Qualifying Facility Indicator at least in California.   

V. New Action Items:

1. Jane from CRS will talk to Green-e about line 38.

2. Is it feasible to obtain the Qualified Facility Information for ERCOT?  Currently ERCOT does not require that information on their certificates. (Roy McCoy)

3. Kari to present issue to M-RETS working group at their next scheduled meeting.

4. Set up next meeting in two weeks (Stephanie)

5. Update the mapping (There may be some differences in the mapping from before MRET’s was created until now (Lars from APX).

6. Lars will come up with a cost estimate for adding fields to the certificates.  

7. Lars will look into PGM/GIS fuel source other field where they can add this in.  

8. Lars to provide contact names and information for PJM-GATS and NEPOOL-GIS.

VI. Other:

Lars from APX commented that until this point the group has been determining what fields need to be on the certificate and not how the actual transactions will take place.  He mentioned that working on how the transactions are going to take place will indeed help how the fields need to be added.  He discussed having a central tracking system.  Jan Hamrin strongly encouraged the idea of a central tracking system, while the WREGIS Staff are wary of the idea.  This issue will be discussed further at the next working group meeting. 

VII. Topics for next meeting:

1. Action Items

2. How the transactions are going to take place (Central Tracking System)

3. Qualifying Facility Indicator

VIII. Next Meeting:  March 9


