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Green-e Governance Board Minutes of the Meeting 
Tuesday, May 25, 2010; 12:00 – 3:00 pm PST 

 
 
Attending Board Members: 
Karl Rábago, Austin Energy, Chair 
Bud Beebe, Sacramento Municipal Utility District  
Anne Blair, Southern Alliance for Clean Energy 
Lars Kvale, APX 
Erin Meezan, Interface 
Peter Miller, Natural Resources Defense Council 
Cynthia Mitchell, Energy Economics, Inc. 
Arthur O’Donnell, Center for Resource Solutions  
Diane Zipper, Renewable Northwest Project 
 
Non-Voting Members: 
Jay Carlis, Community Energy, CMAC Chair 
 
Quorum was established at 12:06 pm. 
 
Items 1 and 2: Welcome and Agenda 
Roll call was taken.  Quorum was established with the Roll Call at 12:06 and Anne Blair was 
introduced. 
 
Item 3: Vote to Approve Documents 
Meeting Minutes from February 23 and 25, 2010 Meetings adopted at 12:08 PM. 
 
Item 4: Inclusion of Solid Biomass in the Green-e Climate Protocol for Renewable Energy 
Green-e staff explained the proposal to vote to amend the Green-e Climate Protocol for 
Renewable Energy.  Staff reviewed the two additional edits being suggested.   
 
A Board member asked what “surplus” waste biomass would qualify.  Staff explained that, per 
the proposed amendment, waste biomass material has to be shown to be surplus in the region so 
that the project would not be affecting the overall supply of biomass. 
 
Another question was raised about how other secondary emissions associated with a solid 
biomass project, such as those  associated with transporting biomass to the project site, will be 
addressed by the proposed change. Staff explained that since the amendment requires eligible 
projects to have been previously certified by an Endorsed Program for a non-electricity 
generation project component, Green-e Climate staff would be able to review the documentation 
associated with that certification to ensure that secondary emissions, including those associated 
with transportation of biomass to the site, have been assessed and accounted for. 
 
The Board voted to approve the change proposed by Staff. 
 
Item 5: Green-e Climate Endorsement of the Climate Action Reserve Protocols 
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Green-e Staff explained the proposal and staff recommendations. 
 
A Board member asked what it means for Green-e Climate to endorse CAR’s protocols or 
process, and what the reasons for and implications of endorsement are.  Staff explained that one 
of the requirements of the Green-e Climate program is that all offsets used in Green-e Climate 
Certified sales be sourced from projects that have been independently certified and registered 
under an approved project protocol of an endorsed project certification program (“Endorsed 
Program”) that meets the requirements of the Green-e Climate Standard. Green-e Climate 
endorsement denotes that the project certification program and any individual project protocols 
are consistent with the principles and requirements of the Green-e Climate Standard, and 
therefore offset projects approved under an Endorsed Program’s eligible protocols would be 
eligible to supply offsets used in Green-e Climate Certified sales. Staff explained further that the 
Board may choose to make only certain protocols or project types under an Endorsed Program 
eligible, or to exclude certain protocols or project types from eligibility. As to the reasons for and 
implications of endorsement, Staff explained that endorsement of additional project certification 
programs broadens the range of high-quality eligible offsets and expands the number of entities 
that could make Certified sales without relaxing the standard. 
 
A Board member raised concerns surrounding the issue of permanence in the CAR Forestry 
Protocol.  The Board took up a discussion on questions of permanence and the enforceability of 
contracts under the CAR program. It also discussed some of the other issues raised during the 
stakeholder comment period, as well as ongoing processes at CAR which could result in changes 
to the Forest Protocol. 
 
Based on concerns with the Forestry Protocol, Staff proposed that the Board vote on whether to 
approve endorsement of the other nine CAR protocols, and suggested that a subcommittee be 
established to examine more closely and monitor the progress of the CAR Forestry Protocol.  
 
The Board voted in favor of the endorsement of the Climate Action Reserve program and nine of 
its existing project protocols, with one abstention. In an effort not to detract from internal 
Climate Action Reserve processes, the Board decided to withhold action on the Climate Action 
Reserve Forest Protocol pending resolution of these processes. 
 
Item 6: Discussion of Comments Received for Green-e Energy National Standard 
Green-e Staff presented the comments received during the second comment period for the 
Green-e Energy National Standard. 
 
Transitions to the New Standard 
Staff recommended that the Board accept the proposed language for the treatment of facilities 
that have supplied renewable MWh for Green-e Energy Certified sales that will be affected if the 
New Date section is revised.  Such a change will ensure current contracting expectations are 
honored.  Commenters requested further information on how exactly to demonstrate that long-
term contracts are in place and that REC revenue was factored into planning, and Staff proposed 
that Staff create a separate document, to be referenced in the Standard, that provides more detail 
on what documentation will be accepted and how facilities and contracts will be considered. 
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The Board approved the change and accepted the Staff suggestion to create a supporting 
document.  
 
Changes to the New Date 
Staff recommended that the Board discuss whether the appropriate amount of time a facility is 
considered new should be 15 or 20 years, and adopt the proposed New Date language with that 
number of years.  Staff explained that the majority of comments not supporting the change called 
for some mechanism to honor contracts already in place, which was addressed in the previous 
issue.  The Board discussed the appropriate number of years and determined that 15 years 
remained an appropriate number. 
 
The Board approved the change to a 15-year period for considering a facility “new”. 
 
Changes to Geographic Sourcing Boundaries for Renewable Electricity Products 
Staff recommended that the Board not approve the change to geographic rules, based on 
comments received and Board and Staff discussion to date.  Under the current Green-e Energy 
rules, utilities may offer standalone REC products to their electricity customers or any other 
customers with much the same disclosure that would be required if the geographic language was 
change as outlined in the second comment period.  Depending on market changes and feedback 
received in the future, the issue can be revisited in a subsequent revision to the National 
Standard.  
 
The Board voted to not change the geographic sourcing boundaries for renewable electricity 
products, leaving intact the language in Version 1.6 of the National Standard. 
 
Supplementary Introduction Language for the National Standard 
Staff recommended that the Board approve the revisions to the Introduction in Section II in order 
to clarify a point that had been implied but not made explicitly in the National Standard 
previously. 
 
The Board voted to approve the change to the introduction language. 
 
Co-firing Additional Language 
Staff recommended that the Board adopt the proposed revisions to the co-firing eligibility 
language, with the removal of language allowing 1% or less of the co-fired electricity from non-
renewable sources to be considered renewable, and with additional language describing the co-
firing worksheets developed by Staff and how they are to be used. 
 
The Board voted to approve the change to the co-firing language. 
 
Item 7: Introduction to re:print program 
Green-e Marketplace described a new program called re:print.  Feedback from the Board once 
the program is launched was requested. 
 
Item 8: Next Steps and Adjourn 
Call adjourned at 1:49 pm. 


