Greenhouse Gas (GHG) IPT
February 8, 2011 Meeting Summary
Attendees

	GHG IPT Members
	Other Participants

	Kong Chiu, EPA OAP (Co-Chair)
	Kurt Rakouskas, Exchange Network

	Andy Putnam, CO DPHE (Co-chair)
	Gerg McNelly, ECOS

	Richard Bode, CA ARB 
	Chris Condit, TCR

	Doug Thompson, CA ARB
	Rob Willis, Ross & Associates

	Jessica Gordon, EPA OAP
	Lydia Dobrovolny, Ross & Associates

	Cindy Anderson, EPA OGC
	

	Marnie Stein, IA DNR
	

	Pat McDermott, IA DNR
	

	Beth McDonough, Mass DEP
	

	Tammy Gould, ME DEP
	

	Tammy Manning, NC DENR
	

	Azra Kovacevic, MPCA
	

	James Wise, NJ DEP
	

	Colin McConnaha, OR DEQ
	

	Neil Caudill, WA Ecology
	


Welcome and Agenda Review
Kong Chiu (EPA Co-Chair), Andy Putnam (State Co-chair), and Rob Willis (Facilitator) welcomed IPT members and reviewed the agenda.  The purpose of the call was to brief members on the launch of the electronic greenhouse gas reporting tool (eGGRT) for registration and reporting, discuss implications of CBI for the information exchange design, and review progress in scoping public access to the GHG data.

eGGRT Launch
Kong Chiu (EPA) briefed IPT members on results from the 2010 registration deadline for eGGRT and the status of completing emissions reporting modules.  The registration module was launched in late December 2010, and the registration deadline was January 30, 2011.  Technical glitches, including failure of hardware on the system’s email server on January 26th, resulted in high user frustration.  Because of these challenges, EPA posted notice that it will continue to accept registrations after the deadline for those who can demonstrate they made a good faith effort.  Approximately 6000 facilities have initiated the registration process; this represents approximately 95% of the facilities that EPA expects will be applicable from the acid rain program, and approximately 50% of all other facilities.  
EPA is currently finalizing eGGRT in preparation for the next milestone, the March 31, 2011, emissions reporting deadline.  eGGRT is designed as a series of modules for each subpart of the reporting rule, some of which are more complex than others.  Once the modules are complete, EPA will need to conduct integration and security testing.  Kong noted that the development cycle has been complicated by the CBI deferral determination, which came late in 2010 and requires EPA to develop a single worksheet for each equation affected by the deferral.  Because of the CBI deferral, EPA will not be collecting inputs for downstream emitters and instead is developing calculation worksheets that are separate from the reporting tool as an option for reporters to download and enter data, and then upload the final calculated result.  EPA will provide a webinar the week of February 14th to update stakeholders on progress and how the reporting portion of eGGRT will work.   Once the reporting system is launched, EPA will host training webinars on each module.    
Kong asked state representatives to help get the word out that facilities can still register even though the deadline has passed, and to let EPA know if they learn of any applicable facilities that are experiencing problems.  States asked EPA to provide a list of which facilities have registered from their state; registration is ongoing, but Kong noted he can provide a snapshot list for each state.  States also requested copies of the calculation worksheets; Kong will check on the development status and whether these can be released while still in draft.
Action Items

· Kong Chiu will provide a list of which facilities in each IPT state have registered up to-date in eGGRT.

· Kong Chiu will confirm whether the draft  calculation worksheets can be shared with the IPT.

Policy Requirements for Sharing CBI Data with States
Jessica Gordon, a legal advisor in the Climate Change Division, and Cindy Anderson, with the EPA Office of General Counsel, joined the call to discuss the policy requirements for sharing CBI data with the states.    In order for EPA to give a state agency access to the CBI data EPA collects, the agency is required to have authority that makes it an authorized representative.  If the agency meets this threshold requirement, then it will also either need authority under state or local law to compel reporting of the information, or the EPA legal office will need to determine that relevant state or local laws guide disclosure and inform reporters that the information is being released.

EPA legal staff are exploring options that will qualify states under the authorized representative requirement.  To help with this determination, EPA asked states for feedback on  whether they need CBI information to carry out duties under the Clean Air Act (either Prevention of Significant Deterioration regulations or the Title 5 program), and if possible, to what CBI data is needed for these programs rather than making more general requests for all CBI data.  States were also asked to provide any suggestions they might have for how EPA can provide more general CBI data.  EPA will use this informal input as they continue to think through the question of authorized representation.
Action Items

· States are invited to send examples to Jessica Gordon at EPA of uses, particularly under Clean Air Act regulations, that they have for the data EPA is collecting under the mandatory reporting rule and has classified as CBI.

Data Publication Update
Kong Chiu (EPA) presented draft slides on EPA’s progress in designing the GHG data publication “data mart”.  EPA is working to develop a final design by the end of February and begin build-out and testing so that publication tools can be launched in time to meet the June publication deadline from OMB.  EPA has been collecting information from primary and secondary audiences for the GHG data to determine what their different interest areas might be, and is developing options to accommodate different needs (e.g. co-regulator vs. public level) and different ways in which users will need to interact with the data.  A variety of data display and search options are possible because the GHG reporting program results in the collection of granular data that is geographically distributed.  Once the data model for the GHG data publication data mart is complete, the IPT can examine whether additional types of information or access are needed.

Action Items

· Rob Willis will distribute a final version of the data publication slides to the GHG IPT once available.

Facilitating State GHG Data Collection
On the last call, the GHG IPT received an update on work underway between EPA and CA to develop a clone of eGGRT for CA to use when collecting state-specific reporting information.  On this call, states were asked about their interest in the eGGRT clone, and also whether there are any new or outstanding state-specific reporting interests (e.g. as a result of regulator changes) that need to be accommodated in the data exchange and reporting schema.  NJ will check internally.  OR has expressed initial interest, but noted that the complexity of the tool may exceed their needs, specifically given that state-only reporters would only need to report under a few subparts or may report at an aggregated facility level.   OR requested additional information on how the tool will function in order to assess what flexibility there might be to adapt eGGRT.  WA restated its interest and noted that with the exception of a 10,000 metric ton threshold, WA’s system is similar to EPA and therefore, will likely not need significant changes (WA will require reporting of 2012 emissions in 2012).  WA did express concern about accessing both CBI information collected by EPA and the CBI input calculation data that EPA has deferred.  On a future call, the IPT will review the design and functionality of the eGGRT reporting modules to assess state interest and opportunities to adapt the tool to meet state-specific program needs.
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