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Welcome and Agenda Review
Andy Putnam and Kong Chiu (GHG IPT Co-Chairs) and Rob Willis (GHG IPT facilitator) welcomed members and reviewed the agenda.   The purpose of the call was to review comments and the path forward on the draft GHG reporting schema.

Draft GHG Reporting Schema
An initial draft containing the GHG reporting schema files was distributed for IPT member review on January 28th.  Members were asked to consider the following as part of their review:

1) Bearing in mind that the draft schema is still a work in progress, what changes/additions can you suggest to EPA to help guide the continued development of a schema so it can most effectively allow reporters to provide emissions data under the mandatory reporting rule?  

2) Given your state’s current reporting requirements, what changes/additions would be nice for EPA to make to accommodate your state’s needs?
3) Are there any changes/additions you might anticipate as you look ahead your state’s requirements in 2011, 2012 and beyond?

Based on feedback from members that the schema files were difficult to sort through, an additional spreadsheet was distributed on February 12th containing the data elements that the schema was derived from, and their relationship to the EPA Mandatory Reporting Rule.  To allow as many comments as possible, the deadline for comments was extended to Friday, February 19th.  

Members asked clarifying questions about the relationship between the schema, data elements, and subparts of the Mandatory Reporting Rule.  The draft schema addresses each subpart that is scheduled for reporting by February 2011.  Eventually, every subpart of the rule will be finalized and incorporated into the schema.    Each subpart of the rule is independent.  There should not be any complex hierarchies for specific reporting units. 

Action Items

· Members should continue to review the schema and provide comments no later than COB Eastern Friday, February 19th.  

· Robert Willis (R&A) will follow-up with representatives from North Carolina, Michigan and Wisconsin to discuss specific questions they have related to the schema review.

Update on Other Activities Related to the IPT
Kurt Rakouskas (ECOS) announced that in the interest of getting additional feedback from states related to their GHG data reporting needs, ECOS has created a survey based off of the questions that the IPT members were previously asked.  The purpose of the survey is to obtain as many perspectives for consideration as time allows.  The survey will be distributed before the end of the week.

Kong Chiu (EPA OAP) announced that part of the work EPA is undertaking to prepare for the start of GHG reporting in 2011 is to determine which facilities are covered by the Mandatory Reporting Requirement.  This applicability determination will enable EPA to communicate with the covered facilities, along with their relevant state and regions, and help covered facilities prepare by getting registered and preloading the data system in advance of rule implementation.  Kong asked whether the IPT would be willing to work with the EPA consultant to help identify those facilities that might be covered.  Several states indicated willingness to share information directly with EPA or cross-reference their information with information provided by EPA.  Several states noted that their air quality permits do not cover some facilities that may otherwise be covered under the Mandatory Reporting Rule, such as landfills and solid waste facilities, and encouraged EPA to extend its outreach beyond air programs to ensure coverage of other rule source categories.  

Action Items

· Kurt Rakouskas (ECOS) will report back to the IPT on any feedback received from non-IPT states about their GHG data reporting needs.

· On the next IPT call, Kong Chiu (EPA OAP) will report back on the applicability determination project timeline and the potential to use the IPT as a venue for some of these discussions going forward.  
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