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Welcome and Agenda Review
Kong Chiu (EPA Co-Chair) and Rob Willis (Facilitator) welcomed IPT members and reviewed the agenda.  The purpose of the call was to brief members on GHG reporting program updates, and discuss the impact of the GHG reporting deadline extension on states,
GHG Reporting Program Updates
Kong Chiu (EPA) provided an update for members on the GHG Reporting Program.  EPA has extended the original reporting deadline for 2010 GHG emissions data from March 31, 2011, to September 30, 2011.  This extension also pushes back the eGGRT registration deadline to August 1, 2011.  This is expected to be a one-time extension, and is intended to allow EPA to further test the system that reporters will use to submit data, and to initiate a robust external stakeholder process to give industry the opportunity to test the data system, provide feedback, and become more familiar with the tools prior to submitting their reports. 
In the next few months, EPA will reach out to stakeholders to conduct eGGRT beta testing and provide training webinars on the system and the more complex subparts.  The eGGRT beta-testing is currently set-up to occur in the eGGRT production environment with registered users who have certificates of representation.  States expressed interest in participating with the beta-testing to gain familiarity with how the tool works in order to provide outreach and support to reporters in their jurisdiction.  Kong Chiu indicated that EPA can set-up a sandbox environment and assign accounts to allow interested states to test the tool.  States interested in eGGRT beta-testing should let Rob Willis know.  EPA may also be able to provide an overview of eGGRT on the next GHG IPT call on April 12th.
Kong Chiu announced that EPA anticipates releasing another version of the XML reporting schema in the coming week.  The schema will allow facilities to upload their GHG data directly in lieu of using eGGRT.  EPA is also working to develop accompanying documentation.  The updated schema will address some change requests that results from internal testing of the previous version, which was released on December 28, 2010.  (The updated schema was posted to the website on March 28, 2011, and is available at http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/e-ggrt_xml.html.)
GHG IPT members asked about the status of the list of facilities that have registered to report in eGGRT.  On an earlier call, states had expressed interest in reviewing this list.  Because the registration information has been affected by the confidential business information (CBI) rulemaking, EPA is not yet able to share the list of registered facilities.  EPA is continuing to work with the Office of General Counsel to determine if some information can be shared with the states.  Rob Willis will work with Kong Chiu to track and communicate resolution of this issue.

GHG IPT members also asked about the status of the draft calculation spreadsheets that EPA is developing to assists reporters in calculating their emissions.  Because of the CBI deferral, EPA will just collect the results of the equations, not equation inputs for downstream reporting.  To help reporters and facilities meet their reporting needs, EPA is developing simple Excel worksheets to collect the inputs and perform the calculations for reporters following the methods laid out in the rule.  These spreadsheets are still under development.   EPA expects to move into the testing phase in the next month, at which point EPA anticipates the draft worksheets can be made available to the states for review.  Kong Chiu will share the materials with Rob Willis to distribute to the IPT once available.

Action Items

· States interested in eGGRT beta-testing should let Rob Willis know.  

· Kong Chiu will check about providing an overview of eGGRT at the next GHG IPT call on April 12th.
· Rob Willis will work with Kong Chiu to track and communicate resolution of whether EPA can provide a list of which facilities in each IPT state have registered in eGGRT.
· Kong Chiu will forward the draft calculation worksheets to Rob Willis to distribute the IPT once they are available.
Impact of the GHG Reporting Deadline on States
Each state on the call was asked to comment on how EPA’s decision to extend the 2010 GHG reporting deadline to September 30th might affect their state or agency regulations or responsibilities.
· Iowa:  The delay negatively impacts IA.  Since facilities will be reporting to EPA, IA dropped their state reporting requirement, but DNR is still responsible for submitting an emissions report to the legislature by December 31, 2011. Given the September federal reporting deadline, it is unlikely that EPA will be able to provide data, so DNR will instead develop the report using a top-down state inventory tool.   IA noted that a bulk download of non-verified data as soon as possible after the reporting deadline might help them generate this report.  As September gets closer, EPA will work to identify a date by which states can have access to the federal data to help states plan.

· Massachusetts:  As long as the data is available by the end of the year, the impact on MA is very small.  MA is planning to use the federal data as a quality control check against the state data, and will also need the federal data to conduct an analysis relative to the state data as part of a GHG reporting program grant.
· Minnesota:  The impact on MN is very small.  MPCA is required to provide a report to the legislature every two years.  MN has a top-down inventory and some facility-level data.  The delay will not allow MN to supplement the facility level data with federal information as planned, but the federal data will be helpful whenever it is available.

· North Carolina: NC does not have a state reporting rule, so is not impacted by the extension.  NC previously committed to conduct a state-wide inventory using federal data and data reported voluntarily to the state emissions reporting program, but the extension simply extends the date of that commitment. 

· Oregon:  Since the OR program is independent of EPA, the impact on OR is minimal.  The greatest impact will be to the reporters; since OR is holding to the March 31st reporting deadline for 2010 emissions data, reporters will have to report twice, and in cases where EPA has eliminated reporting of data inputs for CBI, reporters will need to provide more data to OR than EPA.  OR is state-audited, not third-party-verified; without the EPA reports to conduct quality control checks, OR anticipates that more resources will be needed to audit the state reports.
· Washington:  Since the WA program begins in 2013 for 2012 emissions reporting, the delay has no direct impact on WA.  WA is hoping to use eGGRT for the state reporting deadline, so the delay combined with the CBI deferrals extends WA’s deadlines and likely will create more work.  WA would like to receive as much information as possible as early as possible, and is also interested in reviewing the calculation spreadsheets, helping with the eGGRT beta-testing, and participating in the training programs.  
· Wisconsin:  The impact on WI is negligible, since WI will have already collected most of its data set, and may not be readily able to reconcile their state data with the federal data (WI calculates its emissions using AP32 factors, and the federal factors will depend on the subpart and methods and tiers used by reporters). 
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