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Welcome and Agenda Review
Andy Putnam (Co-Chair) and Kong Chiu (Co-Chair,) and Rob Willis (Facilitator) welcomed IPT members and reviewed the agenda.   The purpose of the call was to review recent GHG emissions reporting developments and discuss emerging options for reporting, and to determine final resolution of proposed changes to the reporting schema.
Lay of the Land 
Members provided updates on various recent GHG emissions reporting developments:
· Kong Chiu (EPA OAP) gave an update of the additional rulemaking proposals EPA released on March 22, 2010.  When EPA finalized the GHG reporting rule in November 2009, a number of the subparts that were contained in the initial proposal were not included in the final rule.  EPA has since released additional reporting subparts for 2012 reporting regarding sequestration, oil and gas reporting and F-gases.  Since these proposals are for 2012 reporting, they will not affect the work of the GHG IPT.  EPA has also released an alternate parent code/NAICS identification proposal; this change would apply to the 2010 data collection.  
· Kong also provided an update regarding subpart MM and LL data collection.  These subparts were included in the GHG reporting rule that was finalized in November 2009.  To reduce reporter burden, EPA has decided to use an existing system in the EPA Office of Transportation and Air Quality (OTAQ) to collect this information.  OTAQ already works with the facilities that will be reporting under MM and LL.  OAP will provide OTAQ with the draft data elements to begin altering their system to manage the MM and LL data collection.  While the data collection system will be separate, all reporting provisions will still apply for these subparts, and the exchange schema will include MM and LL data.  Several states and WCI anticipate they will have additional reporting needs related to transportation fuels.  California and Washington will develop short descriptions of their needs and the timing to add to the state requirements spreadsheet.  Rob Willis will work with Kong to determine whether additional discussions with OTAQ or others are needed to address these additional needs.   

· On Friday, March 19, several members of the IPT participated in a subgroup call (EPA, Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico and Washington), to begin discussing options for GHG reporting, data collection, and 2011 vs. 2012 reporting considerations.  Rob Willis reviewed the discussion and the options that are emerging related to data collection using batch transfer and online reporting.  A summary of this discussion was distributed as part of the March 30 materials, and contains additional details.  Members noted that the batch upload option may be useful for smaller companies as well as larger ones.  
Action Items

· California and Washington will provide Rob Willis with descriptions of their data requirements related to the MM and LL subparts.  Rob will add these into the comment spreadsheet, and work with Kong Chiu to determine the next steps to address these comments.
Final Resolution of Proposed Changes to the Reporting Schema
Rob Willis reminded GHG IPT members about the process of the past few calls to collect comments on the draft GHG reporting schema and discuss members’ data requirements.  In advance of the call, the 126 comments were compiled into one workbook and categorized, with proposed outcomes noted.  The outcome either indicates the change to be made, that the comment should carry forward to Phase II (for comments more relevant to the exchange rather than the reporting schema), or that no change is being made and why.   

The GHG IPT reviewed the approximately 20 comments pending more information.  Clarifications and action items were noted in the master spreadsheet.  Kong Chiu noted that several of the comments related to compliance with the final rule will be addressed; Rob will follow-up with Kong after the call to update the spreadsheet based on his conversation with SAIC.  Rob will also follow-up with Beth McDonough to address Massachusetts’ outstanding comments.  

Action Items

· Pat McDermott will check internally on comments submitted from Iowa related to subpart O and F-gases.
· California will send an email to Kong Chiu about additional fields for nameplate generating capacity, and the potential need to accommodate different generating units.  

· Rob Willis will follow-up with Beth McDonough to address Massachusetts’ outstanding comments, and work with Kong Chiu to update the spreadsheet based on the conversation with SAIC.
· Once all information has been received, Rob Willis will provide an updated master comment spreadsheet to the IPT.
Review GHG IPT Schedule
Rob Willis provided and overview of the upcoming process, as the GHG IPT begins moving into the Phase II portion of work about the data exchange and exchange schema.  The IPT will first consider comments received that relate to Phase II, and discuss implications to the structure of the data exchange.  The IPT will further determine business requirements and then begin to design the exchange architecture.  Contractor support will be identified to develop and document the different exchanges, once the IPT has worked out the schema requirements.  [image: image1][image: image2][image: image3][image: image4]
