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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 brief members on the status of the reporting schema and the CBI rulemaking process, and then to continue brainstorming schema options and service definitions for the GHG data exchange.
GHG Reporting Schema and CBI Update
Kong Chiu (EPA OAP) provided a status update on the GHG reporting schema development.  EPA is working to finalize an updated version of the draft schema that incorporates GHG IPT member technical comments regarding format and structure, and accommodates state-specific data elements.  Most of the technical comments have been incorporated.  The developers had a few additional questions regarding some of the state-specific data elements, so Rob Willis has followed-up with individual GHG IPT members for clarification.  Once those responses have been incorporated, the revision will be completed and the schema distributed to the IPT for additional comments.  
In response to a member question about the timing of validation documentation development, Peter Kokopeli (EPA OAP) noted that this piece will likely come after the schema has been finalized, given the challenge of meeting the tight deadline while incorporating additional technical corrections to the Mandatory Reporting Rule recently issued by EPA.  Members noted that the ability to review the business rules in advance may prove useful to potential vendors and reporting facilities; Peter agreed, and noted it may be able to release them sooner if the differences between the proposed and final technical corrections are not significant.
Kong also announced that the CBI rulemaking is not quite final yet; once the rule is signed, Lisa Grogan (EPA) will provide a briefing and the GHG IPT will discuss implications for the data exchange.  The CBI rulemaking is anticipated in particular to bear on the design of the outbound exchange.

Brainstorming Session:  Schema Options and Service Definitions for the GHG Data Exchange
On the last GHG IPT call, members brainstormed schema options and outbound service needs.  Members continued the brainstorming in order to more clearly scope the key issues and determine next steps. 
When considering options for the outbound flow, members noted that it will be helpful to understand the structure of the EPA database that supports the reporting schema, and whether the database sustains the detail in the schema, or a generalization occurs.  It may be possible to leverage how data is packaged in the database structure to meet other needs.  EPA’s reporting database is likely to reflect the structure of the reporting schema, which is modeled on the relationships in EPA’s mandatory reporting rule, and would mean using a modified version of the reporting schema for publishing might require the least amount of change. 

Members also noted that there is a need for greater clarity on the similarities and differences between the EPA reporting schema and the Consolidated Emissions Reporting Schema (CERs) in order to determine how a service that approximates the CERs structure might be developed.  Several states use CERs for their emissions inventory reporting, and have developed their state air system databases using the CERs structure.  Several states store GHG data alongside criteria emissions data.  These states are interested in extracting a dataset from the MRR database in a CERs-compatible format.  

Mitch West (Exchange Network Coordinator) noted that based on Exchange Network experience, having only one schema does not always make sense for a data exchange.  On the other hand, it is not possible to develop a separate schema to support every question and analytical process.  The challenge is to find the sweet spot of developing sufficient services that support the majority of the various data requirements.  The AQS Data Mart system is an example of a flow with multiple services.  
Members identified the following outbound data needs and information to gather to determine next steps:
· A data set in the reporting schema format.  Questions to answer include: Is the full dataset or a subset of the 1200 reporting elements, and if a subset, which ones?  In addition to the data that is collected from the reporting system, what information will be added (e.g. state facility ID)?  Is the data a full batch by state, or facility by facility? Does there need to be a CBI and non-CBI version?
· A data set that can be reconciled with or mapped to CERs. There are various options that this business need might be accommodated (e.g. stylesheet, converter, data service).  The IPT first needs to understand how the information that is being collected with the reporting schema can be transformed into CERs and if, once this transformation is accomplished, the data will still be useful (it may be possible to map the MRR and CERs data).  The first step in supporting this work will be to define specific data elements from CERs that members are interested in.
· One or more outbound services to allow a subset of data to be published and searched, potentially satisfying public needs.  Members agreed to put this in the parking lot, pending clarification on the full dataset and CERs.  
Action Items

· WA and TCR volunteered to work with Rob Willis to develop options related to the reporting schema outbound dataset for the next GHG IPT call on July 13.  Rob will email the meeting time to the full group in case others are interested in joining.
· Rob Willis will follow-up with Peter Kokopeli about how best to engage contractor resources to work with GHG IPT members to elucidate specific needs for CERs data elements.[image: image1][image: image2][image: image3][image: image4]
