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Welcome and Agenda Review
Andy Putnam (State Co-chair), Kong Chiu (EPA Co-Chair) and Rob Willis (Facilitator) welcomed IPT members and reviewed the agenda.  The purpose of the call was to receive updates on requirements gathering for 2012 changes to eGGRT, review feedback from members on the draft Flow Configuration Document for Data Exchange I, and discuss next steps for Data Exchange II.

Requirements Gathering for 2012 Changes to eGGRT
IPT state representatives who are also participating in the Western Climate Initiative (WCI) met with EPA last week to discuss the process and timing for documenting potential modifications to eGGRT to accommodate 2012 reporting.  WCI has worked to harmonize their reporting requirements with the EPA mandatory reporting requirements, and is interested in using eGGRT as their information collection system.  The Confidential Business Information (CBI) determination is still pending; as with other issues the IPT has examined, this adds potential uncertainty to what data EPA can collect and share with states via eGGRT, and potentially adds a layer of complexity to the data exchange solutions. 

Following the call, Kong Chiu provided examples of the requirements format.  Rob Willis will work Steve Burr (AZ) to draft the WCI requirements in a compatible format.  EPA and the states are working towards identifying changes by the end of November.  The broader group will reconvene within the month to check-in on what else needs to be done.  

Action Items

· Robert Willis will follow-up with Steve Burr and Kong Chiu to discuss the eGGRT requirements gathering.
Flow Configuration Document for Data Exchange I: Reporting Schema Outbound
A draft of the Data Exchange I Flow Configuration Document (FCD) was distributed in advance of the call for member feedback.  Bill Rensmith (Windsor) provided an overview of the document, and discussed comments and questions with IPT members:
· Members agreed to qualify the entry in the FCD about the list of available source system identifiers that can be provided by the EPA service with a footnote; the GHG ID and FRS ID will be the minimum supported identifiers, and additional identifiers, such as EIS ID, may be supported in the future.

· EPA is setting up the system so that a unique eGGRT identifier for EPA (GHG ID) is prepared; the GHG facility will be linked to its associated FRS ID.  

· States expressed interest in including the EIS ID, given overlap between the EIS and GHG communities.  EPA is working on how to accomplish this; in particular, there appear to be some mapping issues between EIS and FRS that need to be resolved.
· States have also expressed interest in some state-specific IDs that EPA will also consider.

· Members discussed whether there are other important events that should trigger a facility’s “Data Changed” flag and decided that in addition to new reports received by a facility, the system should also recognize if a facility corrects a report, and if a new facility is added to eGGRT.

· Members discussed the assumption that a unique identifier for each report will be stored within eGGRT, and if it will make sense to carry that as a parameter.

· Kong Chiu noted that because of CROMERR compliance, it is likely that each submission – the initial submission and any resubmissions resulting from verifications, audits, or other EPA follow-ups - will each be considered a separate report with a unique ID, and the model for resubmissions will likely be to contain all previously-entered data as well as any updates.

· States indicated that it would be useful to have access to the most recent entire report, and also have the option to request previous reports in order to compare any change.  
· The “ChangeDate” parameter included in the “GetFacility” service would allow states to do this, but this parameter was not yet included with the “GetFacilitiesWithReports” service because of the potential to return very large data payloads that would not function well and possibly crash the server.  
· States noted that the option to include the “Change Date” parameter as an option would be useful to implement, and include a note that this could cause file size issues.  To address payload size concerns, a limit could be placed on who calls this parameter (authorization by this parameter).  

· The IPT also recommended that future enhancements include a costing function across all parameters (e.g. by returning a status code if a request is likely to generate a large file).
· Members decided to retain the “ReportFormat” parameter even though it is not yet supported as a placeholder, along with a note that potential future versions of the service will allow for specifying different report formats (e.g. GHG MR XML, CERS XML, and others).
· Members affirmed the recommendation not to include a filter option for the service; not allowing filtering will make the design simpler and does not remove functionality.  

· Members confirmed that a specific naming convention on the downloaded document is not necessary.

· Since the report is likely to include some auxiliary information (e.g. FRS info, Acid Rain info, QA/QC flags), members recommended backing off the statement that “The report xml will be an exact copy of the file as submitted by the reporting facility to EPA, either via XML or the e-GGRT reporting web portal”.
· The system will generate a failed transactions message.  An Exchange Network workgroup is currently defining a standard error reporting XML schema; depending on the timing of that work, it may be possible to use this schema as the format for the error message.

In response to whether states will be able to request the status of facilities that are expected to report but have not yet: the expectation is that once the universe of applicable facilities has been determined, then the correct reporting status of every facility in eGGRT should be available in the system.  

What mechanism and the processes available for states to provide feedback to EPA on information in the data flow (e.g. if states find errors or inconsistencies in the reported data), and how the business process will be structured to track any changes to submissions and the reason for the changes (e.g. through a comment field) are implementation issues that are being managed by other groups in EPA and still being determined.    Both issues placed on the parking lot for a future IPT discussion.
Action Items

· IPT members should send in any final comments on the draft FCD by the end of the week.  

· Windsor will incorporate input from the call discussion and any additional feedback from IPT members, and prepare a final draft FCD for review and approval on the next GHG IPT call.
Parking Lot
· The mechanism and process by which states provide EPA with feedback on reported data, and how changes to submissions and their rationale is recorded, will be discussed on a future IPT call.

Next Steps for Data Exchange II
Robert Willis (IPT Facilitator) spoke with Peter Kokopelli (EPA) in follow-up to the discussion on the last IPT call regarding whether the services that EPA will be developing to provide public access to the GHG data could provide a basis for a second data exchange that provides the GHG information in a normalized structure.   For the next GHG IPT call, Peter Kokopelli will provide the GHG IPT with an overview of the structure for the database that will generate the public services.  By examining this database structure, the GHG IPT member can determine whether the options available for fulfilling normalized data requests via the public services might also meet IPT member data needs via a second data exchange.  
Rescheduling the Next IPT Call
Members agreed to move the next GHG IPT call back one week, given potential conflicts with the week of Thanksgiving holiday.  The next call has been moved from November 23 to November 30.[image: image1][image: image2][image: image3][image: image4]
