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Welcome

Andy Putnam and Kong Chiu (GHG IPT Co-Chairs) and Karen Basset (state Co-Chair of the ENLC) welcomed members and thanked them for their participation.   They noted that the Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Integrated Project Team (IPT) is unique as it will be addressing a new reporting rule from EPA rather than amending or automating an existing dataflow.  
Rob Willis, GHG IPT facilitator, reviewed the agenda and the IPT call schedule.   GHG IPT conference calls will recur every two weeks from 1:00 – 2:30 p.m.  Eastern Time between December 7th and April 14th, 2010.   Participants can expect to receive call materials in advance of each call.  

Review of GHG IPT Charge, Charter, and Project Timeline
Kurt Rakouskas provided an overview of the GHG IPT Charge and Charter that were distributed with the call agenda.  The GHG IPT has been formed to lend expertise and determine how best to apply Exchange Network technology to share GHG data.  The Exchange Network is a partnership between U.S. EPA, states, and tribes to implement a standard system for sharing environmental data.  It makes use of data standards in common language (XML, Web services, etc) that allow machines to talk with each other and securely share information.   The GHG IPT will focus on identifying the technical options that allow the data exchange to be as flexible as is possible to accommodate future policy decisions.   

The GHG IPT Charter provides background on the issue and sets the stage for the work of the GHG IPT.   As noted in the constraints section of the document, timing will be a key consideration for the GHG IPT as it approaches its tasks due to EPA and certain state requirements.  As such, the GHG IPT work will be approached in two phases.  During Phase 1, the IPT members will discuss and identify the different data and business process needs by stakeholders, and compare these with the EPA reporting rule in order to make recommendations to EPA for additional data elements that might be included in the mandatory GHG reporting schema.  This phase will be completed by February 15th.  In Phase 2, the IPT will plan, design, develop and document a GHG data exchange that includes all of the components required by the Exchange Network.  Partner data needs identified in Phase 1 will be incorporated into Phase 2.  By April 15th, the GHG IPT will develop the XML schema, a Flow Configuration Document that provides a description and instructions on how the data will flow between partners, a Data Exchange Template for mapping data exchanges, and an Instance Document.
Participants suggested minor edits to charter to clarify that the IPT will document GHG data reporting, but focus on designing an exchange infrastructure.   These edits will be reviewed by the Co-Chairs and the final charter will be distributed back to the GHG IPT.  
Action Items

· Ross & Associates will update the Charter to incorporate member comments and provide to the IPT Co-chairs to review and finalize. 

EPA Mandatory GHG Reporting Rule
Kong Chiu provided an update on the EPA mandatory GHG reporting rule.  Since the rule was finalized in October, EPA has been working on modeling the data.  This process is close to completion.  There are 1,200 unique data elements across 30 subparts, with the majority being validation and verification data.  Some subparts have been deferred for future Track 2 rulemakings, where they will be added at the earliest in 2011.  The system that is developed will have to be designed to accommodate these future additional data elements.  The GHG reporting schema is currently under development, and is continuing to evolve as data elements are defined.  EPA anticipates that this schema will be completed in early spring, 2010.  This will be shared with the GHG IPT for feedback.  
EPA also has two separate, but related, rulemakings currently underway.  The first is designed to address comments EPA received recommending that corporate parent identifiers be included in addition to facility and entity identifiers.  This will be completed by 2011.  The second is a Confidential Business Information (CBI) rulemaking to identify which mandatory GHG reporting elements are CBI.   Based on past precedent, it is unlikely that the GHG emissions data will be considered CBI.  However, many of the other data elements may ultimately be considered sensitive, so the current approach being taken is to assume that everything in the data system is CBI and to then amend the system when the CBI rule is complete.  
Action Items

· Kong Chiu will provide an update on the CBI rule at the next GHG IPT call to clarify status, responsible parties, and the relationship of the data elements

Consolidated Emissions Reporting Schema (CERS) Status and Update

Martin Husk provided an update on the Consolidated Emissions Reporting Schema (CERS).  EPA reviewed CERS to determine whether the schema could be used to flow the 1,200 data elements identified as part of the mandatory GHG reporting rule into the agency and then potentially back out across the Exchange Network.  Based on technical considerations along with the impacts on existing CERS users given the continued volatility around the schema as new pieces of the GHG rule are released, EPA has decided to develop a separate GHG reporting schema and not use CERS as part of this process.  Additionally, this new schema can be used to flow data from the EPA data system to users across the Exchange Network.  The CERS will not be used for this either.  However, while the GHG reporting schema will be separate, it will use common data element names so that there is consistency with CERS where possible.  

Update on State Participant Activities
GHG IPT State participants shared their current state requirements for GHG reporting, their anticipated and known data exchange responsibilities, and the correct state contact.  Abe Seigal with SAIC, the EPA contractor developing the mandatory GHG federal reporting system, will follow up with state members between IPT calls to further document their detailed reporting requirements.
· Colorado currently does not have a GHG reporting rule.  Colorado’s interest in participating in the GHG IPT is to consume data from EPA, and as a member of The Climate Registry.   The IPT contact is Andy Putnam.

· Arizona is currently under a GHG rulemaking moratorium; prior to that, it had no GHG reporting rule, and will not have a rule until late 2011 or early 2012.  The IPT contact is Steve Burr.  Steve is also the staff lead for the WCI Reporting Committee, which issued its essential reporting requirements in July 2009, and is currently working on harmonizing these requirements with the EPA rule.  Steve will put together a package on WCI reporting.  

· California has a mandatory reporting regulation that requires 3rd party verification, and just completed its first year of reporting.  The 2009 reports will be sent to the California Air Resources Board using an online reporting tool.  In 2010, California will write cap-and-trade regulations.  California is interested in working with EPA on a mechanism that allows data to be sent to EPA and shared back to states to meet cap-and-trade and other data needs.  The IPT contact is Linda Murchinson.  

· Iowa is in its 3rd year of mandatory reporting of GHG emissions, however it is also their last year since Iowa is ceasing its mandatory reporting program and will become a consumer of data being reported to EPA.  Iowa has a statutory requirement to collect GHG data and submit it by December 1st every year; they are currently working to modify the language to extend reporting to December 31st, and will work with EPA to get that data.  The IPT contact is Marnie Stein.  

· Massachusetts has a mandatory reporting program and is working with The Climate Registry to develop their program.  They are also a member of the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI).  They anticipate that companies will begin reporting in February for an April 15th deadline.  Companies emitting over 5000 tons CO2e, or who are covered by the Title 5 permit program, are required to report.  The IPT contact is Beth McDonough.  

· Michigan does not have a mandatory GHG reporting program, but is a member of The Climate Registry.  Michigan had initiated the process of determining what a GHG program would look like and was up to the recommendations stages, but that process is currently at a standstill.  The IPT contact is Tom Shanley.

· North Carolina’s mandatory reporting rule was put on hold until the final EPA rule was released, and they have since made a recommendation not to proceed with the state rule until data is received from EPA.  North Carolina completes a status report every year to their environmental management commission on the availability of EPA data and sufficiency of the quality/quantity of that data for their GHG inventory and planning efforts.  North Carolina’s primary interest in the GHG IPT is to follow the progress of when and what data which will be released to the public to determine if everything they need will be there.  The IPT contact is Madeleine Strum.
· New Jersey has had GHG emissions reporting since 2003 for CO2 and methane.  They use an electronic emissions reporting system.  New Jersey thresholds are based on criteria pollutants, which require CO2 and methane reporting if exceeded.  They also have a state law that proposed a GHG rule; however, adoption of this law was delayed in order to allow comparison with the EPA rule.  New Jersey is now moving forward with adoption of a state-level rule, in light of three differences with the EPA rule: state-level reporting from upstream fossil fuel providers; Co2 release reporting thresholds; and the right to know program.  The IPT contact is Steve Anderson.  

· Nevada’s reporting requirement is limited to electricity generation, but is hoping that there will be an Exchange Network flow back from The Climate Registry.  The IPT contact is Dave Emme.  
· Washington is currently in the final stages of reviewing comments released on its draft rule.  Washington has a lower threshold than EPA and will collect fleet data.  The state is currently examining the possibility of changing the statute to more closely align with EPA.  The IPT contact is Kathy Sundberg.
· Wisconsin has a reporting requirement for CO2 from the 1990’s, with a threshold at 100,000 tons.  Wisconsin expects to pass a rule lowering the threshold to 10,000 tons, and add methane and nitrous oxide from fuel combustion.  The IPT contact is Ed Jetsen.  

Action Items

· Ross & Associates will update Dustin Plenty Hoops from Wind River to brief him on the first IPT meeting, and to identify ways to ensure the perspectives and needs of tribes are brought into the IPT process.  

· Abe Seigal and Kong Chiu will discuss a timeline and create a template to collect information from States IPT members.  Abe will then contact IPT members to schedule meetings to discuss specifics.  

· Members should forward Rob (rob.willis@ross-assoc.com) any info that might be useful background about their specific data needs.  Rob will compile this information along with IPT member contact information and provide it to Abe.

· Rob will send email to members with his contact info, scheduling information, and list of action items.

