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February 17, 2009
WESTAR Council Meeting

Conference Call Summary




The monthly WESTAR Council call began at 1:00. Council members and delegates present included:

	Mike Ragan, WA
Cheryl Heying, UT
Mary Uhl, NM
Alice Edwards, AK

Paul Tourangeau, CO

Willy Nagamine, HI
Greg Remer, NV
Eric Massey, AZ

	Terry O’Clair, ND
Brian Gustafson, SD
Martin Bauer, ID
Stu Clark, WA
Dave Klemp, MT

Andy Ginsburg, OR

Ira Domsky, AZ



WESTAR staff present: Dan Johnson, Jeff Gabler, Don Arkell
Agenda topics:
1. Updates/announcements

2. Feedback from NACAA/EPA retreat with Gina McCarthy (Cheryl Heying, Mary Uhl, Andy Ginsburg)

3. Briefing paper: Optional approaches to funding the work of WRAP (Don Arkell)

4. Spring WESTAR meeting draft agenda (Dan Johnson)
5. Other topics as time permits
· Center for Biological Diversity notice of intent to sue EPA
· WildEarth Guardian lawsuit re: EPA’s failure to require infrastructure SIPs for 1997 8-hour ozone standard
1. Updates/announcements
· As there were no changes or corrections to the previous meeting summary, the summary will be considered final.
· Dan summarized the following upcoming meeting:
· National Air Quality Conference: 3/15-3/18 in Raleigh, NC.

· ECOS meeting in Sausalito, CA 3/23-25
· WESTAR spring meeting: tentative 3/29-30 in Denver, CO. (WRAP meeting 3/31)
· NACAA spring 2010 business meeting in Sacramento 5/15-19

· Dan announced the availability of a PM2.5 sampler from the USFWS, and asked that if a state is interested that they contact him.

· Dan noted that a comment letter on the proposed new ozone standard is currently being drafted for Council review, and should be circulated a week prior to our next WESTAR air director call. The comment deadline is March 22nd. 
2. Feedback  from NACAA/EPA retreat with Gina McCarthy (Cheryl Heying, Mary Uhl, Andy Ginsburg)
Cheryl, Mary, and Andy provided an overview and some reactions to the early February retreat with senior EPA staff. Four topics were discussed: funding; GHG tailoring rule; multi-pollutant planning, and SIP reform. Directors are encouraged to give any of the WESTAR representatives a call if they want to hear more about the specifics on any of these topics. 
In summary, all of the participants agreed that the atmosphere was refreshing and sensed a willingness and desire on the part of EPA management to work with state and local agencies more closely than has been the case for the last few years.
3. Briefing paper: Optional approaches to funding the work of WRAP (Don Arkell )
Dan provided an overview of the purpose of this discussion, to begin the task of first designing a “business plan” for the WRAP, and then to implement the plan so as to ensure that a funding stream is available to support the WRAP. Don outlined the options presented in the briefing paper and asked for reactions. As there were few comments and little time left in the call, Dan suggested that staff polish the briefing paper based on any comments over the coming weeks, and that the updated paper will be used to inform a discussion at the upcoming, expanded executive session of the WESTAR business meeting.
4. Spring WESTAR meeting draft agenda (Dan Johnson) 
Dan outlined the topics included on the current draft agenda and asked for feedback both on the topics themselves as well as the time allotted for each. He noted that Gina McCarthy is not available to attend the meeting, and that he has yet to receive a confirmation from Peter Tsirigotis. He suggested an approach to abbreviating the “Business” session of the meeting to free up additional time for the Executive Session (based on previous meeting feedback). In particular, he suggested eliminating the formal presentations on staff reports, financial report, and committee reports, and instead providing these reports in advance of the meeting, allowing time during the meeting for comments and questions.
5. Other topics as time permits
Time did not permit additional discussion on 2 recent lawsuits filed against EPA that name several WESTAR states.
The meeting adjourned at 2:10 Pacific time. 

� Draft will be considered final upon review and approval by a majority of the members, typically on the next monthly conference call.





