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May 12, 2010
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
Ned Jerabek, NM
Garry Kaufman, CO

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

Ira Domsky, AZ



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

2. Status reports on action items from EPA/NACAA retreat (Cheryl Heying, Stu Clark, Andy Ginsburg)

3. Discussion: Should WESTAR prepare written comments on EPA’s slow response to SIP submittals? (Dan Johnson)

4. Update on EPA’s area source MACT proposal (Bob Lebens)

5. Update on 112(j) MACT Hammer proposal (Bob Lebens)

6. Other topics as time permits 

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:
· NACAA spring 2010 business meeting in Sacramento May17-19

· Air and Waste Management Association 2010 Annual Conference on Energy and the Environment, in Calgary, Alberta, Canada June 22-25

· Meteorological Modeling meeting in Boulder, CO June 24-25.

· WESTAR fall business meeting tentatively scheduled for September 28 and 29 at the Westin Hotel in downtown Portland, OR. 

· The WRAP membership meeting will immediately follow the WESTAR meeting in Portland on September 30, and the WRAP technical committee will meet on October 1.

· EPA has delayed publishing their proposed update to the interim fire policy. The proposal was in the OMB/inter-agency review phase.

2. Status reports on action items from EPA/NACAA retreat (Cheryl Heying, Dan Johnson)
Dan noted that 3 of the directors who would normally present status reports are not on the call (Stu, Andy, and Mary) and sent written status reports that were circulated prior to the call. Cheryl discussed the status of her workgroup on SIP reform. They are working on ways to improve the efficiency of the SIP process within the language of the current Clean Air Act. There are a number of related initiatives either currently underway or recently completed, and one question is whether the recommendations that came out of these initiatives have been implemented. 
3. Discussion: Should WESTAR prepare written comments on EPA’s slow response to SIP submittals? (Dan Johnson)
Dan read the following action item from the WESTAR spring meeting summary: “Schedule a discussion on the topic of EPA’s slow response to SIP submittals (including regional haze SIPs) for a future WESTAR conference call.” This topic came up during the Executive Session. After some discussion, the group agreed to have Dan work with Cheryl on a comment letter that focuses on the current SIP reform effort (see topic 2 above) ensuring that the effort includes an evaluation of steps that could be taken to speed up SIP approvals. Dan will circulate a draft around 5/21 for comments and will schedule a discussion for our next WESTAR call.
4. Update on EPA’s area source MACT proposal (Bob Lebens)
Bob summarized some of the elements of EPA’s area source MACT proposal. Bob reminded the group of our involvement with EPA and NESCAUM on the biomass issue and fuels for schools and told the directors that they should expect that WESTAR will be working with the same group on this proposal.
5. Update on 112(j) MACT Hammer proposal (Bob Lebens)

Dan read the following action item from the WESTAR spring meeting summary: “…look into the resource impact on states when Section 112j (case by case MACT) is triggered by a MACT vacatur, and if appropriate draft comments for submittal to EPA by April 29, 2010.” Tina Anderson raised this as a concern at the business meeting. Bob noted that Tina has withdrawn her request, and Dan asked if anyone felt that we should comment (there wasn’t).
6. Other topics as time permits
· Don noted that the WRAP technical oversight committee is recruiting for state volunteers.

· Ira asked if states were seeing an increase in their 105 grants. Some states said they received increases for specific projects (e.g. oil and gas).

· Terry’s modelers have noted that using the AERMOD ozone limiting method reduces NOx estimates; he will circulate a summary of their findings. 
The meeting adjourned at 1:45 Pacific time.
.
� Draft will be considered final upon review and approval by a majority of the members, typically on the next monthly conference call.





