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May 13, 2009
WESTAR Council Meeting

Conference Call Summary




The meeting began at 1:00 Pacific time. Council members and delegates present included:

	Mike Elges, NV
Paul Tourangeau, CO
Mary Uhl, NM
Stu Clark, WA

Bob Habeck, MT

Cheryl Heying, UT

Doug Schneider, WA


	Terry O’Clair, ND
Alice Edwards, AK
David Collier, OR
Ira Domsky, AZ
Brian Gustafson, SD
Martin Bauer, ID



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

2. Action items from spring business meeting (Dan)
3. Continued discussion of WRAP funding
4. Summary of state/FLM priorities from spring business meeting discussion
5. Other topics as time permits.
a. Status of woodstove NSPS    

1. Updates/announcements
· As there were no changes or corrections to the previous meeting summary, the summary will be considered final.
· Dan noted the following upcoming meetings:

· The AMC conference call, originally scheduled for 5/18 has been postponed. A notification will be sent when the call is rescheduled.
· MOVE training in Portland, 6/11-12. Other scheduled dates will be posted on WESTAR’s calendar page

· AWMA annual meeting in Detroit, June 16-19

· Innovative approaches to climate change policy, in Washington DC June 24-25

· NACAA Annual permitting meeting in Chicago 7/14-15
· NACAA membership meeting in Boston, September 20-23.

· Given the timing of NACAA’s fall meeting, WESTAR’s meeting will be scheduled for either the week of October 5 or October 19th (in Portland)
2.  Action items from spring business meeting (Dan)
Dan referred participants to the draft summary of action item circulated with the agenda last week. He provided updates on several items that have either already been completed or where action is underway. There were no suggestions for revisions or updates to the summary.
3. Continued discussion of WRAP funding
Dan provided an overview and background information on WRAP’s current funding status, estimate of costs, and the federal funding picture.
Federal funding picture

NACAA advised EPA that additional funding provided in the FY2009 grant (totaling $2.6 million) should be distributed as follows: half should be allocated on a pro rata basis using the old funding formula, half should be allocated using EPA’s example of how the new funding formula would work using old data. Our best guess is that this would result in an additional $806,000 to the WESTAR states collectively. The question is whether the states wish to have this additional money pooled in support of WRAP. It was noted that California wasn’t on the call and will need to be consulted.

Initial indications are that no funding is provided for RPOs in the FY2010 budget. Dan noted that NACAA intends to comment to EPA that $2.5 million should be provided to RPOs.

WRAP’s current funding status
WRAP’s funding will be exhausted by the end of the calendar year.

Estimate of costs
Dan walked the directors through two tables circulated in advance of the meeting. He noted that the “keep the lights on” budget does not reflect WRAP staff support (minimum $50,000) which would bring the total to $385,000. He noted that, even if NACAA is successful in getting EPA to include $2.5M in the FY2010 budget, this is still far shourt of what the talble tells us would be needed to run a regional technical center. He did note that most of the project costs listed under regional technical center are scalable.

After discussion, the air directors agreed to holding a special conference call May 25th to answer the key question(s) regarding the extent to which they are willing to provide 105 grant funding to the WRAP, funding that would otherwise be added to their individual grants base on the formula described above.
4. Summary of state/FLM priorities from spring business meeting (Dan)
Dan referred participants to a document circulated last week with the agenda titled “Themes from air quality management priorities session, WESTAR spring business meeting”. He asked if there were any suggestions, edits or additions. There were none. As a follow-up, he asked if he could present the climate change recommendations to the Clean Air Act Advisory Committee, meeting in Washington DC the following day. The air directors supported this
5. Other topics as time permits
· Dan noted that he had heard a rumor that EPA is not intending to pursue revisions to the woodstove NSPS for a year or more, and expressed concern that if this is true, it will have been years since the joint WESTAR/NESCAUM letter before EPA acts. Dan was directed to discuss the rumor with Greg Green. <Note: shortly after the call, Dan met with Greg and determined that the rumor is not true, and that EPA will initiative rule development in the immediate future.
There were no additional topics discussed.
The meeting adjourned at 2:08 Pacific time. 

