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® Required to develop in FY 08 Omnibus
Appropriations (12/26/07)

— Public draft GHG reporting rule in 9 months
(9/08)

— Final rule in 18 months (6/09)

® Directed to use existing authority under CAA
— Include both direct and upstream emissions



o= Proposed rule highlights
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® Facility based reporting, limited exceptions
(e.g., vehicle manufacturers, fuel importers)

® Capacity/emissions hybrid threshold

— Capacity where this makes sense
— 25.000 MTCO2e for other sources

® Annual reporting; 3/2011 for CY 2010
emissions

® Verification: by EPA



e oource Categories Coverage
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State of Washington

Electricity Generation
Transportation

Industrial

Other

Agriculture

Upstream Suppliers

Power plants
Vehicle and Engine Manufacturers

All large industrial emitters, including
refineries, metals production, cement,
glass, pulp and paper, and chemicals
production

Landfills, WWT, Ethanol, Food
processing

Manure management

Refineries, gas processors, natural gas
distributors, coal mines, LNG terminals,
etc.

Developed specific methodologies for each of the source categories



= What you need to report
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State of Washington

® The 6 key GHGs + other non Kyoto fluorinated
GHGs

- COQ, CH4, NzO, HFC’S, PFC,S, SF6
— NF;, NFE, etc.
® Direct and upstream emissions.

— direct emissions from combustion and process sources

— upstream emissions from fuels distribution; some will have
both direct and upstream emission reporting obligations



o Methodologies

ECOLOGY

State of Washington

® Direct measurement and facility-specific calculations
— Direct measurement where facilities already collecting &
reporting

— Other calculations in accordance with TCR/CARB
protocols

— Vehicle/Engine manufacturers report g/mi in accordance
with existing test protocols

® Direct reporting system for fuel quantity and quality
information
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® Vchicle/engine manufacturers
— Include CO,, CH,, N,O and HFCs
— Report annually at time of annual certification

— Propose to exempt all small manutacturers

® Secking comment on reporting for fleets & for
state/local governments to report additional
travel activity data



= Nta verification

® Considered options of selt-certification, EPA
certification, and 3™ party verification

® Decided on EPA verification
— Similar to other EPA reporting programs
— Requires more data to be submitted

— Reporter self-certifies emissions data; EPA reviews
QA/QC and ancillary data to verity
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State of Washington

® Direct reporting to EPA

® Higher reporting thresholds

® Facility-based reporting over entity reporting

® Source specific reporting methodologies

® Simplified calculations de minimis

® No reporting requirement on-road fleets

® No reporting requirement for indirect emissions

® EPA verification over self-certification or 3™ part
party

Note: EPA does not intend their rule to
preempt state reporting requirements
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® March 9 2009: rule proposed
— Not yet published in FR

® Comments due 60 days after publication in FR
® April 2009: Public hearings in DC & CA
® Fall 2009: Anticipated rule finalization



o= Impacts to state reporting rule
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State of Washington

® Continuing according to HB 2815
— EPA’s rule is not yet final

— EPA does not intend their rule to preempt state actions

® Evaluating if there are pieces of the EPA rule to

Incorporate

® May need to amend rule next year
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