AGENDA
WESTAR Planning Committee Conference Call
June 5, 2025

11:00 AM HST; 12:00 PM AKST; 1:00 PM PST; 2:00 PM MST; 3:00 PM CST
Microsoft Teams meeting: Click here to join the meeting
Call in by phone at (audio only) (323) 676-6261 Access Code: 115 437 451#


 




	


Participants (attendance is marked by bolding)
States: AK, AZ, CA, CO, HI, ID, MT, ND, NM, NV, OR, SD, UT, WA, WY 
Local Air Agencies: Clark County, Albuquerque, Yolo-Solano, Pima County 
Tribal Air Agencies: 
Federal Land Mangers: BLM, FWS, NPS, USFS 
1. Call to Order- Zac Dorn (AZ)
a. Notes for this call: Colorado
2. Discussion Items 
a. Utah's Ozone Transport Demonstration (179B) (Ryan Bares)
	Notes:
· Northern Wasatch Front 2015 ozone nonattainment area, design value for 22-24 is 75 ppb
· The area’s designation is Moderate per recent stay by 10th Circuit court in Colorado. The area attained the standard but for contributions from international emissions.
· The area experiences intermountain west ozone challenges: high elevation, natural emissions of VOCs, wildfires, long dry summers, increased population, and transport of international emissions, specifically from East Asia. 
· Utah submitted a 179B(a) prospective demonstration to EPA, but EPA has not acted on that yet. 
· Utah submitted a 179B(b) retrospective demonstration to EPA, which was disapproved by EPA.  Utah developed another demonstration incorporating feedback from EPA and recently submitted the demonstration to EPA. The demonstration includes:
· Emissions trends, impact of wildfires, conceptual model, and synoptic met analysis
· The ozone source apportionment models the sources of ozone. 63% is naturally occurring. 21% anthrophonic, 9% from biogenic, and 7% from international anthropogenic emissions. 
· International anthropogenic contribution has been relatively consistent throughout the nonattainment area.  
· Demonstration shows the area would have attained the standard but for the presence of international contributions. 
· Modeling funded by the Utah legislature was conducted by Ramboll.  
· EPA recently rescinded its 179B guidance. 
· An approved 179B would not negate the requirement to reduce emissions and attain the standard or remove sanctions from previously disapproved SIP elements. Rather, it provides more flexibility with attaining the standard. 
Questions:
Yousaf H. 
· If a 179B demonstration is approved, do the prescriptive elements of new designations go away, if the demonstration prevents an area from being redesignated from moderate to serious? Yes, RFP would not apply, but the area would still need to make progress toward emissions reductions. 
· What caused spikes in ozone levels from other sources of ozone emissions, while international contributions stayed consistent? That is a result of the process of the formation of ozone in the area. 
· It looks like a lot of international emissions generate over the Pacific Ocean, not necessarily from land. Ryan clarified that the figure in question is a back trajectory, not necessarily where the emissions are originating from. 
Jay B 
· Is there any reassessment of international contributions later down the road? Do you have to reevaluate for international periodically if the 179B is approved? Do they have to demonstrate ongoing compliance with that? If approved it is as if you attain the standard and continued demonstration is not required, you might have to submit another demonstration again if a new standard is introduced. 
Zac D. 
· Can you speak to the process Utah had with EPA during the development of the demonstration? They have been working on this together for 4-5 years. EPA provided a lot of very good feedback, including feedback related to the model performance evaluation. 
Michael O. 
· Is the work for their 179B(a) demonstration the same that was completed for the 179B(b) demonstration? They were able to leverage a lot of the work that was completed, while completing some new work. 
Dawn L. 
· Were expectational event demonstrations included as part of this package? Yes, they included exceptional event demonstrations for three days, as an appendix to the 179B demonstration. 
Mary U. 
· What did EPA want to see more of related to the model performance evaluation? EPA wanted to see additional information related to the model performance evaluation, specifically additional statistics and spatial plots. 
Yousaf H. 
· At what point did Utah make the decision to develop a 179B demonstration? They saw they would not model for attainment and that they would have but for international demonstrations. 
Ryan P. 
· Is there a paper or a report that details the methodology used for the demonstration? Ryan will share a link to the actual demonstration with Jay. 

b. Oil and Gas Subcommittee Update – Jay B. 
· Methane rule is one of the regulations that EPA is planning to rescind or replaced by the end of the year. For now the deadlines included in the rule are still effective. 

3. Actions/Updates
a. Any new actions for discussion or awareness?
i. Jay B. is tracking Regional Haze (RH) decisions and share a link to a tracking sheet. May-June update: EPA proposed to approve second round RH SIPs for South Dakota, Texas, Vermont and Florida. EPA also proposed to approve Texas’s first round SIP in full. 
ii. A Revised Regional Haze Rule may be published this summer. 
iii. NV just submitted RH SIP To EPA, expecting action later this year. 
iv. CA is expecting a re-proposed approval of their RH SIP. 
v. A petition for reconsideration of Utah’s Round 2 RH SIP has been granted and they are awaiting action on that. 
b. WESTAR Planning Committee Contact Spreadsheet
i.  Please add your/your group members roles for future contact reference.
c. Topic Suggestion Google Form
i.  Please use this form to submit any topic suggestions you would like us to cover in future meetings.
4. Next Call
a. July 3, 2025, 11:00 AM HST; 12:00 PM AKST; 1:00 PM PST; 2:00 PM MST; 3:00 PM CST


Note Taking Schedule – 2025
	January
	Washington

	February
	Wyoming

	March
	Pima County, AZ

	April
	Arizona

	May
	California

	June
	Colorado

	July
	Hawaii

	August
	Idaho

	September
	Montana

	October
	North Dakota

	November
	New Mexico

	December
	Nevada





