GENERAL MEETING MINUTES
FEBRUARY 20, 2009

9:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m., Main Conference Room
Penn West Building, 50th Avenue West, Drayton Valley, AB

IN ATTENDANCE
Cecil Andersen
Brian Novak
Kelly Fyhn
Rick McNallie
Lori
David Helmer
Rick Phaneuf
Jolene Scott
Steve Harrington
Lisa Klemp
John Grant
Bob Kitching
Audrey Kelto
Cheryl Bissell
David Brand
Roxanne Pettipas
Brenda Gehren
Bob Scotten
Greg Swain
Patrick Andersen
Heather Plumb

WCAS Chairman, Pembina Agriculture Protection Association
TransAlta Generation Partnership
Epcor Utilites Inc.
Blaze Energy
Blaze Energy
Alberta Environment
Alberta Environment
Alberta Environment
ERCB
ERCB
ERCB
Brazeau County
Leduc County
Yellowhead County
Sherritt International
ConocoPhilips Canada
Communications Consultant
WCAS Executive Director
WCAS Operations Manager
WCAS QA/QC
WCAS Office Manager

ACTION ITEMS
Action Item 1: Bob to write letter to Bob Stone and Bob Myrick regarding the discontinuation of the
PM10 monitoring.
Action Item 2: Upon further research, WCAS to install new generator as soon as possible.
Action Item 3: Heather to produce working copy and Bob to develop a new TransAlta/Epcor/WCAS
contract.
Action Item 4: Bob to invite Alberta Health to attend AGM to discuss AQHI.
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1. Welcome and Introductions
Cecil Andersen called the meeting to order at 9:10 a.m.. Introductions were made.

2. Approval of Agenda
Approved with addition of 12.a. AQHI: Air Quality Health Index.

3. Approval of November 21, 2008 Meeting Minutes
Approved as presented.

4. Communications Consultant: Brenda Gheran
WCAS has obtained the services of Brenda Gheran, Communications Consultant, for the production
of the West Central Airshed Society’s annual report. Brenda’s experience includes the creation of
newsletters, annual reports and other promotional material for the Strathcona Industrial
Association. Brenda expressed that she was “impressed” with the activities of WCAS contained
within the annual report as well as the look and readability of the report. In preparation for the
2008 report Brenda will be appraising the WCAS Strategic Plan, our current data as well as
photographs of the stations. Additionally Brenda will be conducting a brief survey of pointed
questions, seeking insight from key stakeholders including landowners, the general public as well
as board members. The goal this year to create a document that “transcends” well between print
and electronic versions and should be completed in early April. Audrey made the suggestion that
perhaps the annual report could be “rate‐payer” friendly with direction to more technical resources
for those whom are interested. Brenda mentioned that it may be possible to include a 5 year
snapshot relating to the questions of “is the air getting better/worse and why”. Bob K. would also
like to see the trends in relation to ozone and some sort of plan to go forward with.

5. PM and Ozone Management Plan Review: Bob Scotten (Listed as Agenda Item #6)
The final draft of the PM and Ozone Management Plan has been submitted to Alberta Environment.
Once the final draft has been approved the WCAS board as well as the other participating boards
will have the option of endorsing the Plan. Once the region has provided their endorsements the
Plan will then be signed off by the Deputy Minister of Alberta Environment. As it is now, the Plan
has been well thought out, is comprehensive and has been reviewed by four sets of stakeholders.
The Plan takes into consideration a large volume of science, numerous consultations, emission
inventories as well as a review of previous emission events.
Bob provided a brief synopsis of the Executive Summary. The Plan includes the consensus area of
the Edmonton Metropolitan region and takes into account a number of emission sources while
acknowledging that there are gaps in the data and well as available information. Alberta
Environment is to undertake a study/studies to fill the gaps. In preparing the Plan, the PM and
Ozone committee completed a review of existing plans, as well as a study of NOx emissions and
VOCs which are difficult to study. While there continues to be resistance from the Air and Rail
sectors, both the Power Generation and the Oil and Gas industries continue to see significant drops
in emissions due to advancements in technologies. Other significant emitters should see a drop in
emissions over time also due to advancements in technology examples include more efficient
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homes, anti‐idling by‐laws as well as the reduction in older vehicles as they produce an estimated
80% of the emissions.
In response to Audrey’s inquiry regarding the Edmonton International Airport, Bob stated that no
reductions have been put forward to lower emissions other than newer aircraft that produce 20%
lower emissions.
Bob K raised the question of participation across of all industries. Bob reiterated that the rail
industry is not affected by Provincial regulations as well as the 8% of unknown industries that must
be further studied. Bob also summarized the goals of the PM and Ozone Plan as filling in the data
gaps, encouraging reductions, garnering public support and finally ongoing evaluations of the Plan.
Rick P. stated that some older initiatives, five to ten years old are just now coming into effect.
David also expressed support for the Plan, as the plan is “well written and supports revisiting”
although wondered about the “thought process in terms of measures of success”. Bob confirmed
that accountability would stem from monitoring as well as the Capital Air Partnership meeting
quarterly to review the program.
Cheryl articulated while there is majority buy‐in, what happens to the others i.e. rail, as well as the
question of whom wields the “hammer”? Bob responded that the “hammer” will remain in the
hands of Alberta Environment. David felt that Alberta Environment may at some point refuse
applications. Bob also felt that improved monitoring would help to expose sources.
Bob K. inquired as to whether or not enforcement would be shared with the municipalities and who
would develop the incentives. Bob communicated that it was likely that yes, it would be a shared
responsibility. ie. anti‐idling by‐laws or a “cap”.
Greg raised the question of a possible cap of PM2.5? While PM is not a problem in this area, it is in
the Calgary area. Furthermore some of the PM10 equipment is reaching the end of its lifecycle and
may need to be replaced. Bob posed the possibility of removing the PM10 due to the limited value
of the data they provide.
Action Item #1: Bob to write letter to Bob Stone and Bob Myrick regarding the discontinuation of the
PM10 monitoring.
The board passed the acceptance of the PM and Ozone Management Plan by consensus.

6. Financial Update: Heather Plumb (Listed as Agenda Item #5)
Heather presented the Statement of Revenue and Expenses as at December 31, 2008 (Appendix A),
as well as the Statement of Revenue and Expenses as at February 15, 2009 (Appendix B). Also
presented was a final list of 2008 outstanding invoices as well as a description of the WCAS funding
formula (Appendix C).
In addition to submitting the West Central Airshed Society year end financials to the accountant, the
2009 Invoices have been sent out.
Bob and Bob K. both repeated concerns regarding the economic conditions, the intense scrutiny and
push back we are likely to experience this year. Rick P. responded that if some of the various
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operations did not contribute to WCAS, that they would be responsible for providing their own
monitoring, currently in the operating range of $60,000 per year per station.
Roxanne expressed her appreciation for the value of WCAS, and noted that most organizations have
most likely budgeted for an air monitoring expense. Although Patrick articulated much of our push
back comes from multi‐nationals. While WCAS experiences general support, if our organization, and
others like it, fail, air monitoring with then fall under the domain of Alberta Environment and may
become a requirement, as surmised by Cecil.
Brian also conveyed the value of WCAS and our ability to provide a neutral third party service. To
which Cecil supported WCAS as unbiased, well produced and widely accepted data. And while the
work is unknown to the general public, it is highly recognized in environmental circles.

7. Funding Formula Discussion: Roxanne Pettipas
Roxanne opened this discussion with praise for both the value and reliability of our society and our
data, as she participates in a number of airshed organizations.
Her main concern included invoicing issues including undercharging, overcharging, data being out
of data, changes in operators and the numerous sources of data. One solution suggested was the use
of the NPRI data that is submitted June 1, as the businesses submit to NPRI could they not submit to
WCAS at the same time. It was felt that to may be extremely difficult as all organizations do not have
to submit the data at the same time as well as there are often revisions on later dates.
Roxanne through her involvement with CASA, expressed an expectation of changes due to the
updating of the CASA Strategic Plan. The Plan will address gaps in data, a polluter pays system, and
a new funding formula that will be standardized. Bob indicated that a standardized system would
be a huge benefit to WCAS. Roxanne communicated that in the interim, as the Plan is finalize and
implementation initiated, she would like to see changes to WCAS invoice procedures, including the
use of 2009 and NPRI dates. Patrick responded that the NPRI data has been fixed so that there will
be no more duplication of locations. Another concern raised was the use of historical names. Patrick
was also able to reply that thru the use of longitude and latitude we have been able to eliminate
duplications.
Bob recognized that WCAS does suffer from several data problems, specifically the lag in data, but
that a new funding formula would elevate many of the issues.

8. ERCB Presentation, Fugitive Emissions: John Grant
(Due to the size and nature of the presentation, please contact the WCAS office for PowerPoint
Presentation and Videos)

9. LUNCH
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10. Zone Managers Report: Bob Scotten
a. Hightower
Hightower continues to face unexpected challenges as an alternate energy station. In addition to the
Solar and Wind energy, Hightower is backed up with a propane generator, in order to provide
energy when the solar and wind energy is insufficient, as well as a reserve propane generator to
prevent down time, i.e. when maintenance is needed. Unfortunately earlier this week the generator
“blew up” while the other generator was out of commission. Bob proposed the purchase of a new
generator, most likely diesel, which would rectify the numerous generator issues. While a diesel
generator may pose a slight emissions issue, according to EPA recommendations the generator
could be situated 100 m from the station. Options include a new propane generator, which would
not be available until the end of the month or a new diesel with a scrubber removing the emissions
issue. In any case Hightower will be down for the next week or two. Estimates for either a new
propane or a new diesel are approximately $10,000 as well as an extra charge for a scrubber, a tank
for diesel fuel and a shack for security.
Cecil pronounced that due to longevity and reputation, propane generator were not his first choice.
After discussions with experienced oil and gas individuals, a “portable welder size” generator, is
what is installed at new wells and can be expected to run 40,000 to 50,000 hours. The generators at
Hightower have an expected life span of closer to 4,000 hours which has nearly been reached.
Through independent research, Greg reached the same conclusion, that a diesel generator would be
the best option to meet our needs.
Brian inquired as to the application of fuel cell technology. As it is an unfamiliar technology, further
research would be required. TIG’s were also investigated, and discounted as the Amp requirements
would be too high for a TIG.
Audrey expressed support for the purchase of a diesel generator as well as David, who provided the
insight that propane generators are generally used for recreational activities i.e. RVing.
Greg mentioned that Cat Rental had absolute confidence in the Isuzu and with the addition of a
scrubber it may be run indoors. Although the emissions would likely still need venting and Matt
may be able to correct data for any emissions that may occur.
Bob K. communicated concern regarding the Alberta Environment grant being tied to uptime. Yes it
is concerned with up time, but the response was give that it would be highly unlikely for the grant
to be affected by this situation.
Action Item #2: Upon further research, WCAS to install new generator as soon as possible.
The board approved the purchase of a generator system for Hightower, by consensus.
b. Steeper Communications
The Steeper Station has been powered up and faced an initial communications issue. The station
had been using an analog cell system, for which service was discontinue by Telus in September.
Greg then attemped the implementation of a digital system, which was not operable, and in the end
installed a satellite system. Due to the location of the station being on the edge of the satellite
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footprint, additional parts will be required. Data is being collected but as of yet has not been
incorporated.
c. Wagner Station
The Wagner Station has been moved to its new location, and is in full operation.
Brian inquired if we are monitoring PM. We are not at this time. Brian expressed that PM may be a
concern for stakeholders.
TransAlta and Epcor have worked out a new funding formula and a new contract must be
completed. (TransAlta developed original contract.)
Action Item #3: Heather to produce working copy and Bob to develop a new TransAlta/Epcor/WCAS
contract.
d. Shop Development
As soon as spring arrives, construction will begin.
e. Invoices
Please see: 6. Financial Update: Heather Plumb (Listed as Agenda Item #5).
f. Network Status
The Network is working well, and there are no concerns at this time.

11. Air Monitoring Report: Patrick Andersen (See Appendix D)
Patrick expressed his thanks to WCAS for providing the opportunity to attend the CALPUF Modeling
course. This course included the study of the paths of plumes i.e. emissions, forest fires, etc..
Patrick has also provided the 2008 data to Dr.Krupa, and is working on importing the 2007 data.
Due to some complications WCAS may not be able to complete in‐house modeling.

12. Other Business
a. AQHI: Air Quality Health Index
Cheryl wondered if it is possible to implement the Air Quality Health Index, and would it be possible
to meet with Alberta Health to discuss?
Action Item #4: Bob to invite Alberta Health to attend AGM to discuss AQHI.

13. Next Meeting Date: May 22, 2009 (General Meeting followed by the AGM)
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