Climate Change Advisory Committee Meeting

November 5, 2008 - RCSOB, Room 105


The meeting of the Climate Change Advisory Committee (CCAC) was called to order at 10:05 a.m. on November 5, 2008 by Sarah Hetznecker, Chairperson.
The following members were present:

Sarah Hetznecker, (Chair), Secretary Michael DiBerardinis (Vice Chair), Richard Allan, Peter Alyanakian, Robert J. Barkanic, Terry R. Bossert, David C. Cannon, Dan Desmond, George Ellis, , Jan Jarrett, Pat Lupo, Albert Magnotta, Bryce Maretzki, John Quigley, Ron Ramsey, Representative Greg Vitali, James T. Volanski, Nathan Willcox, Wayne Williams.

The following members were absent:

James Cawley, Representative Camille “Bud” George, Vivian Loftness, Edward Yankovich.
The following alternates were present:

Gene Trisko (for Edward Yankovich)
DEP staff and guests present were:

Dr. William Martin (Facilitator), John Hanger (DEP), Dan Griffiths (DEP), Joe Sherrick (DEP), Kelly Heffner (DEP), Christina Simeone (DEP), Amber Bliza (Greenlee Partners, LLC), Teresa Copenhaver (Triad Strategies), Stephanie Catarino Wissman (PA Chamber of Business & Industry), Jennifer Harry (PA Farm Bureau), Meghan Silvia & Tinku Khanwalkar (PPL), Stacey Graham (Drinker Biddle Reath), Susan Wilson (DEP/CAC), Jeff McNelly (ARIPPA), Mary Anne Botie (Webber Associates), Tarek Selim (Penn Environmental and Remediation), John Slade (ALL4INC), Valerie Plachy (Tetra Technus), James Elliott (Gannett Fleming, Inc.), Vince Brisini (Relliant Energy), Bob Kaiser (Michael Baker Jr., Inc.), Todd D. Kantorczyk (Manko, Gold, Katcher & Fox, LLP), Melanie Ianniello (IRRC), Pat Henderson (Senate of PA), Melissa Britcher (Energy Resources Group), David Williams (WNLD), Maureen Guttman (GGGC), Amanda Golia (Widener University), Pat Wood (Wm. J. Green & Associates).
INTRODUCTIONS

Ms. Hetznecker instructed CCAC members and appropriate DEP staff to introduce themselves, she then introduced Mr. Martin as Facilitator and timekeeper. She advised that the timetable will be adhered to as best as possible and any issue that cannot be resolved will be tabled and moved to conference calls.
ACTION ITEMS
Ms. Hetznecker requested motions to approve CCAC minutes.
Minutes from the October 1st meeting – David Cannon noted 2 revisions in the minutes – pg. 3, 3rd line from the bottom should read “knew” as opposed to “new” and on page 5, para 2 under PRESENTATION, to eliminate the 3rd sentence which read, “Dr. Sahagian addressed some of the arguments presented that do not support the existence of human induced climate change.“  Reflecting those revisions, a motion was made to approve the minutes by Mr. Cannon and seconded by Mr. Alyanakian.  Motion passed unanimously.

Minutes from the October 21st conference call – A motion was made to approve the minutes by Ms. Lupo and seconded by Mr. Magnotta. Motion passed unanimously.

Proposed Minority Report Language – After discussion of Rep. Vitali’s suggested revision, a motion was made by Ms. Lupo on the original version and seconded by Mr. Volanski. Motion passed unanimously.
By Laws – A motion was made to approve the By Laws in their entirety by Mr. Allan and seconded by Mr. Williams. Motion passed unanimously.
STRAWMAN TIME AND TASK MANAGEMENT PLAN
Secretary DiBerardinis stated that staff of DEP and DCNR have been working together to try to present to the committee some translation of the legislation into a way to structure the work of the committee. The strawman proposal is intended to generate some discussion, pace the work over time and develop a subcommittee format that allows us to move on the directives of the legislation.    The strawman is open to all kinds of suggestions and hopefully will engage the committee.
Ms. Hetznecker provided a general overview of the strawman and noted that the CCAC has a very tight time table to meet the legislative mandates. 
Ms. Simeone discussed the timeline in detail. DEP needs to begin the process of drafting the climate action plan by 2/28/09. Once the draft is prepared, the CCAC will have an opportunity to comment on the draft and then it will then go out for public comment. DEP will then incorporate comments and prepare a final draft for the CCAC’s final consideration, before it is published and forwarded to Gov’s office. She noted that there will be significant opportunity to do work between 2/28/09 to mid June.  She mentioned the draft version of the impacts assessment is expected in March/April and the draft inventory is expected in March.
Mr. Barkanic asked if the committee will have the opportunity to development its own options. Ms. Simeone replied that yes, DEP strongly believes there are many other options out there in addition to those provided by DEP.
Ms. Simeone noted that because the DEP is very interested in public participation the first draft of the climate plan will probably include some type of discussion about GHG reductions and the need to set a reduction target, but it does not have to have a number or even a range, it can purely be a discussion.
Mr. Barkanic asked if there is any opportunity to move up the completion of the inventory.  Ms. Simeone stated the act requires the inventory by July 9, but the Secretary has committed the Department to presenting a draft inventory to the Committee in March.  She noted that because of the amount of state-specific data that is needed, the quality of data DEP is looking for and the actual preparation of the inventory, any time frame before March is unrealistic for a good quality product. 

Mr. Vitali stated that we know that climate change is a serious problem, we know Pennsylvania contributes substantially to it, and we know we have to reduce CO2 emissions up to 80% by 2050. Inventories have been done before for PA and we know basically where the stuff is coming from (transportation sector, utility sector, etc). There is enough out there to start thinking about goals without this information.
Ms. Jarrett stated that by setting goals it allows us to prioritize what measures we evaluate in terms of the impact and the potential to really make a difference in achieving reductions. 

Mr. Trisko mentioned that regarding comments on the impacts of climate change on PA, what you do here in PA is not really meaningfully going to impact those projections of the impact of global climate on the Commonwealth 100 years from now. To us, the study that is of far greater policy relevance is the one that is described in a new document, basically a scope of work for an economic impact evaluation of control strategies. This analysis is extremely relevant to the decisions that the group makes with regard to the selection or scoring of potential full strategies.
Mr. Quigley stated that just because a discussion or piece of work starts before the impacts assessment is completed, doesn’t mean we have to make those decisions before we have the reports in hand. This timeline chart suggests that the final decisions will be made by the committee after the impacts report is in hand.  Ms. Simeone confirmed Mr. Quigley’s assertion, noting that start date is arbitrary, but the final decision does not have to be made until sometime in June. 

Mr. Ellis asked if there will be public comment after the committee’s comments.  Ms. Simeone replied that a draft version of both the impacts assessment and action plan will be submitted to both the CCAC and the public for comment.  The final draft will integrate comments from committee and general public, as appropriate. The committee will have additional time to review prior to the final approval process and subsequent delivery to the Governor and Legislature.  

Mr. Ellis asked if the public will get an opportunity to comment on the final draft.  Ms. Simeone replied ‘no’, only the committee. Mr. Ellis mentioned that is makes more sense to allow the public to comment on the final version. Ms. Simeone stated that the timeline does not allow for two public comment periods and that the idea was to provide the CCAC with an understanding of what the general public thinks in time for the committee to deliberate on those comments and make recommendations as appropriate.  
Ms. Simeone began a discussion of the draft scoring system and mentioned the DEP is requesting ideas for new criteria to add.
Mr. Cannon asked what the basis is for having a scoring system and have scoring criteria ever been used in other states.  Ms. Simeone stated that the Chair, Vice Chair, Department and Facilitator wanted to provide some structure to the committee for these proceedings.  The scoring system was created as a viable option to this end.  Other states have used scoring systems, but not this exact one.  Mr. Cannon asked if this system was home grown or used before. Ms. Simeone replied that this exact system has not been used before.
Mr. Cannon maintained that the CCAC has not discussed this scoring system and needs to determine if the committee supports or objects to its use.  Ms. Hetznecker said the CCAC will talk about the method and will be able to QA it against data.
Mr. Vitali stated that the relationship between raw score at the end will affect how advice is shaped. The result should not mechanically be driven by the score.

Hetznecker mentioned that some data points (like economic analysis) won’t be available when scoring. An estimated number around those criteria, based on subcommittee’s knowledge of that area, may be temporarily needed. When data is available the committee can go back and QA it and maybe the score will change. This system will help begin the discussion.
Mr. Volanski noted that one criteria not addressed is availability of technology.

Ms. Hetznecker asked what other states have used scoring systems.  Ms. Simeone replied that the Center for Climate Strategies (CCS) uses a scoring systems and has done climate change work for over 20 states.
Mr. Williams stated that scoring should have a neutral option at ‘0’, with positive and negative points.  
Sec. DiBerardinis and Ms. Hetznecker requested that DEP contact CCS and some other states to see what scoring options there are and discuss at conference call.
Ms. Hetznecker reiterated that the strawman is framework and structure and can be modified to meet the needs of the committee. It is designed to focus on business that needs to be done in the timeframe given. Not a vote to approve, a working document.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

David M. Williams, PG, (6 Benburb Road, Phoenixville, PA 19460) discussed the role of, impacts to, and opportunities for small businesses from climate change and climate change mitigation.
SUBCOMMITTEE STRUCTURE:
Mr. Ellis mentioned that topical subcommittees could be created to review proposals/work plans, look at impacts assessment, scoring system, goal setting, inventory and emission factors.

A member of the public asked if the subcommittee meetings will be Sunshined.   Director Heffner replied that ‘yes’ they will be Sunshined.
ACTION ITEM: Subcommittee Structure 

Six subcommittees were proposed, with the opportunity to create others as needed:

· Electricity Generation, Transmission & Distribution (GTD), 
· Industry & Waste, 
· Residential & Commercial, 
· Land Use & Transportation, 
· Agriculture & Forestry, 
· State & Local Government. 
A motion was made by Secretary DiBerardinis and seconded by Mr. Desmond. Motion passed unanimously.

IMPACTS ASSESSMENT & TECHNICAL/ECONOMIC RESOURCES ITB 
Mr. Sherrick provided a summary of the 10/21 conference call and an explanation of the process to enter into contract to perform the impacts assessment report. He stated that at least 2 different universities will be getting funding, as DEP clearly wants to share the expertise that exists in PA. Qualified researchers must adhere to time schedules, have organizational/management skills, have someone to oversee the process and have demonstrated experience collaborating on similar efforts. DEP has spoken to PSU, CMU, and Dickinson.  Others have been identified, but do not have the level of experience or expertise. Primary assumption is that team will be working with existing data. Comments on the scope of work are requested by the end of the week (11/07). He state there will be ample opportunity for review of the input assumptions and that a webinar will be available to discuss the applicable proposal and process.
Mr. Trisko requested that a catalog of assumptions that the researchers will employ in the Computable Equilibrium Model (CGE) be made publicly available and stated that the webinar has some appeal.
Deputy Secretary Griffiths noted the CCAC should not be too diverted from the fundamental task at hand.  The CGE this is additional information that will support the ongoing discussion of climate activities, but is not required by Act 70.  It is a product that DEP is pursuing over and above the requirements of the Act.
Ms. Hetznecker asked to have a webinar scheduled prior to the next meeting.
FEDERAL CLIMATE CHANGE INITIATIVES
Ms. Simeone provided information about climate change activities of Congress and the EPA.  Several members inquired about the Dingell-Boucher discussion draft climate change bill.    
OVERVIEW OF PARTIAL LIST OF POTENTIAL OPTIONS FOR REDUCING GHGS. 

Ms. Simeone reviewed the list of potential GHG reduction options.  She noted that ideas the committee thinks are worthwhile the DEP would consider putting resources into identifying the GHG reduction potential.
Ms. Hetznecker noted that new ideas could be proposed through the subcommittee structure, but has to get approved/disapproved by the full committee. New ideas need to be researched and developed on each individual’s part, prior to submitting to DEP.
Ms. Jarrett mentioned innovative financing tools that are in use in different parts of the country, this may impact when you can reach certain benchmarks.

Mr. Willcox stated that the most progressive and needed policies will not show much benefit on the 2025 timeline. Looking beyond 2025 is critical to evaluating options.

Ms. Hetznecker asked if the CCAC would want CCS to present during the December agenda, to provide and overview of other state strategies.  Mr. Volanski stated that CCAC should identify speakers for future meetings. Focus on types of issues of interest to this group and find experts on those issues.

Motion to adjourn by Mr. Magnotta, 2nd by Mr. Cannon at 2:45p.m.
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