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The meeting was called to order at 10:05 a.m. by Nathan Willcox.
I. Introductions and Review of 4/7 Minutes:

· Mr. Willcox led a brief round of introductions, followed by a request for comment on the 4/7 meeting minutes. 
· Comment:   Maggie Mund participated in the last call instead of Angela Watson as appears in the notes.  This will be updated.

II. Prioritization/Consolidation of Work Plans
· Mr.  Willcox stated that the prioritization process was implemented to consolidate those with similar objectives into easily understandable areas and, if necessary, allow for elimination of others that are deemed no longer substantive.
· For example, the Vehicle Technology Grouping includes feebates, diesel anti-idling, etc.  All items will be placed into one work plan, but each component will be quantified.
· The PA TLU Subcommittee Workplan Matrix was updated to account for consolidation and ranking of each item. 
· Mr. Willcox stated that the “notes” column were his ideas for discussion only.

· The ranking portion was completed at the request of DEP and the criteria consists of what is most important to the work group, ease of implementation, GHG reductions, etc. 
· Ms. Green expressed concern with freight receiving a ranking of 5 and feels that this could be due a current lack of information and quantification.
· Mr. Ramsey also expressed concern with the initial draft rankings and inquired as to what could potentially happen to lower ranked items. 
· Mr. Wilson informed the group that it is most important to determine appropriate groupings and realistic goals for quantification. Prioritization is not vitally important except for the group to determine if something should be removed from the list and therefore from further consideration as a work plan or work plan element.  
· Mr. Willcox stated that he believed the rankings would not affect whether an item remains on the list or is removed, but will discuss with DEP for further guidance on this topic.

· Additional discussion regarding groupings from the revised matrix included:
· Danielle Spila suggested creating an “Efficient Multi-modal Transportation” grouping which could include freight, transit, and marine, air, freight. Also suggested combining T12 and T13 since they read exactly the same.
· Mr. Strait reminded the group that there is a tight schedule and the group needs to define items for analysis this month.  There is a budget for 10 work plans from this subcommittee and 18 are currently identified.  Work plans should be grouped based on criteria from the matrix which will enable quantification of each and parameters for analysis also need to be identified.  

Quantification needs to begin on May 1st and one month is allotted for this.  If during quantification it appears that there is not enough data/information decisions can be made then, but today the group should look at ways to consolidate and define parameters for quantification.
· Mr. Wilson was posed the question of if the experience of other states would be applicable to this process and he stated that it depends on the goals set forth. 

· Mr. Wilson also stated that vehicle technologies should remain distinct as they are now – the first 4 are distinct and grouping them would not reduce workload, but biofuels and low carbon fuel standards could be grouped together. Transit and freight could also be grouped because it is difficult to analyze them separately.

· Mr. Schrieber  noted that NY used a bottom up approach and noticed that data was not available to support freight options and increased use of transit, but the state decided not to remove it from the list and instead stated that the options required additional research to quantify. This may occur with some of the proposed items here.

· Ms. Green commented that the private sector does have this data and even if it is not available now it could become available in the coming weeks.

· Mr. Ramsey suggested three categories: not quantified based on other states, good chance of quantification with private sector data, elements of work plans that could be quantified more easily if goals and deadlines were to be provided by the subcommittee.
· Ms. Green suggested that diesel anti-idling is more behavioral than technology and does not see a reason to group under the vehicle technology category.  Mr. Willcox agreed and stated that DEP also felt that this belonged as a driver behavior item.
· Mr. Trostle  asked if the newly implemented  CAFE standards are to be included.  No – still waiting on additional details and documentation.  
· Mr. J.  Wilson stated that before CAFE standards some states looked at the CA Clean Car standards and included everything in their baseline. Without CAFE it looked great, but when CAFÉ was added the results were not as good.

· Mr. Kaiser commented that individual work plan element assumptions were changed per the 2007 Energy and Security Act, but the most recent phase-ins schedule was not included in prior calculations.  The 2006 Mobile6 inventory has been provided to DEP, but DEP feedback on the projection for future year analyses  has not been received.  Mr. Trostle will follow up on this item.   
· Mr. Wilson stated that a forecast with CO2 numbers for the transportation sector exists, be there is no data on how the numbers were developed.  Mr. Trostle will follow up on this item.  
· Mr. Wilson also stated that other states have used DOT or a combination of DOT and other agency VMT forecasts by vehicle type across horizon, but if estimates are already done we need to understand how they were developed.   
· Mr. Kaiser stated that this work has been proposed to DEP, but are waiting on direction on how to proceed – local data versus national data. It was suggested that local data be used and is ready.  Mr. Trostle will follow up on this item.  

· Mr. Willcox suggested returning to the consolidation exercise.

·  Feebates, biofuels, clean vehicles will have their own work plans. 

· Driver behavior work plan will include T2 and T7.

· The group agreed that the proposed nitrogen tire inflation work plan will be dropped from further consideration. 
· It was agreed that low rolling resistance tires will be a regulatory approach and should be considered a technology issue. 
· Eco-driving was discussed as not fitting with the other elements of T10 and should not be grouped into that element. It will be considered as an incentive-based issue as opposed to regulatory, per group consensus. 
· Mr. Willcox suggested that public transportation and carpooling should be a portion of T10 – could be re-worked at this point.

· Mr. Kaiser stated that three subcategories could exist under T10:   supporting elements of transit (behavior), regulatory, education-use of personal auto.  These could be rearranged for analysis.

· Ms. Spila suggested public transportation/transit, behavior, federal support.

· Federal and state funds are included though – not just federal. T12 and T13 could be revised.
· Mr. Willcox agreed that T10 should be divided in a new way: transit behavior, regulation, education/eco-driving, employer trip reduction. Some options could be regulatory or behavioral in approach.   Mr. Willcox will initiate a re-definitioni of  T10 and will provide to the group for review.
· The group agreed that: 
· T2 should be a stand-alone item since existing laws are in place and it can be measured specifically.
· T9 will stand-alone.

· T12 and T13 will be kept separate and will cross reference the other relevant work plans – carry forward to general policy recommendations.

· Analysis: baseline, amount of federal funds and the number of projects resulting from those funds that reduced GHG. Assume target number for federal funding could show increased GHG reductions from increased number of projects.

· State funding could be used as proxy especially for rail.

· It was suggested that T18 be combined with T11 and Ms. Green stated that this would include a passenger component that may not be appropriate for T11.  Mr. Kaiser noted that the original draft work plan focused on GHG emissions from airport facilities/buildings, and did not include aircraft, aircraft fuels, air-side equipment and vehicles, etc.  
· Mr. Kaiser stated that there is a significant quantification issue with obtaining airport data.  Over  2 ½ months contacts were attempted with the airports to gather data.   Many did not respond at all, and those that did were not able to provide the necessary information (structure heating/cooling, electrical). 
· Ms. Spila questioned why this item is in the transportation group when it deals with buildings.

· The group agreed to transfer T18 to the RCI group (Mr. Willcox will accomplish via DEP).
· Land Use options were broken down based on the transit side of land use and development (near transit, general land use, and trying to cut down on destruction of open spaces).
· Ms. Green stated that an additional freight component is now being seen as warehouses are springing up. Possibly target current transportation systems and highways when siting these. Transportation in general should be addressed.  Ms. Green will add this using a broad multi-modal scope. 
· Mr. Kaiser suggested that T14 and T15 assume maximized implementation under existing regulations – need goals to quantify this.  Baker will work with Pechan on this task.   Also, T16 and T17 are speculative beyond existing regulations and involve a very different set of assumptions and timelines. They should be kept separate for reasonable understanding of existing conditions vs. potential future structural and financial changes.
· The group agreed to: combine T14 and T16, combine T15 and T17. 
· Ms. Green suggested that MPOs and RPOs be included as involved agencies where appropriate – agreed to by group.

III. Review Quantification Needs for Technology Work Plan
· This agenda item was not discussed for individual work plans. 
IV. Review Quantification Needs for Driver Behavior Work Plan 
· This agenda item was briefly discussed and additional details are necessary prior to further discussion and quantification.    
V. Public Comments
· No public comments were received.
VI. Next steps 
· Group members need to look at work plans and define what will be quantified, goals for quantification, etc.

· Baker and Pechan will work between now and next call to get specific questions identified for the group to answer. It is suggested that the group review these questions prior to the call on 4/24/09 so everyone is prepared with answers.

· Next call scheduled for 4/23/09 at 10am.
The conference call was adjourned by Mr. Willcox at approximately 11:00 a.m. 
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