Transportation AND LAND USE Subcommittee of the

Climate Change Advisory Committee
Draft 

Conference Call Minutes
Date: 


May 20, 2009, 9:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m.
Members: 

Peter Alyanakian
Vivian Loftness
Ron Ramsey

Rep. Vitali

Jim Volanski

Nathan Willcox

Attendees: 

Nathan Willcox, Chair 
Ron Ramsey
Chris Trostle (DEP Subcmte. Lead)


Jim Wilson (E. H. Pechan)
 Jackson Schreiber (E. H. Pechan) 


Danielle Spila (PennDOT)
Bob Kaiser (Michael Baker Jr.)


Karen Green (TCRPC)
Colleen Turner (Michael Baker Jr.)


Wayne Kober 



Angela Watson (PB)
Meeting Minutes Compiled by Michael Baker Jr., Inc. through PennDOT Sponsorship
The meeting was called to order at 9:06 a.m. by Nathan Willcox.
I. Introductions and review of May 7, 2009 Conference Call Minutes:

· Mr. Willcox led introductions. 
· The May 7, 2009 conference call minutes were approved by the subcommittee with minor corrections.
· Mr. Willcox provided a review of the subcommittee’s and CCAC’s schedules:
· The subcommittee call scheduled for next week has been canceled and replaced with a call on Thursday, June 4th at 10:00 am. 
· Full CCAC meetings will be held next week, and again at the end of June.
· Mr. Willcox asked the CCS team if they will be able to provide the quantification of the Work Plans (WP) by the next subcommittee call.
· Mr. Wilson informed the subcommittee that CCS will be aiming to have the analysis completed by the 4th of June in order to receive the subcommittee’s comments and make changes prior to June 15th. 
· The subcommittee agreed to schedule a back-up meeting on Thursday, June 11th at 9:00 a.m. in order to review the analyzed WPs, if necessary. 
II. Discussion to wrap up WP T-8 – Cutting Emissions from Freight Transportation
· Mr. Willcox informed the group that the most recent version of this WP can be found in the document entitled, 05-18-09 TLU SC Master Workplan with Summary.doc.
· Mr. Wilson inquired whether the subcommittee would recommend using legislative or goal-setting strategies similar to those outlined on page 59 of the Master Work Plan Summary, or if they had any suggestions regarding how to better express this WP.
· Mr. Willcox expressed reluctance to develop a WP that has an overall goal achievement date of “X” or reducing GHG by “X” without including the specific policies or measures needed to achieve the reductions that will be quantified. 

· Mr. Wilson stated that significant assumptions on costs, emission reductions, and implementation paths will have to be made in this area. 

· Mr. Wilson informed the subcommittee that this WP was divided into three subject areas: improve trucking efficiency; expand rail freight and improve efficiency; and expand marine freight and improve efficiency.   Discussion on each is summarized below. 
Improve Trucking Efficiency
· Mr. Wilson informed the group that CCS has been in contact with the PA Motor Trucking Association and the ATA. These organizations are looking into developing SmartWay packages, which would include low-rolling resistance tires, reduced idling, and aerodynamic improvements. 
· Mr. Wilson suggested creating a package of these strategies and analyzing them together in order to determine what the package would achieve with significant dissemination in PA trucks. 
· Mr. Wilson suggested a methodology which would consider the number of dollars spent, what that amount could buy in terms of penetration, and what the impact would be on emissions.  The benefits would be expressed in a range in order to reflect the uncertainty associated with the market penetration of this measure.  Mr. Wilson suggested that the subcommittee consider that this will only impact trucks registered in PA, not all trucks operating in PA.
· The subcommittee concurred with this approach.
· Ms. Spila offered to follow-up on the More Productive Truck Combinations piece of this section of the WP in order to verify whether the roads will be able to accommodate the higher weights suggested.
Expand Rail Freight and Improve Efficiency 

· Ms. Green informed the group that she had been working with Mr. Trostle and was able to clarify the grant question under the Switchyard Initiatives heading.
· Mr. Trostle informed the group of a federal court case in California, which would allow the state legislature to grant authority to regulate locomotive idling. 
· Ms. Green informed the group that the measures considered under this section seek further future investment in both rail technology and infrastructure. 

· Ms. Green will follow-up with Mr. Wilson as she receives more information.

· Mr. Wilson informed the group that the analysis will represent “ball park” numbers and will assist in comparing these initiatives with others in terms of GHG reductions.
Expand Marine Freight and Improve Efficiency 

· Mr. Wilson informed the group that this section addresses a combination of infrastructure improvements and incentives to improve efficiency.

· Mr. Wilson inquired what the subcommittee hoped to achieve in the marine freight sector and suggested that because the Philadelphia Port is comparable to California Ports, the subcommittee might consider implementing items 5-7 located on page 59 of the Master Work Plan Summary document.
· Mr. Willcox requested that CCS use the same approach for marine freight as defined for the trucking sector. 
· Mr. Wilson confirmed that CCS will use the same approach and that he will follow-up with Mr. Herb Packer regarding any relevant port reports or data.
III. Review of T-3, T-4, and T-5 Work Plan Quantification (draft)
· Before walking through the WPs, Mr. Willcox asked the technical experts on the call to identify any anticipated impacts of the recently announced national fuel efficiency policy on the efforts of the TLU subcommittee. 
· Mr. Wilson stated that WP T-1, Pennsylvania Clean Vehicles Program, would likely become part of the baseline, rather than remaining a WP.   The announcement of an agreement on fuel efficiency has yet to be codified and issued as regulation or law.  
T-3 – Low Rolling Resistance Tires

· Mr. Willcox asked the group if they had any questions regarding the analysis in this WP and the subcommittee did not have any questions.
· Mr. Trostle informed the group that in speaking with a contact in California, he discovered that the new tires can be less expensive than current tires, but he did not suggest altering the present analysis.  
· Mr. Schreiber confirmed that some of the studies researched by Pechan indicated no additional cost or a cost savings; however, in the interest of providing a more conservative estimate, they assumed a $5-$12 additional cost over ‘conventional’ tires.
T-4 – Diesel Anti-Idling Program

· Mr. Willcox asked the technical experts on the call to further explain the idea that an anti-idling technology could result in less pollution without resulting in a fuel savings (as referenced on page 16 of the Master Work Plan Summary).
· Mr. Wilson informed the call participants that CCS did not write the language referred to by Mr. Willcox and suggested that the subcommittee follow-up with Mr. Trostle. 
· Mr. Schreiber noted that some anti-idling technologies, such as auxiliary power units, might still allow for a small amount of idling, however they typically have smaller engines that use less fuel.

· Mr. Willcox inquired whether the number of school buses assumed under this WP should continue increasing, particularly if Smart Growth initiatives are expanded.  He suggested that if the state implemented effective smart growth and transit the number of school buses may not need to increase and could decrease.
· Mr. Kaiser noted that Mr. Willcox made an excellent point, and suggested that busing, safety, etc. are local issues and are hard to get at without state intervention.  He recommended that Mr. Willcox’s suggestion be added to the list of non-quantifiable, ancillary benefits and that it be addressed under the land use quantification.  The subcommittee concurred with this suggestion.

· Mr. Willcox noted the highlighted question on page 20 of the Master Work Plan Summary document: “What are the exemptions to the program that would allow compliance / reductions to be limited to 50%?  Are safety exemptions given in cold weather (for example)?”
· Mr. Schreiber informed the subcommittee that this question was directed toward them and inquired whether this was an appropriate approach to analysis. 

· Mr. Willcox suggested that Pechan follow-up with Mr. Trostle to clarify the assumptions made when DEP quantified this work plan.  
T-5 – Eco-Driving

· Mr. Willcox inquired whether CCS intended on quantifying an education program regarding efficient driving habits. 
· Mr. Wilson informed the group that CCS was operating under the assumption that a significant education program was not to be quantified, but that it could be added. 
· Mr. Willcox suggested adding the quantification of a comprehensive driver education program if CCS was able to identify examples which could be used as surrogates for a PA program. 
· Mr. Willcox noted the costs associated with the loss of time from reducing speed limits in the state and was surprised to find that cutting speed limits was costly in spite of the fuel savings.
· Mr. Schreiber noted that the $32.15/hour of lost time was the best figure available.  He suggested that improvements in safety (fewer accidents, injuries, fatalities) would lower the total net costs.  However, Mr. Schreiber noted that the most effective way to reduce the costs associated with this measure is through efficiencies that do not increase travel time.   
· Ms. Green offered to send freight cost information to Mr. Schreiber for inclusion in this WP.
· Mr. Wilson asked the group if the summary table of the TLU WPs, which will be submitted to the CCAC, should be further delineated into sub-WP strategies.  

· The subcommittee agreed that the summary table should be delineated into sub-WP strategies.
IV. Public Comments
· Mr. Willcox opened the call up for public comments

· Mr. Kober thanked the subcommittee for providing him the opportunity to further investigate adding air freight to WP T-8. He informed the subcommittee that climate change and greenhouse gas analysis are not being considered by PA airports at this time.
· No other public comments were made.

V. Wrap-up / next steps

· Next call will be held on Thursday, June 4th at 10:00 a.m.
· A back-up call has been scheduled to review the analysis, if necessary, on Thursday, June 11th at 9:00 a.m.

The conference call was adjourned by Mr. Willcox at approximately 10:26 a.m. 
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