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Climate Change Advisory Committee Meeting
MEETING MINUTES
September 16, 2009
10:00 A.M. – 2:10 P.M.

RCSOB, Room 105 

The meeting of the Climate Change Advisory Committee (CCAC) was called to order at 10:04 A.M. on September 16th, 2009 by Chair Sarah Hetznecker.
The following members were present:

Richard Allan, Peter Alyanakian, Robert J. Barkanic, Laureen Boles, Terry Bossert, David Cannon, George Ellis, Fred Harnack, Sarah Hetznecker (Chair), Paul Opiyo, John Quigley (Vice Chair), Ron Ramsey, Paul Roth, Representative Greg Vitali, Nathan Willcox, Wayne Williams. 

The following members were absent:

James Cawley (Ex Officio), George Cornelius (Ex Officio), Dan Desmond, Representative Camille “Bud” George, Jan Jarrett, Vivian Loftness, Al Magnotta, 
Ed Yankovich. 
The following alternates were present:

Eugene M. Trisko for Ed Yankovich.
Proxy Votes:

Nathan Willcox for Jan Jarrett, Vivian Loftness and Representative Greg Vitali; Terry Bossert for Al Magnotta;  Representative Vitali or Sarah Hetznecker for  Representative Camille “Bud” George; Fred Harnack for George Ellis. 
DEP staff and guests present were:

Dr. William Martin (Facilitator), Kelly Heffner (DEP), Dan Griffiths (DEP), Joe Sherrick (DEP), Kim Hoover (DEP), Andrew Place (DEP), David Gher (DEP), John Slade (All4Inc), Rolf Hanson (APIP), Mike Kriner (Allegheny Energy), Tarek Selim (Penn Environment and Remediation), Alisa Harris-Daniels (Exelon), George Hazard (PA Farm Bureau), Mark Hammond (Drinker, Biddle and Reath), Stephanie C. Wissman (PA Chamber of Business and Industry), Doug Biden (Electric Generation Assn.), Pam Witmex (Beavo Group), Elizabeth Hensil (PA Realtors).
INTRODUCTIONS: 

Ms. Hetznecker confirmed there was a quorum with at least eleven voting committee members present.  CCAC members and appropriate DEP staff introduced themselves to the group. Ms. Hetznecker also asked those in the audience and participants via conference call to introduce themselves.
ACTION ITEMS:
· Ms. Hetznecker requested motions to approve CCAC meeting minutes from August 14th meeting.  Mr. Ellis asked that his comments be revised under “Outline and Timeline of Action Plan” section of the meeting minutes. A motion was made by Mr. Ellis and seconded by Mr. Cannon to approve the minutes inclusive of revisions from Mr. Ellis.  The motion passed unanimously. 

· Ms. Hetznecker requested motion to approve CCAC meeting minutes from September 11th conference call meeting.    A motion was made by Mr. Vitali and seconded by Mr. Harnack to approve the meeting minutes as provided.  The motion passed unanimously. 
· Ms. Hetznecker requested motion to approve the additional meeting date on November 19.  A motion was made by Mr. Williams and seconded by Mr. Harnack to approve the meeting date.  The motion passes unanimously.  There was discussion on scheduling bimonthly meeting dates for 2010.  Rep. Vitali noted the General Assembly is in session Monday through Wednesday. The Department will propose meeting dates for 2010 for consideration at the next meeting on November 19th. 

ADOPTION OF TARGETS
Mr. Sherrick explained the setting of targets for the Climate Change Action Plan. A target is a goal stated as a numerical percent reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.  He provided details regarding setting the baseline year and the target year. There was discussion, with these key points:
· Mr. Ellis asked the Chair to allow for public comment on the topic.

· Eugene Trisko, representing the UMW, received permission from Ms. Hetznecker to speak and provided the following public comment:
· Midwest governors have moved away from targets. 
· Arbitrary targets should not be set.
· Mr. Sherrick said there is no relevance to the Midwest governors and the federal proposals, which are cap and trade.  Pennsylvania’s climate Action Plan has no provisions for cap and trade.
· Mr. Opiyo said targets are not binding as such.
· There was a question about work plans.  Mr. Sherrick said the work plans plus recent actions if implemented would result in 42% reduction below 2000 levels.

· Mr. Bossert was not sure how a target year would be separate from target reduction.  He asked why we want to set a goal.
· Vice Chair Quigley said that, speaking for him, not setting a goal is not an option.  We have to take global warming seriously and set a goal to address the problem.  Are we going to lead or follow?  We have the responsibility and opportunity to act on this issue.  The prospect of 42% reduction without command and control is a model for the country.

· Mr. Griffiths said we have learned that setting goals can influence behavior. If we did not set a goal, it would send us adrift.  It is necessary to set a goal for both the year and the quantity.

· Mr. Sherrick said the Department has provided handouts for CCAC with other states’ goals and comparison of climate change plans in coal states.  These are the same handouts that were distributed at the August meeting. The department is recommending the target of 30% reduction below year 2000 by year 2020. This recommendation is consistent with the range suggested by the IPCC.
· Goals are not binding and help to track progress.
· Ms. Boles said there is an opportunity for mid-course corrections.

· Mr. Williams said setting goals helps us prioritize.  There may be opportunities for other reductions through technology in the form of additional work plans.

· Mr. Barkanic asked what the national goal was.
· Mr. Willcox answered the current version of Waxman-Markey Bill contains language for 17% reduction by 2025.

· Mr. Ellis said Act 70 does not require specific targets.  It is not appropriate to set targets. Our job was to develop appropriate strategies or work plans.  The consequences influence the price of energy, funding impacts and potential job implications.  Public decisions should be made by the legislature who can decide if targets are necessary.

· Mr. Griffiths said that 6% reductions are from recent actions.  Of the 30% target, one-fifth would come from recent actions.  A goal which is consistent with science is necessary.  The 30% goal is very reasonable.
· Mr. Harnack asked what the 42% reduction was based on.  There is concern that goals turn into mandates.

· Mr. Sherrick answered the reductions are on a consumption basis.

· Ms. Hetznecker said targets are necessary and global warming is real.  In geologic time, there are events that happen very rapidly.  The evidence is there. This will be included in the draft Action Plan going to the Governor’s Office. She would push for more stringent and higher targets.

There was lengthy discussion on target language for a motion.  
PUBLIC COMMENT
Mr. Hammond provided public comment and a handout from PWIA.  The handout is posted to CCAC web page.  He said 37 states have action plans and of those, 11 have no targets.  He asked CCAC to consider if 30% is more aggressive than other states.

Mr. Trisko asked CCAC to consider the following language:  

“The committee agrees to DEP’s proposed target of a 30% reduction from 2000 emission levels by 2020 as a reasonable goal for implementation of programs and policies and this goal should be used to assess progress of implementation of the CCAC recommendations and not as the basis for legally-binding GHG regulations and legislation.”
· Mr. Griffiths said the last clause would impact the administration’s ability to recommend legislation and the legislature’s ability to legislate.

· Mr. Quigley made a motion and Mr. Williams seconded the motion to approve the following target language:

“The committee agrees to DEP’s proposed target of a 30% reduction from 2000 greenhouse gas emission levels by 2020 as a reasonable, aspirational, non-binding goal for implementation of the programs and policies recommended by DEP, and that this goal should be used to assess the progress of implementation of the Committee’s recommendations.”

There were several proposed amendments to the motion and discussion on the merits of amendments.  Mr. Quigley did not agree to any proposed amendments. Roll call vote was taken and results were 12 yes, 7 no, 2 abstain.  The motion was approved.
MINORITY REPORT
Mr. Sherrick explained that, per the committee’s bylaws, minority reports will be accepted and that minority reports would need to be submitted to the Department by September 24 for incorporation in the action plan.  Discussion of minority report included these remarks:
· Mr. Ellis said minority reports should be attached to final decisions and reports.  He repeated a request that the department allow for submission of minority reports after the public comment period.

· Mr. Griffiths re-stated that minority reports must be submitted by September 24 to be included verbatim in the report.

· Mr. Cannon said there ought to be a process to address changes made as a result of public comments.  Mr. Sherrick responded that comments and the Department consideration of those comments provided at the November 19 meeting.
· Mr. Bossert asked what was on page 29 and said there is missing information.
· Mr. Sherrick said the department is going to generally address implementation of the recommended work plans.  Mr. Griffiths added the implementation strategy could be a topic for discussion at future CCAC meetings.

· Mr. Barkanic recommended an expansion of the reasons for CCAC voting record in the report.  Mr. Williams asked if this was an alternative to minority report.  Mr. Barkanic answered yes.

LUNCH
REVIEW COMMENTS FOR DRAFT ACTION PLAN DATED SEPT. 1, 2009
Chapter 11, Microeconomic Analysis.

 Dr. Adam Rose and Dan Wei participated via conference call.  Mr. Bossert said that Appendix M is part of Chapter 11 and asked if it could be relocated in the Appendix section of the report.  Mr. Cannon said the macroeconomic report overstates the scope of vetting that occurred on the work plan microeconomic analysis.  On the microeconomic level, no more vetting can be done at this time.  Only the macroeconomic model can be vetted.
Acknowledgements.

Mr. Bossert recommended acknowledging James Elliott, David Vollero and Mark Hammond as public participants for the Industry and Waste Subcommittee.  Ms. Hoover said these names would be added to the chapter on waste to recognize their participation.

Minority Report.

Mr. Griffiths added that we will work out a calendar for final minority reports.  It is our expectation to receive and include a minority report in the Action Plan.  Substantive issues could be addressed via minority report.  
Forward and Executive Summary.

Mr. Bossert said recommendations to General Assembly are incomplete on page 3.

Ms. Hetznecker suggested adding reductions percentage by sector on page 7.

Mr. Ramsey suggested adaptation be added to the report.

Chapters 1 through 10.
Specific revisions and edits were suggested by the committee, both written and verbal, including the following: 
· Mr. Bossert noted Industry work plan GHG reduction should be revised to 0.1 and CCAC needs to review the missing information on implementation steps.

· Mr. Cannon said there are several places where “one member” should be changed to “one concern raised” because it is more accurate.  Ms. Hetznecker agreed with this approach.

· Mr. Cannon suggested the subcommittee did not agree with Electricity-11 in appendix.

· Ms. Hetznecker suggested that comments from the subcommittee scoring be added.  It would help to clarify the voting record.  Mr. Sherrick agreed to add subcommittee comments to all the work plans.

· Mr. Bossert objected to language stating “could ultimately ban those materials” in Recycling work plan because it doesn’t reflect consensus from the Waste subcommittee.
· Mr. Ramsey stated the Agriculture subcommittee wanted to emphasize ecological sustainability in the production of biofuels.

· Mr. Wilcox said the Obama administration is moving forward with nationwide vehicle efficiency standards on p. 73.  Mr. Opiyo supports the recommendation.

· Mr. Sherrick noted revised language includes price suppression on p. 129.

· Mr. Barkanic commented there was not consensus on price suppression on p. 146.

· Ms. Hetznecker suggested appendix numbering is confusing in chapters 4 & 11.

ADAPTATION

Ms. Jarrett asked how, given the budget issues, we will take up the issue of adaptation.
Mr. Sherrick said adaptation would involve different stakeholder groups and would be addressed in 2010.

Mr. Willcox asked if CCAC would be reimbursed for expenses.  Mr. Sherrick said yes.

TIMELINE
Ms. Hoover reviewed the timeline for delivery of the Action Plan.
The key dates were reviewed, as follows:


September 17

Draft Action Plan sent to Governor 

September 24
Minority Report required to be submitted to DEP for inclusion in Action Plan

Sept 22-28
Internal approval process

October 9
PA Action Plan is released to Governor, General Assembly and public

October 10
PA Bulletin publishes notice

Oct 10-Nov 9
Public Comment Period (30 days)

November 19
CCAC Meeting to review consolidated public comments

Nov 19-Dec 4
CCAC Comment Period (15 days)

December 4
CCAC Meeting

December 18
PA Action Plan inclusive of public comments delivered to Governor, General Assembly and public
ADJOURN
A motion to adjourn was made by Mr.Williams and seconded by Mr. Opiyo. The meeting was adjourned at 2:10 PM.
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