FINAL

Climate Change Advisory Committee Meeting
MEETING MINUTES
November 19, 2009
10:00 A.M. – 1:20 P.M.

RCSOB, Room 105 

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

Robert J. Barkanic, Terry Bossert, George Ellis, Fred Harnack, Jan Jarrett, Vivian Loftness (via conference call), Paul Opiyo (designee for Ex Officio member George Cornelius), Ron Ramsey, Representative Greg Vitali, Nathan Willcox, Wayne Williams (designee for Ex Officio member James Cawley), Ed Yankovich. 

The following members were absent:

Richard Allan, Peter Alyanakian, Laureen Boles, David Cannon, Dan Desmond, Representative Camille “Bud” George, Sarah Hetznecker (Chair), Al Magnotta, John Quigley (Ex Officio member and Vice Chair),
The following alternates were present:
None

Proxy Votes:

Robert Barkanic for Richard Allan and Terry Bossert; Nathan Willcox for Laureen Boles; George Ellis for David Cannon; and Jan Jarrett for Sarah Hetznecker, John Quigley and Representative Greg Vitali.
DEP staff and guests present were:

Dr. William Martin (Facilitator), David Altoff (DEP), Joe Sherrick (DEP), Kim Hoover (DEP), Dan Lapato (DEP), David Gher (DEP), Alisa Harris-Daniels (Exelon), Mark Hammond (Drinker, Biddle and Reath), Stephanie C. Wissman (PA Chamber of Business and Industry), Doug Biden (Electric Generation Assn.), Elizabeth Hensil (PA Realtors) Todd Kantorczyk (Manko, Gold, Katcher and Fox LLP) and Patrick Henderson (Senate of PA), Eugene M. Trisko (UMW).
INTRODUCTIONS: 

Ms. Hoover confirmed there was a quorum with at least eleven voting committee members present.  

Chair Sarah Hetznecker and Vice Chair John Quigley are not present.  Mr. Sherrick asked the committee to consider Wayne Williams as Acting Chair for the meeting.  A motion was made by Mr. Opiyo and seconded by Ms. Jarrett to approve Mr. Williams as Acting Chair.  The motion passed unanimously.  CCAC members and DEP staff introduced themselves to the group. Mr. Williams also asked those in the audience and participants via conference call to introduce themselves.  The list of proxy designations was reviewed by Ms. Hoover for the committee.
ACTION ITEMS:
· Mr. Williams requested motions to approve CCAC meeting minutes from September 16th meeting.  Ms. Hoover noted that Mr. Cannon submitted edits and asked that his comments be revised under “Review Comments for Draft Action Plan Dated September 1, 2009, Chapter 11” section of the meeting minutes. Due to his absence during the afternoon, Mr. Ellis asked for clarification of two discussions by Mr. Griffiths under “Minority Report” sections of the minutes and said the two statements are in conflict. Mr. Sherrick said the department sought to give the committee as much time as possible to submit minority report.  An extension was communicated via email to members. A motion was made by Mr. Opiyo and seconded by Mr. Bossert to approve the minutes inclusive of revisions from Mr. Cannon.  The motion passed with all except Mr. Ellis voting yes; Mr. Ellis abstained from the vote.
· There was consideration of the proposed meeting dates for 2010: January 12, March 18, May 20, July 15, September 16 and November 18. The proposed bimonthly meetings are on the third Thursday of the month (except January).
· Mr. Bossert asked what the committee was going to do.  

· Mr. Williams confirmed there would be discussion of adaptation next year.  

· Mr. Bossert inquired about different stakeholders for these discussions.

· Mr. Sherrick said yes and suggested this would include the natural resource agencies and others as potential stakeholders. 

· Ms. Jarrett asked about funding since the budget was zeroed out.
· Mr. Sherrick clarified that the department did not receive any appropriations to implement Act 70 and that the “Climate Change Initiatives” that was zeroed out was a carryover or placeholder from the Local Government Greenhouse Gas Pilot Grant program, which was not continued.  
· Mr. Barkanic asked for an estimate on cost.

· Mr. Sherrick said there is minimal cost because the new year does not require any additional studies or reports to be generated but was unable to provide an estimate of cost for 2010.
· Mr. Williams requested motion to approve CCAC meeting dates for 2010. A motion was made by Mr. Harnack and seconded by Mr. Ramsey to approve the proposed dates as provided.  The motion passed unanimously. 
TIMELINE FOR ACTION PLAN
The committee was provided with the timeline:

· Nov. 19 – Dec. 4
CCAC consideration of public comments
· Dec. 4


CCAC Meeting
· Dec. 18

Delivery of action plan inclusive of public comments

ACTION PLAN

Mr. Sherrick reviewed the official notice published in the Pa. Bulletin for the 30 day public comment period that began on October 10 and concluded on November 9.  He reviewed with the committee the Act 70 requirements of climate change action plan from Section 7. 
COMMENT REVIEW

Mr. Sherrick began review of consolidated public comments.  Over 21,000 comments were received during the public comment period.  The department’s staff is continuing to process the comments. There was discussion on this topic including the following:

· Ms. Loftness asked if there will be text changes in the action plan based on public comments.

· Mr. Sherrick replied that implementation language will be revised (improved) as a result of information provided by other agencies.  Other changes may be made to better address certain comments such as those regarding the science of climate change.  The department has not formulated any responses yet due to the volume of comments received.  The department will send final numbers of commentators to the committee early next week by email.

· Mr. Ellis asked about group comments.

· Ms. Hoover explained there were multiple comments received from individuals.  There are groups of comments identified with the same or similar wording in the comment. 

Discussion continued with comments submitted by CCAC members.

· Ms. Loftness suggested each member state if there is a modification to the actual plan that you would like to see. 

· Mr. Ellis summarized his comments.  The REMI economic model is so flawed and it needs to state the economics more fully.  The work plans do not justify job growth and economic growth.  He would like to see the department respond to his specific comments.  One gross inaccuracy is the Electricity-10 work plan for nuclear upgrades and new nuclear plants.  This work plan was never voted as part of the plan due to insufficient information provided at subcommittee’s meetings.

· Mr. Sherrick offered to go back and look at the minutes.

· Mr. Ellis made a motion that the subcommittee voted to review Electricity-10 in three years and not to include it in the plan.  He read portions of meeting minutes from July 17th CCAC meeting.

· Ms. Jarrett said she doesn’t think we have to vote again.  The committee agreed to not include the reductions in the plan.

· Mr. Willcox agreed.

· Mr. Sherrick said the consensus was to move Electreicity-10 at a later date.

· Mr. Bossert said that changes may be needed in the plan.

· Mr. Williams clarified that Mr. Sherrick will go back to look at the record and if there are changes or clarifications need to the action plan, this will be reviewed as an agenda item at the next meeting on December 4.

· Mr. Ellis withdrew his motion.

· Ms. Jarrett summarized her comments.  The report misses an opportunity to increase commitment to renewable energy.  Reductions in Electricity-10 (nuclear capacity) should be removed.  The committee voted to add RC-1 and 2.  Ms. Loftness agrees.  There should be recalculation of the mathematical percentages for reductions in 2020.
· Mr. Bossert said RC1-4 was voted as a block.

· Ms. Loftness said the committee voted to break it up into RC-1 and 2 and only approve these.  

· Mr. Sherrick said that RC 1-4 were voted as a block at a July meeting but after providing Ms. Loftness an opportunity to clarify as the August meeting, the CCAC voted to approve RC 1-2 as mandates for government and new public school buildings.

· Ms. Jarrett said the plan should reflect the change. The plan has to be revised to reflect the vote in August.

· Mr. Ellis said it is captured in the text on page 74, but asked the department to review the chart on page 72 (Table 5-1).

· Mr. Ramsey summarized his comments.  The discussion on adaptation will be of interest to him at upcoming meetings.  There is a need to address the importance of adaptation when implementing of the plan.
· Mr. Willcox summarized his comments.  Efficiency improvements are only a part of the plan that needs to be implemented.  The calculations that measure the reductions as percent are in error (Table 1-2 on page 24).  Percent reductions do not take into account the growth in pollution between 2000 and 2020.  In other studies, the calculations are done differently and account for growth. This method results in reductions of 30% and 38%.  Ms. Jarrett agreed.
· Mr. Yancovich summarized his comments. 30% emissions target was discussed at Septmebr16th meeting.  The exact language is recommended to be included in the Executive Summary. 
· Ms. Loftness summarized her comments.  The assignment of GHG to the sectors does not reflect consumption in the building sector.  Specifically, the electricity consumption charts are misleading.  Also, there is an error in the table in Residential and Commercial appendix. 
· Mr. Barkanic noted that the comments sent by Doug Bidden from Electric Power Generation Association are missing.  Ms. Hoover will look for the comments and asked Mr. Bidden to re-submit them directly to her. 
PUBLIC COMMENT
Mr. Hammond provided public comment.  PWIA submitted public comment.  The first comment is that the language in Waste-2 does not reflect the subcommittee’s viewpoint.  The fourth comment states that the NERC model is not appropriate use of the data.
Mr. Trisko provided public comment.  UMW submitted public comment.  He reinforced Mr. Yancovich’s comment that the essential and specific target language needs to be included in the Executive Summary so as to not risk public confusion.

LUNCH
COMMENT REVIEW (CONTINUED)

Mr. Sherrick reviewed the specific bullets from the multiple comments.  He said the department has not made any prioritization of recommendations.  It is for the legislature to decide on priorities for climate change.

· Mr. Yancovich asked what action steps the department will take to amend the draft plan.
· Mr. Sherrick said the plan would be amended after reviewing the comments.

· Mr. Barkanic said it should be clear that the committee spent many hours during the process.  AEPS was not considered or quantified.

· Mr. Williams suggested reliability of electricity supply is important.
· Ms. Loftness said building codes and LEED will be presented at the next meeting.

· Mr. Williams said not to use “group comments” since it is an aggregate number of similar comments.

· Mr. Yancovich made a motion to adjourn.

· Mr. Bossert asked what the intent for the December 4 meeting was.

· Mr. Sherrick replied our intent is to have a comment and response document.

· Mr. Bossert asked for the schedule for printing and distributing the final report.  When is the deadline for the minority report? If a document is delivered, will it not be attached to the final report?

· Mr. Sherrick replied that is his understanding.

· Mr. Ellis said the by-laws do not have a time frame regarding the minority report.  We went through this process with concerns about the deadlines.  We’ll do the minority report with or without the department’s blessing.

· Mr. Barkanic said changes will be made to the report and the public will not have a chance to review those changes.  The committee wants to review the comment and response document.

· Mr. Yancovich asked what the ownership of the report is. It is the department’s document.  A minority report is not a DEP document; rather it is from the committee and should be attached to the report.
· Mr. Bossert said the committee did not vote on the Action Plan.

· Mr. Yancovich asked if some clarifying language that explains the roles of the CCAC and the department could be added.  This would explain the recommendations that were approved by a majority.  He will send revised language for the Executive Summary to Mr. Sherrick and Ms. Hoover.

ADJOURN
A motion was made by Mr. Yancovich and seconded by Mr. Willcox to adjourn the meeting.  The motion was approved and meeting was adjourned at 1:20 P.M.
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