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Climate Change Advisory Committee
Conference Call/Meeting Minutes

April 15, 2009

10:00 am – 11:00 am

The following committee members were present for the call:

Jan Jarrett, Bob Barkanic, George Ellis, Chris Masciantonio (for Fred Harnack), Terry Bossert, Vivian Loftness, Sarah Hetznecker, Pete Alyankian, Paul Opiyo  

Participating DEP staff included:

Joe Sherrick, Kim Hoover, Dennis Maloskey
Center for Climate Strategies staff included:

Randy Strait, Tom Peterson

Opening Remarks:

Joe Sherrick welcomed everyone and provided an overview of the agenda for the call. 
Discussion of Draft Impacts Assessment Review and Comment Period:

Mr. Sherrick informed the committee that the draft impacts assessment report was complete and is posted to the CCAC web page.  He encouraged the members to review the report and requested that any comments from committee members be submitted directly to him by Friday, May 15.  Mr. Sherrick said that the public notification will be announced via the PA Bulletin on Saturday, April 18.  There is a 30 day public comment period.  Mr. Bossert sought clarification that what was being asked was individual comments from the members.  Mr. Sherrick confirmed that was correct.  Mr. Sherrick also stated that there will be opportunity for discussion and comment at the April 30th meeting but acknowledged that most of the members will not have had time to read the report by the date of the meeting.  Mr. Ellis asked if Dr. Shortle will be present for the April 30th meeting.  Mr. Sherrick said he will follow up with Dr. Shortle to confirm his availability.
Discussion of Timeline:

A revised timeline was presented and discussed that better reflects the need for some additional analytical time of the work plans.  Mr. Sherrick stressed the need and significance of the subcommittees to review and score the work plans as they are completed by the Center for Climate Strategies (CCS).  The analyses will be completed in a phased approach and to allow sufficient time for consideration, the subcommittees need to conduct their reviews concurrently. 

There was some discussion and a request to add to the timeline the steps and dates associated with the impacts assessment review process and the public outreach process. 

Discussion of Public Outreach:

As a follow up request to the March 27 meeting of the CCAC, Mr. Sherrick explained that the DEP will be providing a monthly meeting summary paragraph in the DEP Weekly newsletter, as well as posted the same summary on the CCAC web page.  Each notice would also include a message indicating that availability of the agenda, other meeting materials and details of the upcoming of the CCAC meeting.  To further facilitate greater public involvement, Mr. Sherrick informed the committee of the availability of public participation in each subcommittee meeting 
facilitated through the CCS conference call network that provides special access codes for the public. 

Mr. Barkanic expressed support for this approach but inquired how public comments would be processed through this process.  Mr. Sherrick clarified that the intent is not to solicit comments as part of a formal monthly response process but to provide a consolidation of those comments to the CCAC at subsequent meetings for their consideration.
Discussion of Work Plan Analyses & Quantification Memo:

Mr. Sherrick noted that three comments were received regarding the general quantification memo prepared by CCS and sent to the committee for their review.  Those comments were:

1. Questioning the use of 2005 dollars for discounting purposes in the analysis
2. A question of the type of analysis that is expected for 2050

3. Questioning why the memo references target years and targets.

Mr. Sherrick and Mr. Strait replied to these comments as follows:

1. CCS will be revising the memo to state the use of 2007 dollars as this is linked to the latest data available from EIA for their projections.

2. The work plans developed or being considered are not expected to be in existence or in their current configuration in 2050.  Further, there are too many variables and assumptions that would prevent any meaningful assessment of a particular work plan.  The best that could be done is a linear extrapolation that assumes all things remain constant.
3. It was clarified that the memo does not make any reference to targets.  The memo does reference years 2020 and 2050 as being target years.  It was noted that target years are the dates for which analysis must be performed and is consistent with the intent of the CCAC at the March 27 meeting.  
Mr. Strait informed the members that matrix documents of the work plans have been presented to each of the subcommittees for there consideration.  These documents identify the various parameters that need to be identified prior to completing the analyses.  Mr. Sherrick said that he has spoken with each subcommittee chair asking that they consider prioritizing, consolidating and eliminating some work plans. Prioritization will be helpful for CCS staff to understand where to focus their attention first.  Some work plans are redundant, are lacking in data or other information and/or may be impractical.
Mr. Maloskey inquired if health effects will be addressed in the analyses.  The health effects as well as potential impacts on forests and wildlife will be addressed in the impacts assessment report, as required by Act 70.  Qualitative co-benefits, such as reduced particulate or criteria air emissions from renewable energy sources may be identified by the subcommittees and incorporated in the scoring process but will not be quantified as part of CCS’s analytical work.

Adjournment:
The call was adjourned at 11:00 A.M.
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