Climate Change Advisory Committee
Conference Call/Meeting Minutes
Wednesday, September 17, 2008, 1:00 pm
RCSOB, 16th Floor, Delaware Room

A conference call/meeting of the Climate Change Advisory Committee (CCAC) was called to order at 1:05 p.m. on September 17, 2008 by Deputy Secretary Dan Griffiths.  This call/meeting was held to provide members with additional information, in order to facilitate the adoption of Committee bylaws and the designation of a voluntary emissions registry and a voluntary offsets registry at the October 1st meeting.  No action was requested during this call/meeting.
The following members were present:

John Quigley (in person), Ron Ramsey (in person), Rick Allan, George Ellis, Sarah Hetznecker, Bryce Maretzki, Greg Vitali, Nathan Willcox, Wayne Williams

The following members were absent:

James Cawley, Dan Desmond, Secretary Michael DiBerardinis, Representative Camille “Bud” George, James T. Volanski, Secretary Dennis Yablonsky, J. Peter Alyanakian, Robert Barkanic, Terry Bossert, David Cannon, Jan Jarrett (called in, but lines were full), Vivian Loftness, Pat Lupo, Albert Magnotta, Ed Yankovich
The following alternates were present:

Randy Cain (for Dave Cannon)
DEP staff and guests present were:

Dan Griffiths (DEP), Joe Sherrick (DEP), Christina Simeone (DEP), Paula Sviben (DEP), Kelly Heffner (DEP)
BYLAWS
A copy of the revised bylaws, with all proposed changes included, was circulated to the entire CCAC prior to the conference call.  
Article IV, Section D (Proxy) was added by DEP legal counsel in response to the Committee’s request to allow for proxy voting.  Language was not formally submitted to DEP by CCAC members, so DEP had language drafted in order to accommodate the Committee’s request. 

Representative Vitali mentioned that proxy votes could be assigned to other Committee members instead of non-committee members.  Mr. Williams brought up the letter that was written by Senator Mary Jo White, which explained that the language of the Act was crafted specifically not to allow alternates to cast votes.  Ms. Simeone explained that this language can be included, excluded or revised at the request of the Committee.
Changes to Article V included clarification that only appointed members may vote on or serve as the Committee Chair.  Changes were also made to allow the Committee to create subcommittees at its discretion and to allow members to serve on as many subcommittees as they desire.

Mr. Williams requested that the bylaws reflect the exact language of the Act, with respect to definition of appointed members.

Section VI allows for minority reports to be created and submitted for publication with relevant documents.  Ms. Simeone clarified that the language should be changed to, “…submitted by the Department to the Governor and General Assembly” and not “…submitted by the Committee to the...”.
Mr. Ramsey asked if similar minority reports are allowed in other state climate change processes.  DEP confirmed that minority reports are permitted for other DEP advisory committees, but that the Department does not know if other state climate change processes allow or disallow minority reports.  

Proposed changes to Article VIII require the DEP to create and distribute subcommittee meeting minutes.
At this point, the conversation was directed back to Article V to discuss a proposed change that would allow non-committee members to participate in the subcommittee process.  Mr. Quigley requested a legal opinion on this matter, believing this change goes against the intent of Act 70 and also noting that increasing the size of the subcommittee could make it harder to achieve deadlines.   Mr. Ramsey stated that completing the work required by the Act may require reaching out to others.  Mr. Williams noted that it would be helpful to understand if the intent is to include members of the general public, or technical experts.  Ms. Simeone stated that the DEP will contact Mr. Bossert, the member who proposed the language, to obtain more information about the intent of this proposed change.
EMISSIONS AND OFFSETS REGISTRIES
Mr. Sherrick reviewed the three registry related documents (offsets points of consideration, registry participation fees and offsets comparative analysis chart) that were circulated prior to the meeting.  DEP noted that there is significant uncertainly about offsets programs in general, because they are all still in the development stages.  Mr. Sherrick reviewed criteria for identifying a credible offset program.
Mr. Williams asked about the benefits of choosing an offset registry that offers a wide range of project types, and if there are shortcomings for project types that don’t have renewable energy and energy efficiency protocols.  Mr. Sherrick replied that the benefit of many project types is not clear, but that there is definitely a shortfall if renewable energy and energy efficiency protocols are not offered.
Mr. Vitali asked what the DEP is looking for from the Committee and how will the Committee’s input be considered.  Mr. Sherrick replied that the DEP would like a recommendation from the Committee at the October 1st meeting as to their preferred choice for both a voluntary emissions and a voluntary offsets registry provider.  DEP will take the Committee’s recommendation into consideration when making their final decision.
Mr. Quigley explained that DCNR has concluded that none of the existing offsets registry options are perfectly suited for the needs of PA.  However, the Climate Action Registry is in the process of developing additional protocols and has expressed interest in working with the Commonwealth in the development of these protocols.  DCNR is prepared to provide additional detail about PA’s needs and the shortcomings of the current registry options at the October 1 meeting.  

Mr. Williams asked if there would be additional time to consider the offsets options.  Ms. Simeone replied that with respect to the registry issue, the Secretary would like to adhere to the timelines identified in the Act.  She also mentioned that it is the role of the Committee to recommend designation of a different offsets registry in the future, if the initial registry is not meeting PA’s needs.  
Mr. Williams requested that additional information be added to the offsets comparison chart, especially with respect to the characteristics of: real, permanent and enforceable.

The call ended at approximately 2:00 p.m.
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