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Scoring Template Guidance

This guidance is intended to present potential considerations for each identified criteria, for purposes of CCAC discussion, deliberation and eventual scoring.   These potential considerations are presented as a guide and should not be perceived to be exclusive.  The CCAC has discretion to take into consideration other concerns, as appropriate to the criteria of the quantitative assessment (Part B) or the qualitative assessment (Part C).
Part A: General Information

Enter information requested (self explanatory)
Part B, Section I – GHG Reductions

Robustness of Research

· Was accurate methodology used?

· Were reasonable assumptions employed?

· Was the data used of high quality?

Reduction Potential

· Is this option likely to yield significant or insignificant GHG reductions?
· It is advisable that the definition of “significance” be determined in the context of all potential GHG reduction option work plans applicable to PA, as presented by the DEP and CCAC.  
Time Frame of Reductions

· This assumes that all reductions are positive, but that timing and duration of reductions have the potential to increase the value of such reductions.

· Does this option deliver only short term reductions (that are realized upfront, but trail off over time), long term reductions (that ramp up over time), or both short and long term reductions? 
In ‘Section I: Explanation’ a written explanation of the major factors that helped to determine the score for Section I must be detailed.
Part B, Section II – Ease of Implementation
Public Opinion

· Is the public likely to support or oppose this option?

Complexity Implementation Requirements

· Does this option require new legislation or amendments to existing legislation?  If so, implementation could be significantly delayed and subject to approval and action of the Governor and General Assembly.  This requirement greatly increases complexity.
· Does this option require new legislation or amendments to existing legislation that require new regulations to be developed in order to implement?  If so, implementation could be significantly delayed and subject to approval and action of the Governor and General Assembly.  Approval of legislation is highly uncertain.  This requirement greatly increases complexity.
· Does this option require new regulations or changes to existing regulations?  If so (and assuming statutory authority exists), the rulemaking process takes approximately two years to complete. Among others, new or amended regulations are subject to approval by the Environmental Quality Board, Independent Regulatory Review Commission (IRRC) and Office of General Counsel.  This requirement increases complexity.
· Is this option likely to be met with support or opposition by the Governor’s Office, General Assembly, local governments, etc?  

Availability of Technology 

· Is the technology required for this option currently in widespread use, and thus is proven and readily available?  
· If not, has the technology been demonstrated at a scale commensurate with the parameters described by the option work plan?

· If not, does the technology currently exist, even if only in pilot form?
Market Driven Initiative

· Is this option controlled partially or completely by market forces?

In ‘Section II: Explanation’ a written explanation of the major factors that helped to determine the score for Section II must be detailed.

Part B, Section III - Economic Costs and Benefits

Accuracy of Cost/Savings Estimates
· Was accurate methodology used?

· Were reasonable assumptions employed?

· Was the data used of high quality?


Financial Feasibility

· Will this option yield net economic savings or net economic costs?

· If significant capital is required, will the option be attractive to investors or other sources of funding?

Upfront Capital Costs

· Are the costs to implement this option high?  If so, what is the time frame and magnitude of the return on investment (for example, in terms of monetary profits, depreciation, GHG reductions)?

Impact on Energy Prices

· How will this option directly affect energy prices? 

· Are there indirect affects on energy prices?

Impact on Energy Supply

· Will this initiative increase or decrease the overall energy supply available to PA?

· How will this option impact transmission and distribution of energy?

· Does this option diversify the supply of energy available to PA?

· Will this initiative increase PA’s energy independence?
· How will this option impact energy reliability?
In ‘Section III: Explanation’ a written explanation of the major factors that helped to determine the score for Section III must be detailed.

Part B, Section IV – Externalities

Economic Development

· Will this initiative result in a net increase of jobs in PA?

· Does this option create new (ex. the multiplier effects, etc) or eliminate existing (displace) economic opportunities? 
· What is the net effect on economic opportunities?
· Will this increase or decrease recreational opportunities?


Environmental Impact

· Are their direct or indirect environmental benefits from this initiative other than GHG reduction?  Are their direct or indirect environmental harms?


Public Health

· Does this option have the potential to directly or indirect affect public health?

· Is it likely that the impact on public health from this initiative will be positive or negative?

In ‘Section IV: Explanation’ a written explanation of the major factors that helped to determine the score for Section IV must be detailed.

Part C – Qualitative Assessment

Part C, Section I – Written Qualitative Assessment 
· The qualitative assessment is used to capture information and considerations not accounted for in the scoring criteria.  
· Potential considerations could include, but are not limited to:
· What aspects of this option has the quantitative assessment not addressed?

· If appropriate, how will compliance and enforcement take place?  Will this be difficult to achieve or maintain?
· Is there an existing method, such as an offset protocol or measuring monitoring and verification protocol (MMV), to verify the expected GHG reductions once they are implemented?

· Is there a strong potential that GHG reductions from this option will be double-counted with those of another option?  If so, will this double count be significant?
· Others?
Part D – Measure of Cost Effectiveness

This is a ratio of the total cost (or savings) of an initiative over the total expected GHG reductions.  The result will yield a cost per tonne of GHGs reduced.
Part E – Recommendation to the CCAC
Include a discussion (for consideration of the full CCAC) regarding whether or not to include or exclude the applicable reduction option from the Committee’s final set of recommendations to DEP.  
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