Climate Change Advisory Committee
Industry & Waste Subcommittee
Conference Call/Meeting Minutes

April 17, 2009 10:30am-12:30pm
RCSOB, 15th Floor Conference Room B
Call-in Number:  800-704-9804
Code for Public: 55538528#
The following Subcommittee members were present for the call:

(none)
Subcommittee members participating by phone:  
George Ellis, Jim Elliott (alternate for Al Magnotta) 

Center for Climate Strategies staff participating by phone:

Hal Nelson, Steve Roe, Brad Strode, Randy Strait, Rachel Anderson 
Participating DEP staff included:

Kim Hoover
Public Participation included:
Mark Hammond, Judy Eschberger
Waste Sector

Joe Sherrick lead a discussion on modifications to the workplans and suggested consolidating the two WTE proposals—sludge digesters and ag anaerobic digesters, the benefit being getting the regional digesters with manure and feedstocks that can embrace the communities.  Joe also suggested modifying the name from "sludge" to "regional" digesters.  Many farms are already taking food residuals and are not purely methane digesters.
Kim went over the latest revisions to the workplans.  It was decided that Wastes 3 and 6 will be combined.  Rachel said she had reviewed additional changes and revisions in detail.  Kim wants to add more clarity to the state-wide recycling initiative.  Brad Strode offered his assistance. 
Waste 1:  Steve Roe said we can work with the language that is currently under “Goals” for the Waste-1 initiative (Landfill methane Displacement of Fossil Fuels)—“Require landfills with >1 million tons landfilled to install collection equipment.”
Jim Elliott asked why this excludes landfill energy generation and whether there is a power industry workplan overlap.  Steve responded that it is for purposes of quantification.  Steve does not want to exclude direct use because it would limit too much.  Joe Sherrick noted that the third paragraph in Waste—“Require all active and recently closed landfills containing greater than 1 million tons of disposed waste to install gas collection systems”—is listed as goal, but it is already requirement.  If emphasis is placed on electric generation, this should be under the Electricity GTD subcommittee.
Brad Strode mentioned he has gotten clarification from Ric Illig that the 35% increase in utilization and collection of PA landfill gas generation mentioned on page two is based on 2005-2008 data.  The subcommittee should consider the percentage of gas captured rather than the number of landfills.  This is a big concern from the waste industry.  
Jim Elliott said we cannot increase the number unless we are going to import from outside the state.  Steve Rowe said we need to get detailed data and quantification from DEP regarding emissions breakdown.  Brad Strode added the data is in PDF format on the website.  Waste disposal data for the inventory forecast used would have to be queried from DEP.  Kim stated that annual reports are required from every operator.

Brad said that Ric Illig keeps record of gas used in a file and could get some data from there.
Kim Hoover had sent out PWIA’s Act 70 whitepaper on April 14th and will resend it to those who did not receive it.  
Waste-2:  Kim noted that the bullet in Waste-2 (Statewide Recycling Initiative) that states 35% generation of increase in PA landfill gas bullet will be revised to state “utilization.”
Brad said that based on 2005 information in table two, 86% refers to the percentage of total waste generated that is recycled and the result was a 52% recycling rate.  Greg Harder had indicated previously that the 86% refers to the amount of waste currently landfilled that they thought would be possible to recycle.  The attachment goes into tonnages of landfilled recyclable waste that would potentially be added to the recycling stream. 
Jim Elliott asked if these are realistic methods, then how does this mesh with the other two workplans?  Brad responded that you can apply different levels of recycling to components depending on the level of detail, and what is it you are recycling.  Kim said that according to Greg, materials listed are called “Act 101 materials” and are mandated to be recycled based on population in PA and are identified by statute and regulation. 
Brad asked Kim whether we have a handle on data for waste going out of state.  Brad said that typically if we have data available, emissions generated in PA are claimed by PA.  Therefore, any additional recycling from within the state is credited to PA reductions.  In inventory, the amount of gas generated within the boundary of PA will include some out-of-state waste disposed gas. 
Jim had pulled information from DEP’s website and the 2007 data for waste destination in quantities was 46 landfills—58% waste from PA and 42% is waste transported to PA that resides in landfills.  Regarding waste to energy (WTE) plants—76% is waste generated in PA and 24% is combusted in WTE plants.  The issue is: who determines who gets credit for these?  Brad said he saw in a magazine article on state by state inventory for 2006, PA imported 7.3 million tons of waste and exported only 600,000 tons of waste.  We need to consider that PA is a huge importer of waste. 
Waste-3:  A question was asked about Waste-3—increase combustion in Waste-to-Energy facilities.  Is there enough capacity in-state to take on additional WTE or will there be additional capacity needed to increase the amount of waste combusted in mass burning facilities?  Jim said it is not likely we will see a significant increase in the number of facilities.   This is controversial, more so than landfills.  
For Waste 3, the goal needs to be pared down.  It is difficult to site these facilities; there are seven facilities in-state now, and in the next 20 years there may only still be seven.  If there is growth in the quantity of waste generated, we will need to increase the capacity.  

Waste-4:  Kim talked to the author and clarified that the wording under “Goals” (OAPP assists 6-8 treatment plants) refers to per year and the data was based on potential reductions.  Rachel Anderson asked what the goal is and whether it is an education-type goal.  Jim responded that is it more of a technical assistance-type goal.  The operator could reduce energy consumption if he pays attention to the process.  Rachel asked about getting information to quantify additional costs to the treatment plants.  Kim said she will assist with locating cost data.
Jim asked whether there is a new/enhanced plan for increased reduction of greenhouse gas, or whether it is just business as usual.  Joe Sherrick replied there is an increased outreach effort and uptake recommendations.  Jim stated that DEP funding is not very robust.  Joe said the recommendation was well taken to increase outreach efforts to make a better workplan.
Kim stated the conversion factor of .907 on page 4 under “Potential GHG Reductions” is specific to PA.
Public Comment: 
Mark Hammond represents PWIA (PA Waste Industry Association).  Mark stated he is discouraged because it seems to be more work to get numbers than we originally thought and there is a lot of work to be done.  Regarding thermal projects versus electricity generation—PA landfills generate over 100 megawatts of electricity, which cuts down on PA's peak demand and offsets use of other fuels.  Mark is concerned that greenhouse gas might be lost in these projects, but hopes this will not be the case.
Joe Sherrick stated that specific landfill data is used in the energy portfolio standard. We will seek out additional greenhouse gas emissions through burning. 

Mark said we will not get reductions through thermal use; there are different emissions from different tier one and tier two materials. 

Industry Sector

George Ellis, Jim Elliott and Hal Nelson remained on the call to discuss the industry sector.  

Industry-1: (Coal Mine Methane)—Joe said we should clarify in the workplan that 85% is coming from long wall mines at the bottom of page 1 under possible new measure.
The number George referenced was based on the 2004 report.  Raw coal is different than regular coal.  George believes that Robin and someone from Console should hold a conference call, along with other interested parties from the industry sector, to discuss the two industrial best management practices.  Kim will email available dates to people.  
Industry-2:  (Industrial Natural Gas Consumption) Hal inquired about steam systems and how/when the program would get implemented.  Joe suggested making an assessment for what kind of potential is out there to begin with.  Hal believes that the best source of information would be the industrial energy consumers of PA and suggested touching base with them to get an idea of what other technologies are available.  Major industries have to look at the investment.  Joe said outreach is imperative and that raising the level of awareness would go a long way. Joe asked whether federal stimulus funding is available.  Hal said yes.
Hal said we can only make assumptions as to what is going to happen.  Joe said we need to make an implementation schedule.  Hal suggested making some linear observations for target.  Joe asked Hal to give us some guidance/insight as far as what other states are using to implement such programs.  Joe asked for recommendations as to how to move the audits forward and believes this should be part of the strategy.  Hal said he would work something up on that. 
Industry-3:  (Reduce Lost and Unaccounted Natrual Gas) Jim mentioned a couple issues that came up at a prior meeting:  economic cost—if it costs $12 billion, it is not worth it.  Gas distribution utilities—the company that reported the highest percentage was Equitable Gas Company.  It is not clear whether the data supports the recommendation.  We need a more uniform or accurate methodology for reporting on gas.  Hal said the data is not labeled by year.  One theory is that they replaced a pipeline which would have caused leakage.  Hal asked, with the guidance in interim, can we assume the target is 2025?  Joe responded that we are calculating at 2025 but the committee adopted 2020 as the target year for analysis. The phased goal will be completed by 2020.  Steps are already being taken toward this.  

There was no public comment on the industry sector. 

