
 

Minutes of CCC Meeting, 17/10/14 
Present were John Deben, Sam Fankhauser, Paul Johnson, Julia King, John Krebs, 

Bob May, Jim Skea, Adrian Gault 

 

1. Committee self-assessment 

The Committee reflected on results from the self-assessment conducted earlier in the 

year, which covered perceived effectiveness of the organisation, ways of working, 

and balance of issues considered at Committee meetings. 

Against a background that was extremely positive overall, the Committee discussed 

possible changes going forward. There was some interest in shifting the balance of 

discussion at Committee meetings a little more towards strategic issues. There would 

still be a need to cover detailed, specific analyses but it was possible that more of this 

could be done through Committee Champions engagement with the Secretariat. 

It was agreed that the following should be trialled: 1 or 2 presentations to be sent in 

advance of main Committee meetings; aim for 1 item on each Committee meeting 

agenda to focus on a strategic issue; more consideration to be given to inviting 

presentations from external sources; secretariat to enhance engagement with 

Committee members to provide more involvement with range of external meetings in 

between Committee meetings. 

 

2. CCC narrative, key messages and communications strategy 

The Committee discussed the need to define a set of overall key messages (core 

script) to ensure that our discussions with stakeholders remain relevant and impactful. 

Based on the material presented, it was agreed that the Secretariat should work up the 

key messages further, for joint use across CCC and ASC. Important points to include 

were that the UK targets are achievable, that the UK is not acting alone, and that costs 

of acting are acceptable (and less than if action is delayed). 

It was agreed that further consideration should be given to the best metric for 

communicating cost information – expressing costs relative to GDP might not be 

meaningful to many stakeholders; the length of delay before reaching the same level 

of income as otherwise might be more easily understood. 

The Committee were also interested to see more attention given to the ancillary 

benefits attached to achieving targets, e.g. in relation to air quality or health benefits. 

The tone of the response to Owen Paterson’s recent speech was considered to have 

been very good. It might not always be appropriate to respond in such a way, but 

there were occasions when it was required.  In working up the Communications 

Strategy, more thought should be given to the balance between communications 

media – e.g. reports, policy notes, blogs. 

The Committee discussed how best to communicate on a regular basis with 

Parliament in light of our statutory duties to Parliament.  The Communications Team 

were tasked with considering options and discussing them with the Chairman. 

 

3. Energy Prices and Bills 



 

The Committee considered emerging results from an assessment of the outlook for 

energy prices and bills, covering each of the residential, commercial and industrial 

sectors. Publication is on track to take place in December. 

Work on the detailed results is continuing, but the key elements of the analysis and 

sense of results were agreed. The Committee had a number of comments relating to 

the communication of findings. 

It would be important to be very clear on the components of the assessment and how 

these build up. In particular, the contribution of energy efficiency to prices, and in 

particular to bringing down bills, should be shown separately. It should be clear that 

there is an opportunity through energy efficiency to reduce bills, but that take-up of 

this opportunity cannot simply be assumed. 

Further consideration should be given to presentation of uncertainty. The difference 

between our assessment now and that made in 2012 should be explained. Looking 

forward, uncertainties would partly relate to fossil fuel prices, covered by a range of 

DECC assumptions, but also to policy uncertainty.  

The assessment in relation to industry was now being broken down further to show 

differences between energy-intensive and other sectors, and dependent on coverage of 

policy measures. It would be important also to show how this was affected by 

compensation measures to which the Government was committed. 

 

4. Fifth Carbon Budget – approach to international aviation and shipping 

The Committee considered its approach to consideration of emissions from 

international aviation and shipping (IAS). These are included in the target to reduce 

emissions by at least 80% in 2050. They are not formally included within carbon 

budgets, but are taken into account when advising on the level of those budgets. 

For the fifth budget, it was agreed that it would be necessary to consider whether to 

advise that IAS emissions should be included in budgets. Previously the Committee 

has agreed the principle that such emissions should be included, unless there are 

strong practical reasons not to do so. Consideration of options to inform the 

Committee’s advice would therefore be strongly informed by consideration of what 

might be practical, depending for example on progress with the position of aviation 

within the EU ETS. The practicalities might also be different as between aviation and 

shipping, so the possibility of different treatment should be considered. 

The Committee noted that the Airports Commission would shortly – expected early 

November – issue a consultation document seeking views on its analysis of options 

for expanded airports capacity in the south-east. The Committee has previously 

written to the Commission, providing its view that the Commission’s analysis would 

need to address quantitatively if investments made sense in a carbon constrained 

world, i.e. that it should assess if the investment made sense if demand growth were 

to be limited, in line with the CCC’s planning assumption, to 60% above 2005 levels 

by 2050. Any Committee response to the consultation would need to reflect the 

Commission’s handling of this point. 

 

5. Government response to 2014 Parliament Report 



 

The Government had just published its response to the Committee’s July progress 

report. An assessment of that response indicated that a large number of the 

Committee’s recommendations had been accepted in principle, but awaited further 

action. A small number had been accepted with some action taken; a small number 

rejected; with the treatment of others unclear.   

Given the stage in the political cycle, with a spending review next year, it was not 

considered surprising that actions on many of the recommendations had been put off. 

Nevertheless, there were some areas where the response was unclear, but the 

Committee’s perception was that it should be relatively easy to take action. It was 

agreed that a meeting should be sought with DECC Secretary of State to discuss these 

further. 

 

6. Fifth Carbon Budget – approach to scenario modelling 

The Committee discussed the methodology to be used in developing scenarios to 

inform consideration of the fifth carbon budget.  

The proposal to develop a central scenario, intended to represent – on the evidence 

available – a feasible and cost-effective path to decarbonisation, was agreed. It was 

also agreed to supplement this with development of scenarios, in each sector, aiming 

to deliver the same level of abatement but with different measures. This would be 

useful to demonstrate alternative routes – and assessing what would be required - to 

meeting that level of budget.  

It was also proposed, as used in the IAS Review, to develop “Barriers” (low 

deployment) and “Max” (high deployment) scenarios for each sector. These would 

inform assessment of combinations of effort across sectors that could meet a budget, 

depending on conditions that might constrain success in any specific sector. 

Handling of uncertainties, in relation to e.g. GDP growth, and population, would add 

further sensitivities. The Committee highlighted that – against a background of 

various scenarios and sensitivities - maintaining control of the workload, and overall 

narrative, could be an issue.  

The Secretariat would consider this further, and seek Champion’s guidance in relation 

to development of barriers and max scenarios. 

 

AoB 

 

DECC and Scottish Ministers have requested the Committee’s advice, in line with 

requirements in the Climate Change Act, as to whether Nitrogen Trifluoride should be 

included in the list of targeted greenhouse gases. The Secretariat were currently 

considering the issues and would circulate their assessment to the Committee. It was 

hoped that this could be agreed through correspondence, but with the option to 

discuss further at a Committee meeting depending on responses to that assessment. 

 

 
 


