
Minutes of CCC Meeting, 10/06/2016 

Present were Julia King, Nick Chater, Sam Fankhauser, Paul Johnson, Brian Hoskins, John Krebs, 

Corinne le Quere, Jim Skea, Matthew Bell 

1. Progress Report  

The Committee considered the draft executive summary for the progress report. A draft had been 

circulated prior to the meeting and comments received. 

 

The overall tone of the draft was considered good. There were a large number of recommendations. 

It was agreed that a table showing the amount of emissions related to each suggested measure 

should be included in the overview chapter.  

 

In the event that the result of the UK referendum should be to favour leaving the EU, then it was 

agreed that it would be important to make clear that this would not change the requirement for UK 

emissions reduction. It was agreed that the Committee should commit to reporting on policy 

implications in a further report in October. 

 

The Committee asked the secretariat to consider further options for presenting the summary table of 

recommendations (policy requirements for the emission reduction plan) at the end of the summary - 

in particular, to consider options for indicating whether policy is currently sufficient or lacking. 

 

A revised version would be circulated for sign-off. 

 

The Committee considered presentation of the report. It was agreed that an important message was 

that there had been progress, particularly in the power sector, but that this was not enough going 

forward. Urgent actions would be required to ensure the UK would be on track to future carbon 

budgets.  

 

It was noted that publication at the end of June would be at a busy time - shortly after the EU 

referendum result, and close to an expected Government announcement on whether it was accepting 

the Committee’s recommended level for the fifth carbon budget. In this context, it was agreed that 

there would not be a launch event in June, but that presentation of the key recommendations to 

inform the Government’s preparation of its emission reduction plan, would be covered by an event 

in October. 

 

2. UK long-term ambition  

When the Committee wrote to the DECC Secretary of State in January about the implications of the 

Paris Agreement for carbon budgets, it set out that it would provide further advice later in the year 

on the UK’s long-term targets. The purpose of this session was to seek views on a proposed report 

structure for that advice, and to gain initial views on the content of that advice. 



It was agreed that the report should consider international paths to meet raised ambition, post-Paris, 

and the UK share within this; it should consider potential for the UK to go further than its current 

2050 target; and implications for actions now to keep tighter targets in play.  

The modelling literature on emissions pathways consistent with 1.5°C (or “well below” 2°C) was 

limited, and whilst it would be developing, there was unlikely to be very much new to draw on in 

time for an October 2016 report. The Committee felt that it would be interesting to consider what 

could be said, globally, about the regional location of sinks, and the relative opportunities for 

different regions to get to net zero emissions and to utilize negative emission technologies (NETs). 

In this context, rather than too much on different equity approaches, it would be worthwhile to give 

further consideration to the role of cash transfers (and trading) with stronger 2050 targets.  

Whether or not there was a case for changing the UK’s 2050 target, or supplementing this with 

targets beyond 2050, there is likely to be a need for the Government to develop its strategy in 

relation to NETs. 

It was agreed that the report might want to consider implications for research needs. 

Expert workshops on negative emission technologies and net zero emission scenarios were being 

planned for July. 

3. Unconventional oil and gas in Scotland 

The Scottish Government have asked for advice on the implications for their emissions targets of 

unconventional oil and gas (UOG) development in Scotland. This would cover similar ground to the 

report, provided in March, to the UK Government. Main differences would reflect that the 

regulatory regime is different in Scotland; use of different Scotland-specific production scenarios; 

the context that Scotland’s medium-term targets for emission reduction are tighter than in the UK; 

and that the Scottish Government has additionally asked that the implications for EU and global 

emissions should be considered. 

Reflecting that the UK Government has not yet published the Committee’s March report, the 

Scottish report is being drafted on a stand-alone basis.  

The Committee agreed key messages: a similar structure for 3 tests of compatibility with emissions 

targets as in the UK report; a clear message on the need for a strong regulatory regime; the even 

greater challenge in Scotland, given existing targets, of offsetting UOG emissions by extra efforts in 

other sectors.  

Next steps were agreed, to include circulation of a draft report and further engagement with the 

Committee champion. 

4. Heat and Energy Efficiency Report  

The Committee considered emerging results from work to inform development of its planned 

October report on requirements for the policy framework to deliver substantial emissions savings 

from heat for buildings. 



Part of the context for this was that the Committee’s scenarios for the 5
th

 carbon budget had set out 

a trajectory to reduce emissions to 2030, but policy to deliver this was not in place, and it also left a 

challenging requirement for the post-2030 period to 2050. The Committee discussed the scenario to 

2030 and asked for further consideration to be given to its presentation, to clarify the expectations 

for when heat pumps may become cost-effective and the respective contributions to reducing 

emissions as between new build properties and the existing stock. 

Emerging results from a consultancy project to consider institutional and regulatory challenges for 

the future of the gas grid were discussed. This included implications for infrastructure costs, and 

pricing under existing regulatory structures, of reduced usage of the gas network and of moving 

towards hydrogen roll-out. The Committee considered that it would be better able to assess these 

implications, in the light of further information on the respective merits and plausibility of different 

scenarios. 

Emerging findings from a review of policy success in promoting deployment of heat pumps and 

district heating were discussed. This prompted questions to be explored further: 

 In market leading countries for heat pumps, policy packages combining provision of 

information, increasing technical standards and financial support appeared to have had some 

success. Progress had not, however, been linear and the Committee asked if the process and 

timeline on which problems had been overcome – for example, in Sweden and Germany - 

could be clarified. The Committee also asked about the benefits and costs of reversible heat 

pumps for heating and cooling, and if there were examples of policy support in other 

countries. 

 Policy stability for district heating and local authority confidence appeared significant 

factors in achieving deployment. The Committee asked if international experience provided 

insights for overcoming coordination barriers for district heating in the existing building 

stock, or whether the examples mainly related to new build.  

Next steps were agreed. The next Committee meeting would include a session on market 

segmentation and “what works” for residential energy efficiency. Further discussion would be held 

with Committee champions. The Committee meeting(s) in September would return to key 

conclusions and recommendations. 

5. Land Use project 

The Committee had begun a project to assess land use implications of mitigation and adaptation 

advice. This was partially intended to consider synergies and trade-offs across this advice.  

An initial stage of the work was to review data availability and modelling capability. This phase 

was nearing completion. 

It had been envisaged that in the light of this review, we might then consider commissioning 

modelling work to look at how land use in the UK might need to change, consistent with emission 

reduction and adaptation requirements. The Paris Agreement, which suggests tighter targets than the 

UK’s current 2050 ambition, and moves towards net zero emissions in the 2
nd

 half of the century, 



now suggests an even greater emphasis on the need to explore pathways to greater emission 

reductions from UK agriculture and land use. 

An expert workshop had been held towards the end of April to explore the feasibility of modelling 

pathways to net zero emissions from agriculture and land use, while ensuring resilience to the 

impacts of climate change. This had identified pathways based around diet change, improved 

efficiency of agriculture, integrated land management, or increased carbon sinks (e.g afforestation).  

The Committee considered that consideration of how the use of land in the UK fitted with global 

perspectives on emission reduction and land use was missing from this framing. 

The importance of CO2 reduction in achieving net zero was also noted. For achieving temperature 

stabilisation, the long-lived greenhouse gases have to be reduced to zero. Implications of this 

prioritisation for the modelling work should be considered. 

In the light of what had been learned from the review to date, and further discussion with modelling 

teams to better understand their capability, further consideration would now be given to options for 

commissioning modelling work focused on achieving at least net zero emissions (agriculture and 

land use) post 2050. The secretariat would engage with Committee champions to take this forward.  

  


