
Minutes of CCC Meeting, 17/04/2015 

The morning session was a public meeting of the Committee. These minutes are not intended to be a 

full transcript of the discussion. 

Present were John Deben, Sam Fankhauser, Brian Hoskins, Julia King, John Krebs, Bob May, Jim 

Skea, Matthew Bell 

1. Overview   

Rhodri Asby (Welsh Government) welcomed the Committee to Cardiff. He provided an overview 

of Welsh climate change targets and the Future Generations Bill. 

Overall, Wales was not on trend to its targets and would be looking to refresh its 2010 Climate 

Change Strategy.  However, it was also important to look at progress in specific sectors. Waste, for 

example, had been a big area of focus. Energy efficiency was important, not solely for 

environmental reasons, but also economic and fuel poverty issues. 

Unlike the UK, territorial emissions in Wales exceed consumption emissions – reflecting the output 

of energy-intensive industry and significant power exports. 

In relation to the Future Generations Bill, discussion focused on the means of making this 

operational. 

The Environment Bill will legislate a statutory framework for climate change targets. The 

Committee would be asked to advise on this framework. 

Peter Davies (Climate Change Commission) added his welcome to the Committee. He outlined the 

role of the Commission and desire for a clearer structure of accountability and reporting, within a 

stronger legislative framework. He noted that the Commission had been encouraged by progress in 

relation to green growth and current Ministerial commitment.  

The potential for variation in emissions, consequent on specific industry outputs or infrastructure 

schemes, was noted as an issue for consideration in designing an appropriate carbon budgets 

framework. 

2. Circular economy 

Andy Rees (Welsh Government) and Keith James (WRAP) presented on waste sector issues and the 

circular economy. It was noted that the Impact Assessment on banning food waste to landfill 

showed benefits to industry.  

In relation to high levels of municipal waste recycling, the important role of the “collections 

blueprint” was highlighted. 

3. Manufacturing 

Tim Morris (Tata Steel) outlined Tata’s vision to be part of the solution to climate change, 

including an ambition to cut CO2 emissions (per unit of output) by 50% by 2050. He noted 



availability of capital for investment as the biggest constraint – in obtaining finance, the potential to 

improve plant efficiency/performance would be the key justification. 

Tim did not see CCS, absent a storage site, as the answer for Port Talbot; it was more likely to have 

role for a Teeside cluster. 

Richard Warren and Paul Byard (EEF) noted the relatively high proportion of emissions in Wales 

accounted for by business and industrial processes – a substantial part of this accounted for by only 

4 plants. The Roadmaps work was important here, in considering technical potential for abatement. 

4. Swansea tidal lagoon project 

Mark Sharrock (Tidal Lagoon Power) gave a presentation on the proposed Swansea scheme. He 

noted a required strike price of £175/MWh, but with potential for supply-chain development 

dependent on a succession of schemes, and potential for economies of scale to bring down the cost 

of future schemes. 

David Chubb (RenewableUK Wales) noted that deployment of renewables in Wales had been fairly 

low, but that ambition and the level of political support had increased in recent years. 

The afternoon sessions of the meeting were closed to the public 

5. Progress report, economy-wide emissions 

The Committee discussed recently released preliminary emissions data for 2014. This showed a 

significant 8% decline on 2013, whilst GDP and manufacturing output had increased. A reduction 

in power sector emissions was the biggest contributor to the overall decline, a large part of which 

reflected lower emissions intensity of generation (reduced coal generation). 

Other factors were reduced direct emissions from industry, and higher winter temperatures leading 

to reduced demand for heating. 

Sectoral presentations at future Committee meetings would look further at the detail to explain 

changes. It was, however, noted at this point that the reasons for reduced industry emissions were 

not clear. 

6. Aviation emissions 

The Committee was updated in relation to publication of the Davies report – expected in June or 

early July. It was likely that the Committee would then be asked to comment. 

The Committee agreed that comment should focus on consistency with emissions targets (and not 

the economic case for any specific expansion option), and on the need to stick with its 

recommended planning assumption allowing for a 60% increase in demand by 2050. 

7. 5
th

 carbon budget, innovation 

The Committee discussed innovation requirements for meeting carbon budgets. The Committee 

agreed a number of points – that technologies to meet carbon budgets to 2050 were largely known, 



but that innovation to increase deployment and reduce costs would be needed in some areas; that a 

clear and consistent signal of future direction is vital to supporting private R&D; that in some areas 

(e.g. offshore wind, CCS) UK deployment would be required alongside development; in other areas 

UK deployment may be less important for cost reduction; that it was not appropriate to plan on the 

basis of a new “breakthrough” technology (whilst being open to adjust as information changes). 

It was agreed that UK R&D spend looked low by international standards, but that the detail behind 

comparisons of spend should be further clarified; literature on spillovers and path dependence 

should be further considered; effectiveness of spend should be considered drawing on evidence and 

discussion with e.g. Research Councils, Energy Catalyst. 
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