
 

Minutes of CCC Meeting, 19/09/14 
Present were John Deben, Sam Fankhauser, Brian Hoskins, Paul Johnson, Julia King, 

Bob May, Jim Skea, Adrian Gault 

 

1. Upcoming Committee programme 

The Committee discussed the forward work programme and a provisional plan for 

future Committee meetings. It was suggested that the topic of innovation might 

warrant earlier discussion. It was agreed that the communications strategy and key 

messages would be developed further for discussion at a future meeting. A request 

was made for the Secretariat to look at options for a future Committee meeting to be 

held in Scotland. 

 

2. 5
th

 carbon budget: goals, targets and policies 

In the context of developing the work programme to inform 5
th

 carbon budget 

recommendations, the Committee considered the broad objectives for this work. The 

Committee agreed that the final report should be a stand-alone document that 

develops the argument step by step. Where previous analyses and approaches are 

used, these should be fully set out again. The Committee agreed that, amongst other 

topics, climate science, the state of low-carbon technologies (covering UK and global 

developments), bioenergy, behaviour change and consumption emissions should be 

revisited. A key objective would be to strengthen the overall narrative on the move to 

a low-carbon economy. 

Depending on progress in EU discussions, there could be a tension between ambition 

in the agreed EU climate and energy package for 2030 and UK emissions reduction 

targets, on track to at least an 80% reduction in 2050. It was agreed that it would be 

important to clarify the scale of any difference on a consistent basis, allowing for 

differences in coverage of the respective targets. Beyond that, the case for going faster 

in the UK, if that were the Committee’s recommendation, would  need to be very 

clearly justified.   

The Committee agreed that an analytical approach, sector by sector, considering 

abatement options against projected carbon values, should be continued. The 

approach, however, should not require that a carbon budget be met in a specific way. 

Rather it should reflect a consideration of different scenarios, to show ways in which 

a budget might be achieved.  

 

3. Power sector and Electricity Market Reform 

The Committee considered a number of strategic questions for the power sector – 

around the need for a 2030 decarbonisation target, the benefits of a portfolio 

approach, the level of target – to inform development of work in this area. 

The case for decarbonisation, and for a 2030 target, to reduce policy risk and reduce 

costs of investment in high capital intensive options, was agreed. A carbon price, by 

itself, would not sufficiently bring forward low-carbon investment. The risks and 

uncertainties attached to different low-carbon options were discussed. It was noted 

that in relation to offshore wind there were a number of areas – for example, array 



 

design, logistics and maintenance – where the UK could play a significant learning 

role. 

In considering how to set the 2030 target, a number of principles were agreed – that 

this should be tight enough to signal intent to invest in low-carbon technologies 

through the 2020s, so long as available at reasonable cost; that it must be credible in 

terms of achievability; that there should be flexibility to delay if costs turn out high; 

that it should be flexible to cope with factors, such as weather and conditions in 

connected markets, outside Government control. 

 

4. Energy costs and use 

The Committee agreed the case for it to produce an independent assessment of energy 

prices and bills before the end of the year – an update of the 2012 report. This should 

be both backward-looking, to explain what has happened in recent years, and 

forward-looking to consider the implications of low-carbon measures to 2020 and 

beyond. 

The Committee considered a presentation of emerging results looking at what has 

been driving energy consumption since 2004. It was agreed to look at scope to further 

break this down by type of household. Similarly, for industry, it would be helpful to 

consider further decomposition by inclusion or exclusion from the EU ETS, and more 

detailed disaggregation to sectors such as cement. The difficulty, given data 

availability, of drawing firm conclusions about energy efficiency performance was 

noted.  

 

5. Fuel poverty 

The results of new analysis, using the National Household Model, to examine the 

implications and costs of DECC proposals for minimum energy efficiency standards 

were presented to the Committee. The Committee considered the main messages from 

this work in relation to a response to the Government’s consultation on a fuel poverty 

strategy.  

A number of key points for such a response were agreed: that the degree of targeting 

of energy efficiency measures could make a substantial difference to numbers in fuel 

poverty; that if measures are to be taken to raise EPC standards then in it will be more 

cost-effective to raise the standard of specific properties straight to a target level, 

rather than in stages; that measures to tackle fuel poverty should be considered a 

social measure, and distinct from low-carbon measures, which could justify taxpayer 

funding. 

The next step was that the Secretariat would draft a response to the DECC 

consultation, and this would be cleared with the Committee through correspondence.  

 
 


