
Minutes of CCC Meeting, 22/01/2016 

This was a public meeting of the Committee, for the first four agenda items. These minutes are not 

intended to be a full transcript of the discussions. 

Present were John Deben, Julia King, Brian Hoskins, Paul Johnson, Jim Skea, Matthew Bell 

1. Opening session 

John Ireland (Scottish Government) welcomed the Committee to Edinburgh. He noted latest data 

indicated emissions had fallen 38.4% from 1990 to 2013, suggesting the possibility that Scotland 

would meet its 2020 target for a 42% reduction ahead of time. Annual emission targets, however, 

had not been met. The cumulative shortfall against those targets now amounted to 17 ½ MtCO2e, 

mostly a reflection of upward revisions to the historical inventory. 

Challenges going forward were around inventory changes, availability public funding and 

behaviour change. 

He looked forward to the Committee’s advice on annual targets for 2028-32, and to a further 

progress report. These would feed into development of RPP3, due at the end of the year. 

 

2. Heat and energy efficiency (Jan Webb, University of Edinburgh; Elizabeth Leighton, 

Existing Homes Alliance Scotland; Andy Kerr, Edinburgh Centre for Carbon Innovation; 

Teresa Bray, Changeworks) 

 

Jan Webb provided an overview of progress and challenges. In relation to energy performance of 

buildings, she stressed the importance of long-term policy commitment, as more strongly provided, 

for example, in Denmark and Germany – with a role for low-interest loans within this. 

 

Finance for district heating infrastructure was missing. There were examples of more successful 

approaches elsewhere using municipal funding (e.g. Denmark, Sweden, Netherlands), or of 

approaches taking a socio-economic approach to investment accounting (Norway, Denmark). 

 

Even for the best area-based solutions, collaboration could be difficult to secure. There were issues 

of how to ensure investments are secure, and identification of the problem owner. There was a case 

for a regulated solution in such circumstances, combined with measures to ensure consumer 

protection. Again, Norway, Denmark, Germany and Sweden provided examples. 

 

In discussion, there was recognition of the scale of Scottish Government ambition and interest in 

local systems – but this has not as yet moved to delivery. Finance and expertise at local authority 

level were issues. There were also different approaches being taken in different local authorities, 

and potential to share best practice and for greater standardisation.  

 

Designating energy efficiency as a national infrastructure priority was welcomed – demonstrating a 

level of Government commitment. In policy terms, there was a suggestion from one of the panel 



that a trajectory to (net) zero-carbon homes should be set, with an EPC band 3 target set for 2025. A 

regulatory approach, combined with availability of low-interest loans, was suggested. 

 

 

3. Energy Supply (Jenny Hogan, Scottish Renewables; Finlay McCutcheon, SSE; Phil 

Sheppard, National Grid; Chris Morris, Local Energy Scotland) 

Jenny Hogan had 3 key messages: (1) good progress had been made on renewables, but targets were 

now in jeopardy; (2) timely upgrades to the grid were required; (3) the Scottish Government should 

set a new 2030 target for 50% of energy from renewables. 

The current investment climate was difficult – there was now no clear route to market for large-

scale new renewables. National Grid projections had substantially reduced the amount of new 

capacity expected to be deployed.  

Panel members suggested retention of established technologies in future CfD rounds. A 

combination of robust carbon pricing beyond 2020 (extension of the carbon price floor in the 

absence of a firm EU market price) and subsidy-free CfDs could provide a route forward, and allow 

a continuing role for onshore wind.  

SSE had wanted to move forward with CCS at Peterhead, but there was now no signal to do this. 

Quick action would be needed if the possibility to go forward were to be retained. This would 

require an element of public support. 

Community energy was a bigger focus in Scotland than elsewhere in the UK, but it was felt that 

confidence to take projects forward had been damaged in recent months. There was a suggestion 

that the Scottish Government set a further target beyond 2020 to demonstrate commitment. 

 

4. Transport (Alan Hendry, Jacobs; John Lauder, Sustrans Scotland; David Beeton, 

Urban Foresight) 

Alan Hendry said that low-carbon infrastructure was regarded as a priority in Scotland. It was also 

the case that Scotland was generally good at taking pilot schemes forward, but had not been so 

successful in moving from this to projects at scale. Partly, this reflected resource constraints and 

loss of experience at local authority level. 

For infrastructure issues in general (not confined to transport projects) he mentioned the work of the 

Low Carbon Infrastructure project and Low Carbon Resilient Cities report (conducted for the 

Scottish Cities Alliance) as covering priority projects across Scotland. 

In wider discussion, cycling and walking schemes and promotion were noted to have achieved a 

higher profile. Revenue funding to maintain this was identified as an issue, but air quality and active 

lifestyle benefits (as well as climate change) should be weighed into consideration. 



In relation to low-carbon vehicles, high level language about the need to shift away from 

conventional fuelled vehicles (again for air quality and climate benefits) was useful, but there was 

considered to be a need to move beyond this to reach beyond early adopters. 

The persistence of smarter choices benefits was queried. Respondents suggested that mainstreaming 

such schemes with continuing benefits required a constant presence (going beyond pilots) with 

consistent funding. 

Asked to identify one key recommendation that they would like to see pursued, suggestions were: 

(1) to invest in cycling infrastructure; (2) to celebrate success, such as the fact that Scotland had 

more car clubs than the rest of the UK; (3) that Transport Scotland should dedicate an incremental 

1% of its budget each year to smarter choices/active travel schemes (until reaching 10%). 

 

From this point, the Committee met in closed session. Sam Fankhauser joined on the phone. 

5. 5
th

 carbon budget, post-Paris letter 

The Committee had agreed, and stated in its 5
th

 carbon budget report at the end of November 2015, 

that it would write to the Government after the UNFCCC Paris conference to set out if and how the 

outcomes of Paris affect the advice. A draft of the letter had been circulated for Committee 

comment prior to the meeting. The Committee further discussed the draft.  

 

It was agreed that a high level summary of the advice should be added to the letter up-front. This 

should make clear that legislating the 5
th

 carbon budget at the level recommended in November was 

the minimum level of ambition necessary. 

 

The Secretariat would send a revised draft letter to the Committee members early next week, for 

final comment, with a view that the letter would be sent by Thursday 28 January. 

 

AoB 

The Committee was required to write to the Government with advice on the use of offset credits to 

meet the 3
rd

 carbon budget (2018-22). DECC had asked that the advice be provided by early 

February. The Committee agreed that the advice should be that there should be no planned use of 

credits to meet the legislated budget (outside of the EUETS). 

 

 

 


