
 

Minutes of CCC Meeting, 14/11/14 
Present were John Deben, Sam Fankhauser, Brian Hoskins, Paul Johnson, John 

Krebs, Bob May, Jim Skea, Matthew Bell 

 

1. Energy Prices and Bills – Executive Summary 

The Committee considered a draft of the executive summary of the report on energy 

prices and bills, due for publication in December. 

It was agreed that the statement providing the basis for our work on this issue, under 

the Climate Change Act - specifically referencing economic circumstances, fuel 

poverty and competitiveness - should be brought forward. The Committee also asked 

that the secretariat should further simplify the presentation of numbers within the 

draft. It was agreed that inclusion of a table of the key components of energy bills and 

their change over time might allow the text to be simplified. 

It was further noted that care should be taken with references to reduced energy 

consumption from 2004 to 2013, not all of which could be attributed to energy 

efficiency improvement. Presentation of the analysis, throughout the report, should 

also have regard to the uncertainty of projections, around fossil fuel prices 

(highlighted by recent oil price movements) and other assumptions. 

The Committee considered differences between its assessment of energy bills, now 

and going forward, and that recently published by DECC. The key differences reflect 

differences in base year (2013 as against 2014 for DECC); the Committee’s focus on 

a typical dual-fuel household, rather than averaging across all households; and that, in 

line with scenarios in the Committee’s previous advice, we assume measures on track 

to meet the fourth carbon budget. Adjusting for these differences, it was possible to 

reconcile the sets of results. 

The Secretariat would revise the executive summary to reflect comments received. 

 

2. Energy Prices and Bills – key messages and launch 

The Committee was updated on plans for launch of the report, for which publication 

will be on-line. It is intended to hold two small events for stakeholders – one focused 

on the residential sector, one on the commercial and industrial sector results.  

It was agreed, within key messages, to highlight the benefits - in carbon emission 

reductions and energy efficiency measures delivered – which derive from low-carbon 

spend within energy bills. 

 

3. Power Sector – established technologies 

The Committee discussed a presentation on possible scenarios for power sector 

technologies to 2030, concentrating on onshore wind, nuclear power, marine energy 

and bioenergy. The aim was to feed into development of thinking and scenarios for 

the 2015 power report and 5
th

 carbon budget.  

In relation to onshore wind, the Committee has previously said, in the 2014 Progress 

Report, that it would track progress against a range of 13-25GW capacity at the end of 

the 2020s. The lower end of the range would represent no growth on capacity from 



 

levels projected to 2020, the higher end reflected our assessment of cost-effective 

potential. 

To inform further assessment, the Committee asked for more consideration to be 

given to differences in capacity as between the devolved administrations and England; 

and to respective powers – for financing and planning. If, for example, the UK 

Government was more restrictive on planning, how might this impact on projections 

of installed capacity? What would be overall cost implications from substituting other 

(higher cost) low-carbon generation for offshore wind? 

For nuclear power, DECC’s final delivery plan for Electricity Market Reform set out 

a plan for a programme of new plant that could lead to 14-19GW capacity in 2030. In 

relation to such scenarios the Committee felt that there were serious issues to consider 

further, including potential cost escalation, potential delays in delivery, waste and 

safety. For example, even if the UK regulatory regime is strong, problems elsewhere 

could impact on UK delivery plans. It was agreed that the narrative on the case for 

new nuclear capacity would need to reflect such concerns, and experience in relation 

to actual construction costs. 

For biomass, scenarios should reflect previous recommendations on sustainability and 

the need for tightening, enforced standards over time. 

Wave and tidal stream have estimated practical UK resource in excess of 150TWh, 

but relatively high current and projected 2020 costs. Wave remains at prototype stage. 

Demonstration arrays of tidal stream are emerging, so this was probably the more 

promising area to concentrate on within our scenario timescales. 

It was also agreed that options for tidal range were worth further consideration, 

possibly beyond a “back-up” option for the failure of other low-carbon options. There 

were attractions, despite high capital costs, in the long (100 year) project lifetimes. 

 

4. IPCC AR5 Synthesis report 

The Committee considered a summary of the IPCC synthesis report and of the recent 

US-China announcement. 

In relation to the synthesis report it was agreed that what was “new” about the 

conclusions was not so much the specifics, but the degree of confidence that was now 

being expressed in these conclusions. 

 

5. 5
th

 Carbon Budget – recap of the Government’s Carbon Plan 

The Carbon Plan, published in December 2011, sets out the Government’s views on 

how to meet the 2050 target and the future carbon budgets. In terms of firm policies 

and measures, however, it leaves a gap – acknowledged by the Government – to 

meeting the fourth carbon budget. In developing work to inform fifth carbon budget 

recommendations, it would be important to take on board that subsequent to the 

Carbon Plan there has been some policy development and new measures have been 

announced in some areas. Nevertheless, a gap remains.  

 

 


