
Minutes of CCC Meeting, 18/10/13 

 

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

Paul Johnson, David Kennedy 

 

1. Fourth carbon budget review – climate science modelling 

 

The Committee has used climate science to frame a climate objective, to identify 

global emissions pathways compatible with achieving this objective, and to work out 

appropriate UK action in this context. 

 

The discussions focused on new modelling commissioned by the Committee from the 

Met Office which updates previous modelling of global emissions pathways 

compatible with achieving the climate objective. 

 

In particular, the modelling uses latest emissions data; assumes peaking of global 

emissions no earlier than 2020; reflects various lines of evidence on climate 

sensitivity (i.e. the increase of surface temperature in response to emissions of CO2); 

and includes possible feedbacks due to release of methane from melting of 

permafrost. 

 

The Committee agreed that the modelling implies that the aim should be for global 

emissions to peak in the early 2020s, to be at least halved by 2050 with further cuts 

thereafter, in order to achieve the climate objective. The Committee also agreed that 

later peaking of emissions would leave high risks of dangerous temperature change in 

many plausible scenarios. 

 

The Committee concluded that it is appropriate to continue to use core scenarios in 

which there is early peaking of global emissions followed by deep emissions cuts to 

2050 and beyond. 

 

The Committee also agreed high level key messages for the science chapter of the 

fourth carbon budget report, with detailed comments to follow.  

 

2. Fourth carbon budget review – international chapter 

 

Having identified desirable global emissions pathways, it is necessary to establish that 

these remain feasible. 

 

The Committee further considered an assessment of progress towards a new global 

deal; country level progress; and assessment of potential for global emissions 

reductions. 

 

The Committee agreed that it is important to highlight the UK is not acting alone: 

many other countries have made and are delivering on ambitious commitments to 

reduce emissions. 

 

The Committee agreed that early peaking pathways remain feasible but very 

challenging. They are an appropriate basis for policy given the costs and risks 



associated with dangerous climate change, and the important role of the UK in 

helping to secure a new and ambitious global agreement. 

 

3.  Fourth carbon budget review – costs and benefits of the budget 

 

The Committee noted that the original budget advice identified the cost effective path 

to meeting the 2050 target, and estimated the cost associated with the budget. 

 

However, it did not estimate cost savings due to the budget when compared to an 

alternative, more back-ended path to the 2050 target. 

 

This became problematic when the Government’s Impact Assessment used a 

methodology which suggested possible benefit from lowering the ambition in the 

budget. 

 

In order to address this, the Committee agreed that it was appropriate to provide an 

estimate of cost savings associated with the budget compared to a path in which 

action to reduce emissions is delayed until the end of the 2020s. 

 

The Committee considered analysis which showed that delaying action can reduce 

costs in the short term but result in higher costs over time, the latter significantly 

outweighing the former. 

 

This reflects that delayed action locks into conventional technologies which become 

increasingly expensive with a rising carbon price; entails possible scrappage, which 

can be expensive; and fails to develop technologies and drive their costs down for 

future deployment. 

 

This analysis was still under development, and will be considered again at a future 

meeting. 

 

4. Panel discussions of climate change 

 

The Committee has been working with Sciencewise to put together panel discussions 

on its work. 

 

The panel discussions have now taken place. In particular, a panel of twenty five 

people selected to give a representative mix of the population attended three sessions 

where they were presented with material by the Committee’s Secretariat, which they 

then discussed. 

 

The key high level finding was that people typically did not have a good 

understanding of climate science, what the UK can do as part of efforts to cut global 

emissions, and what this will mean for them in terms of costs and opportunities; and 

that they tended to be much more accepting of the Committee’s approach once this 

had been fully explained to them. 

 

Detailed findings are being put together by the consultants who organised the panel, 

and will be published in due course. The Committee expressed their thanks to the 

panel for their participation. 



 

5. Government response to the Committee’s report to Parliament on 

progress reducing emissions 

 

The Committee agreed that this is an important document, and that they would like to 

discuss it with the DECC Permanent Secretary at the next meeting.  

 

 

  


