
Minutes of CCC Meeting, 23/01/2015 

This was a public meeting of the Committee.  These minutes are not intended to be a full transcript 

of the discussions.   

Present were John Deben, Sam Fankhauser, Brian Hoskins, Paul Johnson, Julia King, Jim Skea, 

Matthew Bell 

  

1. Opening Session 

John Ireland (Scottish Government) welcomed the Committee to its first meeting in 

Scotland. He noted that with emissions in 2012 26% below 1990 levels, good progress was 

being made towards the 2020 target (42% reduction). The Scottish Government was in no 

way complacent, however, and recognized there was much more to do. The Cabinet Sub-

Committee on Climate Change, which was set up in 2014, is playing an important role by 

reinforcing collective responsibility.  

 

In taking forward work towards the Third Report on Proposals and Policies (RPP3), the 

Scottish Government recognises that this should more clearly recognize the uncertainties, 

for example through scenario analysis, than RPP2. It would also consider the benefits of a 

participative approach, as between Government, the public, NGOs, businesses and other 

stakeholders.  

 

2. Overview (Richard Dixon, Friends of the Earth Scotland, Sam Gardner, WWF, Chris 

Wood-Gee, Sustainable Scotland Network) 

In discussion, Scotland’s relatively high ambition for emission reduction was 

acknowledged. Challenges were more around delivery. Within this, the transport sector was 

a particular issue, reflecting a lack of policy actions in RPP2 and a perception that 

technology change could not be relied upon by itself to reduce emissions.  

 

The role of NGOs within the Scottish debate was discussed. One response was that whilst 

critical of the Scottish Government, they were also understanding of policy difficulties. A 

specific example was the balance between requiring a transition from fossil fuels, whilst at 

the same time recognizing the importance of the oil and gas sector to the Scottish economy. 

Scottish Government decisions on unconventional gas were, however, regarded as a big test, 

where NGOS were in general opposed to the opening of a “new frontier”.  

 

3. Energy Supply (Niall Stuart, Scottish Renewables, Steven Watson, Community Energy 

Scotland, Brian Galloway, Scottish Power, Finlay McCutcheon, SSE). 

To meet 2020 targets, the pace of renewables investment would need to increase, but there 

was currently a risk of a slowdown. Whilst the Offshore Wind Cost Reduction Task Force 

had set a challenging but feasible trajectory for cost reduction, this was reliant on a scale of 

deployment that might not be achieved.  



Increased investment would be helped by allowing longer lead times to final investment 

decisions (FID), earlier allocation of offshore contracts and greater visibility of requirements 

beyond 2020. A large number of island projects could be released if grid connections were 

available. Community energy projects were also being held back by difficulties in obtaining 

consent and grid connections.  

Levels of renewable heat were a long way from target. There was a need to give the topic 

higher priority, recognize the need for up-front (capital) support and provide greater 

visibility of support beyond 2016. The public sector could also take a more prominent role 

as an exemplar.  

 

4. Energy Efficiency (Mike Thornton, Energy Saving Trust, Teresa Bray, Changeworks) 

A continuity of policy focus and funding on home energy efficiency in Scotland was 

perceived to be having an impact in gradually driving capacity. Development of area-based 

schemes was perceived to be relatively strong. Data to allow targeting of specific areas had 

improved and work through trusted intermediaries (e.g. NHS professionals) was positive. 

Nevertheless, coordination of effort at local level takes time, and there is an important 

requirement for continuity in funding streams.  

 

5. Agriculture and land-use (Jim Densham, RSPB, Claire Slipper, NFUS, Professor Bob 

Rees, SRUC, Andrew Midgley, SLE).  

Progress in measurement of agriculture emissions was being made – an improved baseline 

would then help with assessment of abatement options.  

 

The “Farming for a better climate” initiative was well regarded and supported by NFUS, but 

farmers are constrained by economic pressures, so buy-in at this level was variable. It was 

also clear that whilst a number of negative cost measures have been identified, not all are 

being implemented. The programme may need tailoring better to different farm types. But 

more generally monitoring of uptake and what is being achieved is weak and needs 

improving.  

 

Peatlands restoration was viewed by SRUC as providing a relatively low cost opportunity to 

increase the carbon sink. The RSPB also supported a target for peatland restoration, and in 

general this was perceived as an area with potential to achieve significantly more.  

 

The support scheme for afforestation was being changed. There had been an increase, 

though it was considered that more funding will be required to achieve targets. 

 

6. Behaviour Change (Jackie Horne, Scottish Government, Louise Macdonald, Young 

Scot, Professor Jillian Anable, Centre for Transport Research) 

 



Jackie Horne presented the Individual-Social-Material approach to consideration of 

behaviour change issues. The purpose of the tool was to generate understanding of existing 

behaviours and ideas for change. In terms of learning from its use, the need for packages of 

measures to address combinations of issues was highlighted. As an example, the benefit of 

packages – soft and hard measures combined – was noted for transport interactions.  

The importance of working with young people was discussed – many of them are impatient 

to see solutions to climate change implemented. 


