
 

 

ASC Committee Meeting 
Thursday 20th April 2017 I 09:30 – 15:00 I CCC, 7 Holbein Place 

 
Present: Baroness Brown (Chair), Ece Ozdemiroglu, Rosalyn Schofield and Graham Wynne 
 
Apologies: Jim Hall and Anne Johnson 
 
Secretariat present: Matthew Bell, Kathryn Brown, Manuela Di Mauro, Gemma Holmes, 
Daniel Johns.  
 
Members’ interests: Members’ interests were reviewed and updated and can be found on 
the CCC’s website at: https://www.theccc.org.uk/about/transparency/. 
 

1. Minutes of the last meeting and matters arising 
 
The minutes of the last meeting were agreed subject to minor changes.  
 
The committee discussed the CCC’s input to the National Infrastructure Commission, 
including: a letter from the CCC summarising the latest evidence, analysis and advice on 
infrastructure; comments on a forthcoming NIC paper on the interactions between 
infrastructure and the natural environment; and the Secretariat’s contribution to various 
NIC expert roundtables. 
 
The chair reported on her meeting with the Royal Horticultural Society, noting their recent 
report Gardening in a Changing Climate. 
 
Matthew Bell noted that the pre-election period starts on the 22nd April, and relevant 
Government guidelines on public speaking and publications will apply to the CCC and ASC 
committees and secretariat. 
 
It was noted that the 25-year Environment Plan is yet to be published, and that the 
committee is yet to receive a response to its letter to the Cabinet Office Minister requesting 
a discussion about access to the data underpinning the National Flood Resilience Review. 
 

2. 2017 Progress Report: timeline to completion, RAG criteria 
 
The committee discussed and agreed timelines and roles for the committee champions to 
work on the draft chapters with members of the secretariat.  
 
To ensure consistency across the report, Daniel Johns summarised the rationale for scoring 
each of the adaptation priorities under the three questions: 1. ‘Is there a plan?’, ‘2. Are 
actions being taken?’ and ‘3. Is progress being made in managing vulnerability?’ It was 
noted that the RAG scores attributed to for each of these questions are independent, e.g. 
vulnerability could score as ‘red’ even if policies and activities are assessed as ‘green’, if they 
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are considered insufficient to manage long-term vulnerability to climate change impacts. 
The nature of the evidence that should be presented under each of the three questions was 
also discussed and agreed. The committee agreed that where evidence is missing or 
insufficient this should be flagged in the report in order to guide further data collection as 
part of the next National Adaptation Programme. 
 

3. 2017 Progress Report: Natural Environment chapter 
 
The structure and content of the key messages, RAG scores and the recommendations of 
the Natural Environment Chapter were discussed and suggestions made. It was agreed that 
recommendations should appear in the key messages section in the order in which they 
appear in the chapter but that recommendations should be prioritised in the executive 
summary. The main outstanding issues for developing this chapter are due to the 
uncertainties caused by: the content of the yet-to-be-published 25-year Environment Plan; 
the General Election, and the large number of policies that will have to be amended or 
replaced after the UK leaves the European Union. 
 

4. 2017 Progress Report: Business 
 

The structure and content of the key messages, RAG scores and the recommendations of 
the Business Chapter were discussed and suggestions made. The main outstanding issues 
for developing this chapter are including a greater focus on private businesses including 
SMEs, as well as better describing the progress made by large companies in disclosing non-
financial risks.  
 

5. 2017 Progress Report: Infrastructure chapter 
 
The headline messages and the RAG scores for the Infrastructure Chapter were discussed 
and suggestions made. The main outstanding issue for developing this chapter is the lack of 
access to the data on infrastructure resilience held by the Cabinet Office.  
 

6. 2017 Progress Report: Introduction and NAP update chapters 
 
The Committee agreed to keep the introduction as a separate chapter, and have a 
dedicated chapter summarising NAP action updates and recommendations for the next 
NAP. It was also agreed that the recommendations from the 2015 report and the 
Government response to these recommendations should be provided as an annex.  
 

7. AOB and close 
 
There was no other urgent business to discuss.  The next meeting is on 12th May. 


