Second Rhode Island Greenhouse Gas Stakeholder Meeting

Friday, November 2, 2001

Facilitator: Dr. Jonathan Raab, Raab Associates, Ltd.

Consultant: Dr. Steve Bernow, Tellus Institute
Draft Meeting #2: Summary

17 people attended the Optional Tutorial, which began at 9:00 and concluded at 10:00.

35 people attended the Stakeholder meeting, which began at 10:00 and concluded at 3:00.

I. Documents Distributed

Prior to the Meeting:

Draft Stakeholder Meeting Summary 10/4/01

Draft Agenda for 11/2 Meeting

Tellus Institute, Rhode Island Baseline Forecast: Indicators and Assumptions (10/29/01)

Tellus Institute, Rhode Island GHG Action Plan Stakeholders Group (10/29/01)

At the Meeting:

Tellus, Updated Rhode Island Baseline Forecast: Indicators and Assumptions

Final Agenda for 11/2 Meeting

II. Administrative Matters

Meeting Summary

Dr. Raab began the meeting by going through the Meeting Summary from the October 4 meeting to ensure the Group agreed that the summary was accurate and complete.  The Group concurred with all the minor edits and changes that Group members had suggested via email prior to the meeting.

The only issue that engendered further discussion regarded the meeting summary’s reporting on the signing of the final report.  Some questioned whether the goal should be to have all Stakeholder groups sign a final report, and identify parties that are in a majority or minority on particular issues.  This went beyond the original discussion reported in the meeting summary, which was more narrowly focused on the complexity of getting agreement to sign from large or complex organizations.

One or more of the attendees made the following point during the course of our discussion on the subject:

· Some were concerned about listing their name or the name of their organization on the Report in the areas in which they did not agree, while many others felt they would want their opinion clearly delineated in the Report.

· Some suggested revisiting the issue after the Group had made some substantive progress.  

· One suggested that if an organization didn’t think it could get organized to sign it should just become an ex officio member.

· One member expressed concern that people should be expected to sign because otherwise people might be too passive, while others worried having to sign might make people more hesitant to participate fully and honestly.  

· Some thought a majority/minority report with a list of participants would be best choice.  

In the end, upon the Facilitator’s suggestion, the Group agreed to table the issue until the 4th Stakeholder meeting which will occur after the Working Groups have each met twice.

There were no other comments from the Group on the Meeting Summary.  

Groundrules 

Dr. Raab showed the change in Groundrules (#10) regarding ex officio members, which was the only change suggested at the prior meeting.  There were no additional comments from the Group on the Groundrules, and the Stakeholders adopted the revised groundrules that apply both to the Stakeholder Group and all the Working Groups.

Revised Schedule

A Stakeholder meeting has been added, scheduled for March 21, after the 2nd round of Working Groups but within the legislative window.  The Group agreed to the additional meeting and the Revised Schedule.

Stakeholder List 

Dr. Raab reviewed the outcome of discussions with all the other candidate Stakeholder representatives that the Group had recommended for consideration at the previous meeting.  Of all those mentioned, only the Northern Rhode Island Chamber was interested in participating as a fully stakeholder. (The only exception was the  financial community where no names had been forwarded for inclusion, but the Group agreed that their involvement was probably more critical later in the process.)  With the one addition, the Group signed off on the Stakeholder membership and agreed that additions to the Stakeholder List (which are no longer encouraged) would have to be by Group consensus.

List Serv  

There was some discussion by the Group on the possibility of setting up a list serv.  Dr. Raab explained that each list serv would have a one-time set up fee of $100 but no on-going fees, and asked the Group if they would want one list serv, or separate list servs for each Working Group and the Stakeholder Group.  Dr. Raab further explained that he already had the capability to readily distribute documents or forward emails to all participants or particular Stakeholder and Working Groups, plus could post documents on the web.  The Group agreed not to pursue a list serv at present, but are free to bring the issue up later if they feel it would improved the communication process and overall project.  

III. Review of Baseline Forecast

Steve Bernow, Tellus Institute, reviewed the detailed baseline forecast for Rhode Island. There was some concern and discussion regarding some of the assumptions and the data sets used in the baseline.  In particular, some members felt that the population projects seemed high and the GDP/capita too low compared to New England.

Dr. Raab agreed to set up a conference call for interested Stakeholders who may have access to alternative, potentially better assumptions currently in use in Rhode Island (Statewide Planning, House Policy Office, Narragansett Electric, and the Petroleum Institute all volunteered).

Other issues/questions brought up by Group members during the Baseline presentation:

· Can you do high/medium/low cases or error bars for future baseline totals?  

· Can you put number tables that led to graphs up on web in addition?  

· Could we include decrease in merchant plant CO2 on program side even if not per se in baseline?  

· Clarify meaning of “non-building” (in figure 8); “rail” in Figure 10; and why domestic imports dip in Figure 12?    

IV. Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Options

Dr. Bernow and Dave Nichols of Tellus Institute reviewed the cost-of-saved carbon curve and then went over some sample greenhouse gas mitigation options.  The Group raised the following questions/concerns:

· On the cost of saved carbon curve graph (tc) should be (ktc).  

· Put up on the website the Europeans’ carbon tax.  

· Take into account global warming tax instead of carbon tax of equivalent (carbon equivalent per BTU).  

· Put “draft” on cost of saved carbon curve graph.  

· Need to have lifetime of equipment (i.e., design 2000 house vs. small appliance).  

· Co-benefits are only from air pollution, co-benefits not in cost saved carbon curve.  

· Give Tellus information on Energy Office programs (like weatherization program).  

· For Working Groups, instruct people to review options—and if people have other options, bring them to meeting with any literature etc.  

· Get any ideas for other options not included in tables to Tellus ASAP.  

· Try and keep same level of analytical rigor throughout for fair comparisons.  

· Keep an eye on other jurisdiction developments.  

V. Finalizing Working Group Membership and Tasks

Dr. Raab presented the Working Group lists to the Group, and asked for additions/suggestions.  

Buildings and Facilities

Richard Austin, RI Society of Environmental Professionals, will find someone to replace him

Remove Lenette Boiselle, RI Petroleum Institute

Add Bradley Hyson, Sustainability Coalition 

Add Tom Barry, DEM 

With these changes the Group adopted the Buildings and Facilities Working Group.

Transportation and Land Use  

Add Lenette Boiselle, RI Petroleum Institute

Add Zach Heath, Town of Cumberland 

Add Jason Martiesian, Northern RI Chamber;

Add Joe Tomionno, organization???  

Add Steve Majkut, DEM  

Add Diane Badorek, DOT  

Contact Sue Barker at East Coast Greenways  

Contact Truckers Association?

Jennifer Perkins will contact APA again 

Contact RI Railroad Passengers’ Association

Contact Everett Stuart from NRCS

With these changes the Group adopted the Transportation and Land Use Working Group.

Renewable Energy and Solid Waste

Add Richard Austin, RI Society of Environmental Professionals

Add Kate Strouse, RI PIRG

Add Janet Keller, DEM  

Add Bradley Hyson, Sustainability Coalition

With these changes the Group adopted the Renewable Energy and Solid Waste Working Group.

Working Group Tasks

The Group decided that there will be a one hour briefing before each of the 1st meetings to bring Working Group participants up to speed.  It then approved the agenda and flow of the three meetings for each working group in Phase I.

1st meeting: 

· introduce process, indoctrination  

· modeling (review/refine baseline, forecast for the sector)   

· options/scoping (review/refine/expand/contract the program options)

2nd meeting: 

· iterative refinement

· begin prioritization

3rd meeting: 

· prioritization  

· report to stakeholder group

VI.
To Do List

1. meeting summary (notes in summary)—Raab

2. baseline forecast

tables of numbers—Tellus

get input on population, GDP, and PMT growth rates – Tellus, Raab, Sub-Committee

3. scoping papers for Working Groups—Tellus

4. next agenda—Raab

5. invitation letter to Working Group participants—Raab

6. post on web--Raab

final Groundrules  

updated stakeholder and Working Group lists  

final Meeting Summary from 10/4 

final Agenda for 11/2

modeling results including numbers

background piece (Dr. Bernow’s presentation)

7. set up briefing for Working Group participants to bring them through the baseline and options, and Dr. Bernow’s presentation from this meeting (8-9 tutorial, 9-1 meeting) – Tellus, Raab

