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Governor’s Action Team on Energy and Climate Change
State of Florida

www.flclimatechange.us

DRAFT TELECONFERENCE MEETING SUMMARY
Transportation and Land Use
Technical Working Group Call #5

May 14, 2008

Member s Attending:

Members Affiliation

Janet Bowman The Nature Conservancy

Peter Calvert EarthFirst Americas

Tim Chapin Florida State University Department obéah
and Regional Planning

Suzanne Cook Florida Green Building Coalition

Jeff Day Publix Supermarkets, Inc.

Coleman Edmunds Auto Nation, Inc.

Dr. Lonnie Ingram University of Florida Instituté Bood and
Agricultural Sciences

Dave Mica (and Eric Hamilton) Florida Petroleum Goili

David Peebles ETH Bioenergy-Odebrecht Construction,

Larry Peterson Kitson & Partners

Florida Department of Environmental Protection (DEP): Kelley Smith

Center for Climate Strategies (CCS): Lewison Lem, Jason Miles, Jessica Wade
Members of the Public: Sarah Doar (Hopping, Green, and Sams), Jason kich$tathy Neil
(Florida DOT), T. Sage (Johnson Engineering), Bbaunbert (Florida Power & Light),
Timothy Smith (Department of Community Affairs),dbine Quigley (Florida DOT)

Agenda Item#1 and 2: Introductions, M eeting Purpose and Goals

Jason Miles took attendance drelvison Lem reviewed the purpose and goals fontbeting.
The main goal is to review the balloting resultd a@rscuss and agree upon a set of priorities to
be recommended to the Action Team at their nextimggen May 29-30. CCS sent a balloting
results summary document via e-mail yesterday aihlly of the balloting results.

Agenda Item #3:. Approval of Prior Call Summary

Call #4 summary was reviewed and approved withbanhges.
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Tim Chapin made the motion to approve.
Larry Peterson seconded the motion.
Agenda Item #4: Status Update on Action Items

Kelley Smith from the Florida DEP reviewed the n8tate Energy Bill, House Bill (HB) 7135,
which passed in the last week of session. Therullided little related to transportation and

land use. The bill encouraged MPO'’s to considef3&nissions in their planning process.
Additionally, the bill created a renewable fuelstard that by and on December 31, 2010 all gas
must include a minimum 10% of ethanol in its blerdso included in the bill was a provision
relating to DEP and the process of rule makingaftwpting the California emission standards.
Once DEP has completed that final rule making,ilitveed to go to the legislature for

ratification. DEP will be sending out a documeytibe end of the week that summarizes the bill
by each working group.

Lewison Lem commented that there are existing asticecent actions and future actions (the
focus of this process), and that the group neeie¢p up to date to establish the baseline.

Diane Quigley commented that there is similar lagguin another bill, HB 697, which dealt

with MPQO’s and transportation and land use. Itimiading code bill that requires that local
comprehensive plans take into consideration engsgy Tim Smith added that the bill required
that energy conservation, energy efficient landpetterns and GHG emissions be addressed in
the comprehensive plans.

Larry Peterson questioned if this meant to inclGdG emissions and energy efficiency within
existing transportation elements or if it adds md@ments.

Tim Smith answered that the new requirements witgnexisting elements in future land use
plans, traffic circulation (transportation straegimust address GHG emissions), transportation,
conservation, housing will require energy efficigme the design and construction of new
housing. The next step will be rewriting 935 toradd these issues.

Lewison Lem requested an update on VMT issues. fdileeast of VMT is incorporated into the
GHG emissions forecast. He asked if VMT is expa&ébegrow in the future at the high
percentage rate as there has been in the pasgrdbp is looking at data from regional MPO'’s,
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and he wonders if it will be in the same ball paith high VMT growth rates. We want to make
sure that we are using the correct numbers focésting.

Diane Quigley will check on it, FDOT is still worlg on the data. Kathy Neil will address VMT
when she joins the call later.

Agenda Item #5: Discussion of Balloting Results

Lewison Lem reviewed the balloting results; itemwmiaged by the ones that received the most
votes, then go in descending order. Twelve ballee received which means that a majority of
the group voted. There are three groups of piesrifTop, Medium and Low) based on number
of votes. The goal is to get to around 10 prioitgyns. The document shows overall summary
of the votes and also shows suggestions for bumdlirhe balloting summary does not show
names (for confidentiality). Items can be moveanuad and there can be other bundling based
on input from the group.

Jeff Day asked how will it be determined which blimglis most appropriate? Lewison Lem
responded that it will be based on the discussidheogroup and will rely on the wisdom of the

group.

David Peebles stated that he would like a summawhat the policy options are beside the
items in the summary table. Lewison Lem remindedgroup that there is a policy catalog and
a policy description document that would provide dlescriptions for each item.

Lewison Lem noted that now all we are doing is tatwg the results and that during the next
steps there will be more descriptions. The bestrij&ive language now is available by
referring back to the catalog items.

Peter Calvert suggested that there needs to beanatgsis and that what we see here is a
general preference. His preference is based oasthenption that you can't tell people what to
do with their cars and where to go with them. ldbdves that people will make a lot of
decisions that you cannot influence (like whereytines), but that you can influence what they
burn and that maybe that is why the alternativésfagption rose to the top. He feels that if you
are telling people how to spend their money that §iso need to tell them what they will get for
it and that means that you need to do some typearititative analysis. He believes that people
won't react to it without more analysis. His pasitiis that the group only received 12 votes
because there wasn’'t enough analytical analysiirigaip to the voting. He stated that if the
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group is making recommendations they have to bpleduwith some quantitative analysis. He
noted that there are federal and state analysaesdadates for goals, for substitution, for tax
holidays or explicit subsidies.

Lewison Lem pointed out that there is agreementigbeing analytical, but is intended to be a
later stage. The catalog is too large to analgod @em at this point.

Tim Chapin noted that the important message fogtbep that is going to take in the
recommendations is that there are many approaohgetting at climate change through
transportation and land use. The first optiorbisua diversifying fuel sources which involves
investing money or incentivising the investmentrminey. The second item is about vehicle
improvement which can take the form of public irtwesnt, incentives, or regulation. The third
item is about the location and form and developravitere the development goes, what it

looks like, the density — it is a regulatory saduti The fourth item is systems management, an
efficiency approach. It involves accomplishing mauith the transportation systems that already
exist. Itis a process solution. The fifth itemasnvest in transit by putting money behind

transit in a meaningful way. The last item invoNeBging climate change into the planning
process. There are regulatory, investment andepsolbased solutions. There are different ways
to approach this, there is not one solution.

Peter Calvert questioned that if there are goa#hieve a certain amount of reduction by a
certain amount of time, isn’t that part of the cdad Tim Chapin agreed, but stated that we’re
not there yet. The group should evaluate our nehjoices first and then later determine what
gives us our biggest bang for the buck.

Peter Calvert asked about the first milestone/tjadlFlorida needs to get to for a percentage
reduction. He wanted to know if there a 2010 di32fercentage reduction goal. Lewison Lem
responded that the information will be obtained,the process is designed and intended to be a
bottoms up process. He stated that this is aglirtieview and other work groups are looking

at portfolios of options in each of their areasie portfolios will be put together in a bottoms up
process. He referred the group to look at thevgsepplanning process. Peter Calvert stated that
he wants a vote on the planning process to seeif/ene agrees with the steps. Lewison Lem
noted that the work plan has been worked out vimehQREP. The working group makes
recommendations to the full climate action tearhispart of the process is straw balloting. The
next steps are policy design proposals and queattiin. Then there will be language and
guantification. He expressed that the group tEnlgitmilestones in a reasonable and step by step
way. Following this initial set of priorities, lgnage will be developed to be presented to the
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full climate action team and then we’ll move inbe tguantification step. Lewison Lem stated
that this document does reflect the ballots rectiaad asked if it is this a fair representation of
what the group thinks should be a set of optiorsotsider.

David Peebles stated that he liked the language lwgd@im Chapin and thought it was an
appropriate way of summarizing what came to the top

Eric Hamilton asked that once the group reachesjtia@tification step, what would happen if
some of the options don’t pan out as well as gudateid. He wanted to know if they would all be
carried forward or if they would be narrowed dovawnand not changed in the future. Lewison
Lem responded that it is a priority process thatlmaadded to later. The group will start with
certain priorities now, but if some don’t work dbere is room in the process to add some back
in.

Eric Hamilton questioned whether some of the piEgiwere going to be removed now. He
stated that the Florida Petroleum Council knowsesaneas very well and that others are better
able to be answered by other specialties. Heddiszissue that maybe some of the items voted
were miscast, that the group is making guessekthete is quantification. He wants to ensure
that there is sufficient flexibility in the future.

Lewison Lem stated that the items need to be nadodown and that it would be possible to re-
tailor the priorities and wording. He made thenpdiat it is a learning process that the group is
going through and that the group is composed av¥iddals who have expertise in a variety of
areas.

Dave Peebles expressed interest in seeing Tim @kdanguage in the meeting minutes. He
stated that it brings the different items into aengeneral perspective. Lewison Lem asked Tim
Chapin if he could write something that could bewated to the group via e-mail. Tim Chapin
agreed. It will be sent to all of the TWG membersomment and edit.

Lewison Lem stated that the list of priorities d@encommunicated to the full working group in
different ways. He asked the group that for teng that received 4 votes are there any that
should be bundled with any of the items above.

Dave Peebles cautioned about messing around withgvoHe was concerned that voting would
start all over again. He is fine if there is acdeionary process, but he doesn’t want to randomly
trying to re-rank without voting. Suzanne Cooketia little over 50% of the group voted; 12
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ballots were cast and there are 21 members. Ekd aghat the group thought about this list
representing what the group thinks is appropridwison Lem made the point that some
people may not think that they have enough infoionatio vote and that others were concerned
that information on what they voted on would becquublic, which is part of the reason why the
confidentiality of the votes was kept in the docuimeHe stated that the objective is to convey a
consensus, not get a 100% vote.

Jeff Day asked how the group is going to determihat to bundle and what not to. He stated
that he finds it difficult to make a recommendatwithout knowing what will be grouped
together and what needs to stand alone. If yodlbuthe top priorities change. Coleman
Edmunds expressed concern about his bundling aptiblow that it's being discussed he finds
that other bundles are becoming more apparent.isbemiem stated that it is common to group
together smart growth items. Individually somehaf options may not have a great effect, but
together they could be potentially significant atae-wide level. Coleman Edmunds stated that
he didn't include certain numbers together, 1.4@ k4.4, but now that he sees what other
people have bundled, he does think that it makeses® combine some of the items.

Tim Chapin noted that people are looking for cettain a process that is messy. He added that
the group could work towards more consensus byggteople to vote again, encouraging
everyone to participate. He feels that anothendaaf voting might narrow things down more
successfully than before. Lewison Lem said theteths the option to continue to take ballots.
The new votes could be incorporated into an upoiatenew document. He noted that the
credibility increases with the number of votes arate discussions. He asked if it is alright
with the group if more ballots are accepted. DRgebles stated that he would prefer to move
on. He is not opposed to other people sendingaim votes, but would not like to see an entire
‘re-vote.”

Lewison Lem noted that he will send a follow up aHmfter the call asking if others have
bundling options that they would consider. Heeslahat this is the information that is helpful to
the full climate action team. The Action Teamtledir meeting at the end of May, will be
making decisions on the priorities for analysise ¢hcouraged the group to be more decisive in
how to move forward. Dave Peebles stated thas heaidy to move to the next step with the
summary from Tim Chapin. Tim Chapin said that hi& @@mplete his write up sometime
tomorrow (May 1%1) and will send it along to Lewison Lem. Lewisoan said that he will
circulate it to the rest of the group. He also tiwered that the group is now starting the work
with language and is looking for volunteers.
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Dave Mica stated that he just recently joined e dHe asked that with respect to alternative
fuels, how much thought went into alternative fuessthe high priority with regards to how
much has already been done by the federal andgtatggnments. He said that not that we
shouldn’t be adding more, but wondering if thoss thoted are aware of what'’s already
happening. He noted that they were getting readgduire 10% ethanol blends in the next 18
months across the state. He questioned if thepgnmuld be sending a message to the full
commission that they should be doing more abostdinice it is number one on the list. He
stated that he understands that there could béncedtresearch and development, and grants
proposed in facilitating some of the research &edptrospects for other things. Dave Peebles
stated that he understands Dave Mica’s perspechiepointed out that he views the results as a
portfolio rather than a ranking.

Peter Calvert stated that a lot of the efforts tiaate gone on in the Federal level that are
supposed to deliver GHG benefits, don’t and thateths a lot of room in a generally stated
preference to do things that don't deliver. Heeddtis observation of the federal preference for
ethanol. Peter Calvert stated that his companytisagrst to import biodiesel to Florida or the
U.S. He stated that his opinion is if you arertgyto address climate change, biodiesel is better
than ethanol. He acknowledged that analyses do e stated that big fuel users like Publix
don't use biodiesel because of warranty issuedlzatdcan't be dealt with at the state level.
Publix goes out for bids; they don’t buy fuel dilgdrom a terminal. They hire an intermediate
to shop fuels and the problem is if you are tryimgntroduce an alternate fuel to the process you
need to establish blending capabilities in varia@neunts and different terminals at once. He
stated that if you are trying to introduce a fubiyour mix you can’t do it unless everyone
offers it. He stated that the cheapest thing @&guowent entity can do is to give tax incentives
for creating blending capacity so that it is oftkreniversally. There are Midwestern states that
have cushy tax advantages for biodiesel, but he tbey does not deliver.

Dave Peebles prompted Peter Calvert for an affiumgtosition on an issue. Peter Calvert
stated that the single best thing that you carsdo create tax incentives for blending
infrastructure for biodiesel. He noted that the@mper gallon doesn’t get you that much unless
you can deliver it. He believes that the smaiteststment is in the infrastructure. He noted
that people need blending racks where they canrdide blend that you want (the percentage).
Dave Mica questioned whether this meant to offeeimives to put in the infrastructure in the
terminals. He asked whether there would ultimabelya greenhouse gas savings when you are
chasing the existing quantities around from onesislylto a higher subsidy place.
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Peter Calvert stated that at last year’s vegetabf@ices, people are making a lot of money on
those crops. He noted that whether you are plamtaim oil or soy, if you thought that
vegetable oil prices would continue at these letles you would plant as much as you could.
He feels that in the U.S. they put their thumblm scale for ethanol way too much; incentives
are overwhelming in favor in corn, but that mayw@ay not last.

David Mica brought up the point that there are ld issues associated with the environment.
These are related to the GHG emissions of farntiegbtofuels such as the amount of land mass,
water, fertilizer, and displacement of food croifie.stated his belief that this issue needs more
examination and a fresh perspective

Lewison Lem noted that on slides 10 and 11, treemnioutline of a policy template. He stated
that it is not too early for people to be writifartgs down in areas that they are experts on. The
next call is June 13

Dave Peebles noted that he received a copy of Raltekefoundation seminar held 30 days ago,
that has some summary language, which he can geodntains a number of issues that need to
be looked at seriously in terms of sustainabilitinere are a lot of options and he doesn’'t want
to block some off. He suggested that there mighédme text in that report that could be
included in the groups write up.

Peter Calvert noted that his personal belief is ¢ban ethanol doesn’t do much. He stated that
you can’t come forward with a policy recommendatiathout having incorporated this type of
thinking into it. Dave Peebles noted that theeeather stocks for ethanol, so don’t have to limit
yourself to corn, but you also don’t need to waben off. Peter Calvert stated that a lot of the
criticisms that people make are well founded, biatt af the analysis are not that good. He
summarized a critique on using soy for biodiesat tound if you are using soy beans in the U.S.
you are displacing farmlands into Brazil. Dr. Laningram expressed that he is not widely
supportive of corn to ethanol. He stated thatntiagor problem is that fossil fuel burning boilers
are being used and if fuel sources were switchessiply to waste wood, it could be as good as
sugar cane. He suggested an incentive to theetbamol producers to change their boilers.

Lewison Lem repeated that he is looking for languagd hoping that people in the group can
help draft some. He noted that the language willliscussed on the Juné"tall, and the
discussion would be picked up with alternative $ustues then.

Agenda Item #6: Identify Initial Prioritiesfor Analysisto Recommend to the Action Team
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Dr. Lonnie Ingram asked if the group could reachegal agreement that the first six areas are
important and to proceed with those (but not exeklg), then could rethink the bundling within
these subject categories. Larry Peterson askeslwias proposing a revote. Dr. Lonnie Ingram
stated that he is proposing to see if there isesss to accept the first six areas and that there
might be a benefit from rethinking the bundlinge &lso stated that having new titles would be
helpful to guide the thinking. Lewison Lem askéthe group was comfortable with this
proposal, and working with the first six suggegteticy options. This was agreed to by some
members of the call. There was no dissent.

Larry Peterson added that he likes the idea of @xamthe items in the bundles. He stated that
if the group can reach some consensus on what vibauid the core bundles that would be a
great help in putting together the policy recomnagiachs. He noted that there are a lot of
similarities on many of them and that there areesdems below 6 that people could make cases
for to be included without redundancy.

Agenda Item#7: Review of Next Steps
Covered previously under Agenda Item#5 by LewisemL
Agenda Item#8: Agenda, Date and Timefor Next M eetings

Lewison Lem encouraged anyone who is interestednae to the Action Team meeting at the
end of the month, on May 2&nd 38", which is open to the public. Kelley Smith nothelt
both meetings are in room 412 of the Knot Buildinghe Capitol Complex. The meeting
Thursday the 28is from 10 am to 5 pm and from 8:30 am to 2:30qufriday the 38,

The Rockefeller study was forwarded to Lewison Ld#e stated that he will send it out to the
entire membership of the group.

Larry Peterson noted that because he is not itrdhsportation or alternative fuels sector he
appreciates the discussion between Dave and Retdeals that others have the same expertise
in their own areas. He thanked the group for thevecsation to bring the knowledge of the
individuals to the group.

Dave Mica noted that he has a lot of informationgsponse to the comments made today that
would be beneficial for the group to know, but ther not sufficient time in this meeting.
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Lewison Lem noted that there are VMT assumptiorthéninventory and forecast document, and
asked if the numbers on the website are the rightbers. Kathy Neill stated that she has not
had the time to review the numbers that were preduc detail for VMT provided. The forecast
numbers that were provided are considered to belaange forecast, a continuation of the
current trend, and she would expect that the pdipaland visitors growth to continue to grow

at a fast rate. Lewison Lem opened the floor for guestions on VMT to pose to Kathy, but the
group did not have any questions.

The next call is scheduled for Friday, June 13,8200
Agenda Item#9: Public Comments and Announcements

There were no comments from members of the public.
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