




Note from Marnie: The comments on specific pages of the draft final report submitted by 
Woollums/Smith/Carisch have been cut and pasted into the Word documents summarizing 
all comments received. 
 









TO:  Chairman Jerry Schnoor and Marnie Stein 

FROM: Nile Lanning (IBEW) 

RE:  Comments and barriers to consensus 

DATE:  December 3, 2008 

I have requested input from other labor groups about their concerns with the Final Report.  This 
will take more time than we have allowed in this process.  There probably should have been 
more labor groups represented on this committee in the original legislation, in order to have a 
broader perspective. 

I also contacted the representatives from Iowa’s electric utilities and received copies of their 
proposed submissions to the council. 

I, as an individual member of the ICCAC, support the documents that will be submitted by Cathy 
Woolums, Roxanne Carisch and Julie Smith. 

All citizens need to recognize we must pollute less.  The transition will require lots of 
innovation, determination, money and most of all time.  We did not arrive here in 50 years and 
we will likely not remove the last 50 years easily. 

We will need to move forward with due diligence on many fronts; environmental, economical, 
societal, political and internationally to name just a few. 
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TO:  ICCAC 
FROM:  Krista Tanner, Amy Christensen, John Pearce, Gordon Dunn, Joe Keefer 
DATE: December 3, 2008 
RE:  Iowa Utilities Board comments on the Draft ICCAC Final Report 
 
 
IUB COMMENTS ON PROCESS: 
The IUB notes that CCS posted the draft final report on the website after normal business hours 
on Wednesday, November 26, the day before Thanksgiving, and comments from the ICCAC are 
due Wednesday, December 3, 2008.  Therefore, although it is possible the IUB would have had 
additional comments had more time for review been provided, we are offering these suggestions 
regarding the draft final report.  In addition, at the last ICCAC meeting, a schedule was provided 
to the ICCAC showing the ICCAC would have another chance to review the draft final report 
after the December 10 telephone meeting.  The IUB notes that this opportunity is not listed on 
the website.  The IUB would appreciate having another opportunity to review the draft final 
report after the December 10 meeting and after CCS has incorporated the ICCAC's comments, 
but before the final report is sent to the Governor and Legislature. 
 
IUB COMMENTS ON SUBSTANCE OF FINAL REPORT: 
 
General comments: 
1. The IUB would be more comfortable calling the options policy “options” as opposed to 
policy “recommendations.”  The IUB believes the ICCAC has approved the policy options as 
options for the reduction of GHG emissions to be forwarded to the Governor and Legislature for 
their consideration. It was clear throughout the ICCAC process that ICCAC members believed 
some policy options were more attractive than others, however, there was not time to rank or 
weigh the policy options.  Likewise, the ICCAC did not create sets of options to meet the various 
target scenarios as originally envisioned.  Therefore, the IUB requests that CCS change all 
references to policy "recommendations" in the report to policy "options," and where appropriate, 
to state that they are "policy options to be forwarded to the Governor and Legislature for their 
consideration."  This method clarifies that the ICCAC expects the Legislature to pick and choose 
from among the forwarded options rather than adopt all recommendations.  
 
2.  The IUB is not comfortable stating that the ICCAC prepared the Emissions Inventory and 
Projections (EI) or the Final Report.  Rather, the report should state that CCS prepared the EI and 
the Final Report for the ICCAC's consideration.  The IUB also notes that CCS states in several 
places that the ICCAC approved the EI.  (See pages ES-3 and D-1.)  That is not correct.  At the 
meeting on November 10, 2008, the ICCAC voted to receive and file the EI and will forward the 
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EI to the Governor and Legislature for their consideration.  Therefore, the IUB requests that CCS 
change these references in all places in the report. 
 
Similarly, the IUB suggests that at the December 10 meeting, the ICCAC vote to receive and file 
the final report and forward it to the Governor and Legislature for their consideration, rather than 
"approve" the report.  The report should reflect that this was the action taken by the ICCAC  
whenever the ICCAC's action is mentioned in the report. 
 
3.  Throughout the report, CCS refers to numerical estimates of GHG emissions, GHG 
emissions reductions, and various cost estimates.  In each such reference, the report should state 
that the estimates are CCS's estimates, not the ICCAC's.  While the IUB acknowledges that 
members of the ICCAC provided some Iowa-specific data, the estimates are still CCS's.  The 
ICCAC and subcommittee members did not have the resources necessary to analyze the numbers 
provided by CCS to any meaningful degree.  Therefore, the estimates are CCS's and the report 
should state this in each place where the estimates are referred to and at the top of each table in 
the report. 
 
4  In addition, the IUB is concerned that CCS provided preliminary GHG emission 
reduction estimates and preliminary cost estimates, and then ran out of money so further analysis 
could not be done.  Therefore, on page ES-2, at the end of the Background section of the 
Executive Summary and immediately before the Key Recommendations section, the IUB 
suggests that the following paragraph be inserted: 
"The State of Iowa did not pay for the services of CCS.  Instead, funding was provided by a 
number of organizations, including those named on the Acknowledgments page of this report.  
After CCS performed its initial quantification and provided its preliminary estimates of GHG 
emissions reductions and costs of the options to the subcommittees and the ICCAC, CCS told the 
ICCAC that it had run out of funds and additional quantification could not be done, except with 
respect to one scenario in policy option EEC-1.  Therefore, all numbers in this report should be 
regarded as initial estimates." 
 
5.  The IUB has concerns regarding the summaries of the policy options in Chapters 3 – 7.  
The summaries appear to be CCS's work and opinions and not the ICCAC's or the 
subcommittees'.  CCS is providing its interpretation of some of the options.  The IUB does not 
know where some of these opinions or interpretations came from, and has not previously seen 
them.  In addition, the IUB is concerned that by mentioning some options and not others in the 
summaries, CCS is giving weight to some options over others.  This is particularly troubling in 
light of the fact that the ICACC did not have an opportunity to rank or weigh policy options and 
therefore had no input on the weighing of the options.  Finally, the IUB is concerned that the 
chapter summaries’ inclusion of data from the EI elavates the data to findings of fact by the 
ICCAC.  That is, the inclusion of EI data suggest that that ICCAC approved the EI report when, 
in fact, the ICCAC only voted to receive and forward the report.    
 
Note from Marnie:  IUB’s comments on specific pages of the draft final report have been 
cut and pasted into the Word documents summarizing all comments received. 
 
 
 
  


