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Science and Data Subcommittee of the Vermont Climate Council 
10-12 AM September 17, 2021 – Agenda 

 
 
Physical Location: Agency of Natural Resources, One National Life Drive, Montpelier, VT 05602 
in Catamount NL D215  
 
Join Virtual Zoom Meeting – Meeting will be recorded and posted online. 
https://zoom.us/j/94404500979?pwd=T0J1YmE5R203bWd3eFNQN3JFNmwzQT09  
Meeting ID: 944 0450 0979; Passcode: 882030  
Dial by your location +1 646 558 8656 US (New York) +1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC) +1 
312 626 6799 US (Chicago) +1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose) +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma) +1 346 
248 7799 US (Houston)  
Find your local number: https://zoom.us/u/aCICNNPid  

 
 

10:00   Welcome/ Agenda Overview (S&D Co-Chair(s)) 
• Sept 1 minutes approval 

10:05  Carbon Budget Update (Jared Duval) 
10:15  Update on Public Engagement Efforts (Jane Lazorchak) 
10:25  Full Council Request:  Definitional Clarity (TJ Poor, Jane Lazorchak) 

• At Tuesday’s meeting, the Council requested that S&D review definitions 
for Technical Feasibility and Cost-Effectiveness.   

• For Reference, excerpt from a draft of minutes is below the direct agenda  
11:00  Discussion of Monitoring and Assessment Task (Cadmus, TJ Poor) 

• Presentation from Cadmus on what is in their scope of work 
• Proposal to get further feedback from Science & Data and other 

Subcommittees 
• Committee Discussion on what other tasks are needed for Initial Climate 

Action Plan or beyond 
11:30  Update on Climate Impact drafting (Lesley-Ann Dupigny-Giroux) 
11:45  Public Comment 
11:55  Next Steps/Adjourn 
 
For Reference:  Notes from Discussion of Full Council on Definitional Clarity; Request to S&D to 
assist 

• Technical feasibility 
o Probably should keep this focused on what is technically feasible, however, let 

Science and Data sub-committee work on this more, and look at IPCC definition.  
o GWSA has language that ties feasibility and cost effectiveness together. Do a 

scrub of the statute.  
o Science and data should consider whether we’re really trying to have a yes/no, 

and if so, we need to narrow this. Or we have a high, medium, low approach. 

https://aoa.vermont.gov/content/science-and-data-subcommittee-vermont-climate-council
https://zoom.us/j/94404500979?pwd=T0J1YmE5R203bWd3eFNQN3JFNmwzQT09
https://zoom.us/u/aCICNNPid
https://aoa.vermont.gov/sites/aoa/files/Boards/VCC/9-1-21%20Minutes%20-%20Science%20and%20Data%20Subcommittee%20of%20the%20Vermont%20Climate%20Council.pdf
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• Cost-effectiveness 
o Include what it saves as well as what it costs.  We externalize so many costs, and 

defer so many costs to future generations. We’ve got to own the full cost of the 
status quo 

o Define holistically – not just to consumer, but to the state, including program 
implementation, rate payers etc., future generations etc.  

o Should speak to the changing playing field that will happen over the coming 
years. 

 


