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Background
GHG Gases and Global Warming

Earth’s Greenhouse Effect

Water vapor, douds, carbon dioxide, & methane
provide an infrared (heat radiation) “hlanket”....

...keeping the
lower atmusp here
wa rmer..

..an d the
upper atmusphere =

cooler..

...than they would be
without the
greenhouse effect.

ik
) The most powerful greenhouse gases based on greenhouse effect are: water vapor
A (36-70%), carbon dioxide (9-26%), methane (4-9%), and ozone (3-7%).
!
1 | Six internationally-recognized (IPCC) greenhouse gases are: carbon dioxide (CO, ),
ﬂ methane (CH,), nitrous oxide (N,O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons
7~ (PFCs), sulfur hexaflouride (SFy).



Background

2005 U.5. GHG Emissions:

7,260.4 MMTCO.e

Fucrinated Gases
(HFCs, PFCs, and SFy)

MNitreus Oxide (N;0) 163.0(2.2%)

4,089.5 (83.9%)

iﬁ Carbon Dioxide (COy)
T

Source: Resources for the Future
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Background

Climate Change Mitigation Measures

Control/reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions
Use alternative low-carbon/renewable energy sources
Reduce deforestation

Employ energy conservation and efficiency measures
Capture and storage (sequestration) of CO,



Background

Climate Change Mitigation Measures

Control/reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions

Cap—and-Trade Basics
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Background

Climate Change Mitigation Measures

Carbon Capture and Storage
Geosequestration - Biosequestration

; Caton doxdo uptaks by fosests, biomass plantations,
°‘°°“°’°°27" 7% and dograded mine lands that are resiored

Ls CENTER FOR Source: www.123eng.com/projects/carbon.doc
ENERGY STUDIES



U.S. Voluntary Climate Change Initiatives

State and Local Participation in Selected Climate Change Initiatives

The Western Regional Climate
Action Initiative.

e, '\\_‘/" =
. £ N --
Gl e .
L) *

T gy

- Slates with Greenhouse Gas Emission Targets and Participating in the Climate Registry (17)
O] States Participating in the Climate Registry without a Greenhouss Gas Emissions Targst (22)
L

A O {ities Farticipating in the U5, Mayors’ Climate Proteciion Agreement (720

” " Information in this fizure was raken from the Climate Regismy, the Pew Cewter on Climate Changa, and the US Conference of Mayors.
I
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STATES’' CLIMATE INITIATIVES STATUS

States with Climate Plans Regional Initiatives

States with GHG Registries

In Progress
.Completed
M Revision In Progress

. Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative RGGI
RGGI Observer

.Mldwestem Regional GHG Reduction Accord
MRGHGRA Observer

.Westem Climate Initiative
Western Climate Initiative Observer

M The Climate Registry
Climate Registry + Mandatory Reporting
Independent Voluntary Registries

.Acﬁve Climate Legislative Commissions

States with Climate Policy Groups
g y

/\
Ls ERTHERTOE Source: Pew Center on Global Climate Change

.States with GHG Emissions Targets

States with GHG Emissions Targets
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Current Status of Carbon Markets
Global Activity $31.2 B 2006; $64 B 2007

Voluntary

Informal (negotiated offset values)
Formal (tracked market values, e.g.CCX)

Mandatory (global/federal/regional cap-and-trade programs)
UN Kyoto Protocol

EU ETS
CANADA - Turning the Corner Program — currently drafting
regulations

RGGI/WCI /IMRGHGRA — RGGI expected to initiate program Janl1,2009
U.S. federal cap-and trade program?

Current Market Uncertainties
Timing/features of potential federal program

Federal preemption
Assigned vs. auctioned allowances

‘ Amount of domestic and international offsets allowed
LT Offset values (i.e. voluntary versus mandatory)
ﬁl Protocols (valuation, validation, verification)
/\



Informal VVoluntary Carbon Offsets Market

LS

Ecobusinesslinks.com Carbon Offset Survey
(Prices are for individuals, businesses may be able to get volume discounts)
ESareThis
Carbon Offset Provider Price (US$/ Non- Projects Types Project = Offset Types Product Certification/
Metric ton COZ) it Cho Verification®
AimosClear Climate $3.082 - $25.00 Mo Methane Mo Car, Home Environmental Resources
Club Trust
UsSA
Carbonfund org $4.30F - 550 Yes |Renewables, Efficiency Y Home, Car, Environmental Resources
usA Reforestation Air, Events, Trust, Climate Community and
Chicago Climate Exchange,
UNFCCC JI
e-BlueHorizons $5.00 No Renewables, Mo Home, Car, Air | Chicago Climate Exchange,
UsA Reforestation Environmental Resources
Trust
Eco2Pass $5.62-8.25 No Projects from Chicago Mo Car, Home, Chicago Climate Exchange:
UsA Climate Exchange Personal,
Family
Driveleutral.org 6893 Eup Yes |Efficiency Mo Car Chicago Climate Exchange
USA
DrivingGreen $8.00 Mo Renewables Mo Car, Air, Evenis | 5ES
Ireland
Temrapass 081 No Renewables, Methane Mo Car, Home, Chicago Climate Exchange,
usa Air, Events,
Barsiness Soluficns, Gold Standard
Voluntary Carbon Standard
The CarbonMeutral $12.84 (USA) No Renewables, Efficiency fes Car, Air, CDOM Gold Standard
Company £7.50 (UK VAT Refonectation, Ewvents, Edinburgh Centre fior Carbon
UK incd} Methane Barsiness, Management, Independent
Deliveries, + | Adwisory Commathes,
many athers. UNFCCC JI,
Pricewaterhouse Coopers
Standard Carbon ¥15.00 No Methane, Efficiency, Mo Car, Air, Sea Chicago Climate Exchange
USA Renewables, Carbon Events,
Sequesiration Puoitical
Campaigns
Cleaner Climate $15.00-18.00 Mo Renewables, Efficiency Mo Air, Car, CDM Gold Standard
UK & Australia Home,
Barsiness
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Formal Voluntary Carbon Offsets Market

Chicago Climate Exchange

CCX Carbon Financial Instrument (CFD Contracts Daily Report
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U.S. Voluntary Carbon Offsets Market

Transaction Values on the Voluntary Carbon Market °

A US$ 331m
[1CCX
300 4 72
mOoTC
250
wr
o 200 1
2 US$ 154m
S
-
= 150 A
US$ 97m
100 -
38
US$ 42m USS 37m US$ 41m
50 - USS$ 22m
0 (B == EH H |
Pre-2002 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

Source: Ecosystem Marketplace, New Carbon Finance
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Outlook for Federal Regulation of GHG

Bills Before Congress

As of March 2008, lawmakers had introduced more than 195 bills, resolutions, and amendments
specifically addressing global climate change and greenhouse gas emissions. Some of the more
notable are:

* Lieberman-Warner Climate Security Act of 2008 (S. 2191)

* Bingaman-Specter Low Carbon Economy Act (S. 1766)

* McCain-Lieberman Climate Stewardship and Innovation Act (S. 280)

» Sanders-Boxer Global Warming Pollution Reduction Act (S. 309)

» Kerry-Snowe Global Warming Reduction Act (S. 485)

Each of these bills proposes economy-wide cap-and-trade regulatory programs for reducing U.S.
greenhouse gas emissions (principally carbon dioxide —CO2). Proposed emissions reductions range
from around 60 to 70 percent of 1990 or 2005 levels by 2050 following different temporal reduction
tracks.

General comparisons of these bills are provided on the Pew Center on Climate Change and the
Resources for the Future web sites.

Of the bills described above, S. 2191 has progressed the furthest having passed out of committee to
the Senate floor. It is scheduled to be heard in full senate in June.

A It has also been reported that Representative John Dingell, Chairman of the House Energy and

Commerce Committee, plans to release one or more draft global warming bills in the near future.
ﬁl Additionally, Senator George Voinovich is floating an alternative to Lieberman-Warner.

L5SU)



Outlook for Federal Regulation of GHG

Bills Before Congress

5
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Economy-wide Cap-and-Trade Proposals in the 110% Congress

Includes Legislation Introduced as of January 30, 2008

Bill Scope of | 2010-2019 | 2020-2029 2030-2050 Allocation Offsets and Other Cost Early Technology and
Coverage Cap Cap Cap Controls Action Misc.
Lieberman- Al & GHIGS 4% Delgw 2005 | 99% below T1% below 2005 Increasing awcton: 28 5% In 2012 | 15% lielt on use of domesdc =% ot Sonus alocations for
mvel In 2012 2005 wwelin muel In 2050 (Inciudes S5 earty aUCHon), reng | ofssts allowances | camon capture and
Warner Economy-wide. 3020 {o S5.5% fram 2031~ 200 for marty shorage
P . “hyDrid" = 2% li=it on use of Int=mational actizm In
S M AR | e or Some secior slocabions ane emission alowances 202 Funds and Incenttees for
transport fuss speched inchaging: 15% fo power pra'r e technolegy, adapistion, &
& rafural gas; plants and 1% fo mamstaclurers | Bomowing up o 15% per company | C hl::m mitigating effzcts on poor
00 downsream for (transifions fo z=ro In 2331}, 11% - - - -
10 z5abes, 5% 10 ko sarvng Creaies Carbon Marset EHiciency Caz-and-trace sysiem
‘arsion passed 118 " Boand to m:nw're'r_::lr'g performance ard tangets
by e Senme market and Implsment specic SUBECHD Fymar NAS
Environment & Fublc | S 20 e % sat-arids for domes: cast relle! measures, Including reviEa
\ores Commises on = - agrizulurs and farssty Ircreased bomowing and uss of
December S, 20007 offsss
Bingaman- Al & GHGS 202 el In 2005 l=velin 1950 lewel In 2020 | Increasing auchon: 24% from Provices ceriain inHal caizporiks From 2012- Sonus alscation for
Spect 22 2020 202 7, rising o 55% I 2020 Including blo sequestralion and 2020, 1% of | carbon capiure and
pecter onamy-uice, Fregident may set Indusirial ottsets sllowances | storage
. *hyorid” — ong-tzrm farpet Some sechor allocations are allzcated i
& uzstrsam for 250% below 2006 | specHed inchecing Presicent may Implement use of [ Funds and Incenthees for
Low Casen Eccnomy | DAl gas & el by 2050 53% o Incusiry dec Intemational offtsets subject bo regateing ftechnokegy RED
Act oetroleLr contingent upon starfing In 247 10% limit GHE - . S
- dovensfream for nternational esort | . reduchians anget subject i Syear
zoal 5% sei-aside of alomances for on COge “Sechnology or-':\ revies of new sclence and
agricubiural for payment” (L=, safety pricr 3 actions by cther nations
g In 2012 ara eracimem
S%year above Infalion
Alows barking
MaeCain- All 5 GHIGE 004 el I 7350 l=vel In 20% below 1920 Administrasor Jslermires 30% it on uze of IMematicnal CredR for Funds and IncEntes tor
Lieh w2 2020 el In 2030 alocasoniaucton spik credis and domestc rsouction or | reductions fach RAD, eMciency
leperman cnamy-wice, corsidering consumer Impack, sequesiradon offset bators 2042 | adaptabion, miligatng
e — “hyarid - 50% below 1220 competiieness, st esacls on poor
5280 - 1112E007 Uzt for wipal In 2050 BOmowing for S-year parcds wi Sary actors
Cimate Si=wanishp ‘transporiation Irfizrest may use
aCimwoion A | =esian caets i
dovansream for meet 405 of
slaciic ubiii=s reductans
& large sources
Sanders- Al & GHIGS 20D lewel In 7950 levelin Cap and irade parmitied but not Inciudes orovision for offseis Frogram Standarcs for vehicies,
B _ M0 2020 required. Alscation critens incluze | gensrated from blaiogioy =) pOWer [ants, sticency,
axer Eccnomy-wice, {ranzton azsistance and sequesiradion rEcognize rEnEpabias, cartan
B — pant of Iiiyear 53% below 1220 comsumer Impacts =ary categores of bl
A3 — G reguiation nat reduction tom el In 2040 “Techrobgy-ndexss siop price” reductizs sEguEsTEEn
1 speciied 20H 0-2020 fraszes cap F prices high relafve
Gichal \Warming P e 7% below 1550 e opr:nsw ¥ Frade under
Folulon Segcign sya In 2050 - state or lozal
Act = == -
s} s
Kerry-Snowe All 5 GHGE 00 lewel n 4390 lavel in 3. 5%ymar Cef=meined by the President; Incudes provision for ofssts Goaln Funds for fach. R&D,
_ 210 2020 reducson from requires LRspecTias amount of generated from blaiogicy “recogrize consumar mpacts,
H485 — 2H00T Eccnomy-wice, 20332080 alomances 1o be sucHoned sequesiradion ar reward adapkation
point of 255 pmar sary
Globa Wammng reguiation nat reguction from | 2% below 1950 [— Standanss for venicies,
R on At spaci=d 2020-202% el In 2350 - aciency, & renswables




Outlook for Federal Regulation of GHG

Positions of Presidential Candidates:

*All three candidates are on record supporting cap-and-trade programs for GHG
emissions reductions

Senator Barak Obama

*Favors cap-and-trade program to reduce GHG

*Cut greenhouse gas emissions by 80 percent from 1990 levels by 2050; reduce
emissions to 1990 levels by 2020

*Require fuel suppliers to cut carbon content by 10 percent by 2020.

Senator Hillary Clinton

*Supports a cap-and-trade program that auctions 100 percent of permits

*Wants to cut greenhouse gas emissions by 80 percent from 1990 levels by 2050
*Require all publicly traded U.S. companies to file report on climate change risks
with the Securities and Exchange Commission

Senator John McCain

*CoSponsored McCain —Lieberman S.280 (60 percent reduction from 1990 levels
by 2050)

*Recent campaign media statements related to climate change. Return GHG
emissions to 2005 levels by 2012, to 1990 levels by 2020, to 22 percent below
1990 levels by 2030, and to 60 percent below 1990 levels by 2050

*Appears supportive of Lieberman-Warner with additional support for nuclear
energy
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Analyses of Lieberman - Warner

NTERNATIONAL

For Additional Information Contact:

'W. David Montgomery
Anne E. Smith

April 8, 2008

#

i
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1.5 Environmental Protection Agency
et OMCR of Atmaspherc Frograms

EPA Analysis of the

Lieberman-Warner Climate Security Act of 2008
5. 2191 in T10% Congress

March 14, 2008

EPA Analysls of 3. 2191

from Global Warming?

THE IMPACTS ON THE U.5. ECONOMY OF

Nathaniel Kechane, Ph.D.
Peter Galdmark

e

ENVIRONMENTAL DEFENSE FUND

Tinding the ways that work

What Will it Cost to Protect Ourselves

A CAP-AND-TRADE POLICY FOR GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Analysis of

Act (S. 2191)
Using

(NEMS/ACCF/NAM)

A Report by the
American Council for Capital Formation
and the
National Association of Manufacturers

Analysis Conducred by

EIACCF

AMERICAN COUNCIL FOR CAFITAL FORMATION

The Lieberman-Warner Climate Security

The National Energy Modeling System

Science Applicarons International Cé:pom.rfoﬂ (S4IC)

[ LA ey

SRIGIAFIZ35-01

Energy Market and Economic Impacts of §. 2191, the
Lieberman-Warner Climate Security Act of 2007

April 2008

Energy Infermation Adminisération
Ofice of Integrated Analysls and Forecasting
U.2. Department of Enegy
Washington, DG 20585

This repcrt was prepared by the Enengy information Adrinistaiion, the Incesendent sialsical and
anatytcal agency whrin the Deparment of Energy. The Intomaticn caniained herein shouk be aksbued
1 the Erergy Incmation Administralicn and shoud rot be corsued 2s advocaling or rectng any
pelcy posticn of the Ceparsmert of Energy or any other organkzaton. Servce Repars are presared oy
Ine Energy Irmacn Agminstafia upen $pecial FGUESt and are: based on assemetons soected by
e requester.
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U.S. Federal Reqgulation of GHG

Bills Before Congress

EIA ASSESSMENT OF ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF S.2191

Figure ES2. Allowance Prices
(2006 dollars per metric ton COr-equivalent)

180 - —8— 52191 Core +— 52191 High Cost
—Jl— 52151 Limited Allernatives ——52151 Neo International CAP
160 - 52191 Limnited / Mo International —+— 51766 emission allowances
140 2012 = 5.200 billion
2020 = 4.432 billion
120 2030 = 3.472 billion
100 2040 = 2.512 billion

2050 = 1.560 billion

I — —+— —+

u 1 1 1 T
2012 2016 2020 2024 2028

iy

A Source: Mational Energy Modeling System runs AECQ2008.D030206F, 52191.D0317084, 52191HC DO317084, S2191BIV D03 16034,
1 (P | S2ISINOIMNT.DO32508A, S2191BIVINOLDO23108A, and 51766_08.D03150BA.

il
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U.S. Federal Regulation of GHG

Bills Before Congress

EIA ASSESSMENT OF ECONOMIC IMPACTS OF S.2191

» Allowance prices range from $30-76/ton in 2020 and $61-156/ton in 2030
depending the cost and availability of technology.

» Coal generation is expected to cost between 161% and 413% more in
2020 and 305% to 804% in 2030.

» Power prices overall could climb from 5% to 27% in 2020 and 11% to
64% in 2030.

» The average home’s energy bills could grow from $30 to $325 per year
by 2020 and from $76 to $725 in 2030.

» By 2030, GDP could shrink between $27 billion and $163 billion —about
0.1% to 0.8%.

» Gasoline prices are only expected to rise 22-49 cents/gal in 2020 and
41cents to $1.01 per gallon in 2030, though use will shrink since mandatory
fuel economy standards are set to rise to 35 miles per gallon.



Outlook for Federal Regulation of GHG

Bills Before Congress

RUBE GOLDBERG MEETS

CARBON CAPS
L-W Climate Security Act, S. 2191

FAMILIES FARMERS DRIVERS m

________ i Higher Prices | iLost Jobs

POWER NAT GAS MANUFACTURERS
COMPANIES SUPPLIERS Auto, Steel, Cemmnt, Fertilizer

—

NG Consumers

h ‘ s International
[ Adjustment
Program

....... : Agreament
| Compliance ; Energy Technology

_______________________

Transition Allouances . o
Asst. [\ TN EP Energy Assistance

\ : oods |

AN s

Worker Training

“The Corporation”
Climate Change Credit Corp \ U.S. Adaptation

E'hiniu;n}.;‘s: Biiowances |/ procesds | RN

“The Boa rd” Nat'l Security Prg
Carbon Market Efficiency Board 3
Sequestration

I K | 1 93
New Entrants f AC e -
A S Early Action Domestic Ag e
\ I i [ 1 = Standards
1 Displaced Workers CCS Bonus Int’l Forestry

HCFC Control
Program

ﬁl Water Projects Wildfires Coal Mines

Lsu CENTER FOR . _
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LSU CES Proposal

PROPOSAL

PREPARING LOUISIANA FOF. THE POSSIELE FEDERAL
EEGULATION OF GREENHOUSE GASES

Prehminary Concept Proposal — For Discussion Purposes Only

Prepared by

LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY
CENTER FOR ENERGY STUDIES
Energy, Coast & Environment Building
Baton Ronge, LA TOS03

Contact
Mike D. McDaniel, Ph.D.
Professional-in-Besidence
Phone: 225-578-3314
e-mail: mecdaniel'a lu_edu

May 2008
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LSU CES Proposal

Purposes of the Proposal:

1. To initiate and stimulate discussions concerning the strategic
positioning of Louisiana interests to meet the challenges and
take advantage of the opportunities brought by a federal GHG
control program.

2. To present LSU CES'’s proposed approach and capabilities for
taking some important first steps to prepare the state and its
interests for the coming GHG controls.



LSU CES Proposal

Principal Project Elements:

1. Identification and Engagement of Stakeholders.

2. Prepare Comprehensive Statewide Greenhouse Gas
Inventories.

3. Assess Potential Implications of Federal Greenhouse Gas
Control Program Scenarios on Various Interests (e.g. business,
industry, agriculture, energy, government, public) in the State of
Louisiana.

4. Provide Recommendations for Strategically Positioning the
State for the Challenges and Opportunities That Might Result
from a Federal Greenhouse Gas Control Program.



LSU CES Proposal

Value for Stakeholders and State of Louisiana

The proposed project will provide information that will be extremely valuable to Louisiana public and private
interests planning for the future. This value can probably best be qualified by providing a list of selected
questions/problems for which solutions will be facilitated by information resulting from this project.

>
>

Y

YV V. V V V V VY V

What will be the magnitude of GHG reductions required for the state?
What strategies will be needed to effect the reductions with the least adverse impact to the state?

What kinds of changes in state policies and law might be required to accommodate federal GHG
controls?

What will be the anticipated cost and availability of carbon allowances should some industries require
them to comply with GHG controls?

What will be the overall cost to the state of a federal GHG control program?

What will be the impact of a federally imposed GHG cap on economic development in LA?
What economic development opportunities might come from GHG controls?

How will GHG controls impact the price of fuels and electricity?

How will GHG controls affect capital investments in the state in general?

How will electric utilities be impacted?

What is the future viability of energy-intensive industries in LA?

What strategies for GHG reduction will work best for the state?
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LSU CES Proposal

Value for Stakeholders and State of Louisiana, Cont.

Will agriculture be a winner for biosequestration (offsets) and biofuels or a loser to increased
fuel costs?

What are the opportunities for renewable fuels industries in LA?

What kind of changes can we expect in transportation?

What will be the magnitude of new jobs created in the GHG mitigation sector?
Should “green jobs” potential be accommodated in workforce development?

Can the state take advantage of carbon offset generation from state-owned lands?

What are the prospects for carbon capture and geologic storage in the state? S. 2191 has a
multiplier of 4.5X for carbon credits created by geological sequestration of CO,.

Can captured CO, stimulate enhanced oil recovery in the state? A recent study concluded
that 128 reservoirs in Louisiana containing 9.4 billion barrels of “stranded” crude oil are
amenable for CO, enhanced oil recovery.

Does waste heat from our industries present a good opportunity for zero-emissions electrical
generation?

What does the waste-to-energy future look like?
How important are energy conservation and efficiency going to be to GHG reductions?

Can the state’s existing hydrogen infrastructure be leveraged to position the state for the
hydrogen economy and fuel cell driven transportation?



LSU CES Proposal

Project Management and Technical Direction: Drs. McDaniel and Dismukes

Project Schedule:

PROJECT TASKS
Project Authorization
ID/Engage Stakeholders

Stakeholder Work Group _

Task Work Groups

Individual Sources

Prepare Inventories Plan
Areas/Sources/Sinks Inventories
Prepare Draft Report

Prepare Final Report

Select Planning Horizons/Scenarios
Assess Implications per Scenario
Prepare Draft Report

Prepare Final Report

Recommendations

Set Up/Populate "Parking Lot"
Evaluate/Select Recommendations
Prepare Draft Report

Prepare Final Report

Deliverables

Monthly Progress Reports MR MR MR MR MR MR MR MR MR MR
Draft GHG Inventories Report

Final GHG Invenories Report
Draft Implications Report

Final Implications Report FR
f. Draft Recommendations

DR
! Final Recommendations FR

Project Cost: Very preliminary estimate of between $460,000 to $520,000.
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LSU CES Proposal

CES Qualifications to Perform the Proposed Work

LSU’s Center for Energy Studies is uniquely qualified to perform the proposed work. It is the type of work the
Center was established for, it has available some highly qualified staff and supporting resources to perform
the work, and has actual experience in having completed a GHG emissions inventory for the state back in 2000.

In 2000, LSU CES completed an investigation and prepared a report entitled “Inventory of Greenhouse
Gases in Louisiana” for the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources (Mesyanzhinov, D. V., et al.
2000). Also during 2000, the Center completed another study for the Louisiana Department of Natural
Resources entitled “Modeling Greenhouse Gas Emissions in Louisiana” (Pulsipher, A. G., et al. 2000).
Although the standards for GHG emission inventories are much more rigorous now, the information and
experience gained in these earlier studies should serve the Center well in this proposed work.

Dr. Mike McDaniel, former Secretary for the Louisiana Department of Environmental Quality and now
Professional-in-Residence at CES is proposed to serve as Project Director and Principal Investigator for
GHG emissions inventories activities. Dr. David Dismukes, Associate Director and Professor at CES is
proposed to serve as Principal Investigator for assessing implications of GHG control programs on the state
of Louisiana. Drs. McDaniel and Dismukes have previously worked closely together in DEQ’s
structuring the federal Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) for Louisiana, which has features (e.g. cap-
and-trade of emissions) similar to the expected federal GHG program.



PREPARING LOUISIANA FOR THE POSSIBLE FEDERAL
REGULATION OF GREENHOUSE GASES

Questions/Discussion



