Meeting Minutes

Meeting Details

Meeting Details

Project Name

Meeting Date & Time

Indiana Climate Pollution Reduction Grant Public

11.08.2023 6:00 PM

Meetings
Meeting Venue Duration
Ferdinand 1 hour 45 minutes

Meeting Purpose

Minutes Recorded By

Gather public input on CPRG Climate Action Plan
for State of Indiana

ClimeCo

In Attendance

Attendee’s Name Dept./Organization

Susan Bem & Jessica Murray

Chief of Staff Parvonay Stover, Scott Deloney, | IDEM

Barshilia

Caroline Kelleher, Noah Godrey & Kamayani | ClimeCo

In-person (40ish) & (14) virtual stakeholders | -

Agenda Item

Agenda Iltem Owner
Welcome ClimeCo
Grant Overview ClimeCo
Opportunities to Participate ClimeCo
Public Comment All




Discussion

Meeting Minutes

Meeting Notes

Randy Lawe - VP of SW Indiana for citizens of quality of life

Randy has undertaken 6 year effort to prevent the construction of coal-to-diesel plant
Concerned about permitting

Concerned that politics may affect the grant distribution and direction

Randy has been fighting for environmental protection — wants to make sure there is a seat at
the table

Expressed a desire to move away from fossil fuels

Jane Mlklere - Jasper Indiana

Jane is an advocate for clean air and water regulation, forest protection, sensible agriculture,
and other land use patterns

Expressed concern that Indiana has low rankings in air and water quality because of
manufacturing that emits large quantities of toxic pollutants

Expressed a lack of trust for intergovernmental agencies

Wants more emissions regulation aligned to stringent standards

Requests focused emphasis on clean water and non-destructive farming patterns

Primary concerns for IDEM:

More air quality monitors; better interagency coordination; focus on natural carbon
sequestration; better wetland protection; soil conservation; less toxic farming practices; rail,
public transport, and walkable and bikeable communities instead of more roads; limit mining
etc;

Steven Steward — National Forest Alliance

Steven expressed concern for the long-term health and well-being of national forests
Explained that forests are carbon sinks — requests improved reforestation and improved forest
management

Steven opposes transportation corridors that will increase carbon emissions

Indiana has bad metrics around energy use and intensity

Suggested to expand wetland and cropland as carbon sinks

Protecting forests is a key priority — lots of co-benefits beyond carbon sinks (flooding, air
pollutants)

Increase urban tree cover — especially in disadvantaged areas

Oppose the Midstate corridor (and other transport corridors) — already a huge part of the
state’s carbon footprint

Oppose secondary effects — it will increase development

Mary Haas - Southwestern Citizens for quality of life

Requests more meetings in Southern Indiana

Concerned about toxic emissions — Indiana has 2" highest toxic emission per square mile and
is at the bottom of all quality metrics

Concerned about toxic refineries — 2.2 million tonnes of GHG annually — requests that IDEM
focuses on not permitting industries that add to the problem

Questions:

With the CAP — will we continue to allow the fossil fuel industry to expand?
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e Will IDEM reach out to local groups for facilitation? Suggests they want to be part of the
conversation moving forward

Joel Showltide — Evansville (did not catch org)

e Priorities:

e Suggested exploring opportunities to designate funds to local communities, especially
environmental justice communities — a lot of them have CAPs in place already, and there are
lots of opportunities to partner with them

e Suggested to keep holding public meetings and use their input to inform CAP

e Suggested solar and battery storage in municipal batteries and schools — lower energy costs
for municipalities and employ a lot of Hoosiers

Bill Keller — Ferdinand resident
e Priorities — start with community/person-to-person level
e Advocated for Solar — expressed the opportunities of subsidies for home installation,
expanded municipal use
e Suggested compost at a grassroots level — expand education for people to do this at home

Steve Osbourne — Resident
e Suggested compliance monitor for weatherization
e Believes we can expand weatherization efforts (legislative lens)
e Steve wants to ensure there will be classes and certifications for expanding weatherization
efforts.
e Expressed a desire to include RNG from landfill in CAP
e Concerns for air quality

Gene Webb - Sierra Club
e Evansville CAP, believes current CAP has weaknesses in short-term goals and transparency
e Wants to see short-term goals and a publicly available dashboard of progress (show energy
usage and GHG)
e Priorities: have cities track urban canopies and report progress over time (focus on metrics
and KPls)

John Blaire — Valley Watch

e Priorities: Public health and the environment

e Requested that IDEM should require offsets on all new Title V permits for all GHG

e Also suggested to phase in offsets for Title 5 permits for renewals

e Expressed concern about carbon capture and sequestration from industry as there is a lack of
auditing. Does not support carbon caption and sequestration from industry as he believes it is
inefficient because of how much energy it uses — concerned it is only a way to promote the
fossil fuel industry

e Nuclear energy — believes nuclear energy is the most expensive energy.

Tom — Tristate creation care
e A good plan will always be aspirational — but believes this plan is subject to politics

Lany Etheridge — Evansville
e Suggests the climate reduction plan doesn’t focus on climate enough
e Suggests that projects should significantly cut carbon emissions in a verifiable way
e Priority: clean and renewable energy like solar and wind and battery storage
e Proponent of Evansville climate plan — wants to see these actions included in the State plan




Meeting Minutes

e Priorities:

e Listen to the needs of communities across the state
e Wants more EV charging stations across the state — especially across non-major urban areas
e Expanding forestry conservation

e Actions to expand regenerative farming

e Electrification of buildings

e Energy efficiency of buildings

e Expand solar energy — rooftop and battery

e Community solar should be available

e Net metering should be pursued

e Statewide green school (powered by solar energy)

Chris — local resident in Ferdinand

e Upset with super polluters in the state

e Wants to see more green businesses and promotion of green jobs

e Request more green energy and incentives for solar

e Public transportation — for senior citizens and any creative ideas to increase senior citizens'
mobility

e Green space and trails — how to promote little forests and turn them into recreation areas and
parks etc, so that they won’t be logged

Christopher — Solar United Neighbors

e Many family members are involved in the coal industry — lots of experience in coal country.

e Coal closure is leading to the downsizing of towns and the closing of community spaces.

e Requests to revitalize green energy

e Priorities:

e Plan should support communities and organizations that have implementation ready to go

e Suggests direct investments to organizations with CAPS already in place

e Supports local solar

e Building out a solar school (green schools)- and job training programs as part of the technical
schools. Co-benefits of this — education and changing attitudes

e Suggested concern of utility-scale solar — suggested that utility-scale solar can lead to
monopolies

e Requested to see more community and/or rooftop solar

e Expressed concerns about blue hydrogen

Mark — Sierra Club — Coalition of Mid-state Corridor
e Prioritize the need to educate the lawmakers on why climate action is necessary.
e Suggested a mandatory climate change education plan

Rick Piner — Jasper Group
e Desired more meetings
e Suggested to prioritize solar in the CAP
e Expressed a desire to focus on the EPD/embodied carbon economy (where lower embodied
carbon would be more competitive)

Rock Emmert — 47532
e Suggested that it would have been nice to have the meeting in a larger town at a more
approachable time.
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e Expressed concern with past IDEM policies

e Requests a green recreation trail for better transport — especially following the highway
e Requested better funding/incentives for rooftop solar

e Requested better forest management

e Expressed the necessity to reclassify forests as parks for better protection

e Sees this as the greatest opportunity since the New Deal

Bill Young - resident
e Would like the grant language to focus on Air Pollution before Community Benefits.
e Would like to see the plan focus more on addressing pollution and public health.
e Wants to see KPIs around public health as a result of climate actions
e Wants public health KPIs dashboard to be publicly available and easily accessible

Jerry Steckler — Grazing dairy
e Owns a 100% grass-fed farm
e Likes the agriculture measure — requested a desire for holistic resource management
e Wants more education in regenerative practice for farms, gardens, and lawns
e Wants better soil carbon/microbe content
e Requests additional measures for renewable energy production
e Suggested that grazing grassland is the number one carbon sequestration method for natural
lands
e Suggested that education will have the greatest output

Mpyer — southwest citizens for quality of life
e Would like to involve youth and the education system
e Question on how much of the grant funding will go to the energy producers

Charlene Urbanczyk
e Healthcare community representative
e Expressed concern regarding cancer rate and high infant mortality rate

Follow up Tasks

Consider additional outreach in Ferdinand, Gary and Evansville
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Appendix 1: Non-Exhaustive List of Meeting Participants

Appendix 2: Meeting Attachments

Comments on the Climate Pollution Reduction Grant

After having attended the public meeting in Ferdinand, | have the following comments to offer
toward effective implementation of this grant in Indiana in the future. First of all, it seems that
any plan like this that has any hope of making significant change should start with the low
hanging fruit that is easiest to implement and has the best chance of effecting that change. As
some of the commentors mentioned in their comments, trees are a natural and possibly the best
way to sequester carbon from the atmosphere.

Many of those commentors were wrong, however, by asserting that forests should be left alone
unmanaged to sequester that carbon. Well managed forests can be regularly harvested for timber
and wood products, and those products then go into long lasting products like houses and
flooring and cabinets and furniture. That sequestered carbon remains sequestered for the life of
the wood product, and the forest from which those products came can continue to grow existing
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trees and new trees to sequester additional carbon. Wood is a renewable resource and forest
conservation and establishment should be a major part of any climate change plan.

Indiana currently has a relatively low amount of public land that would conserve such forests if
figured on a per capita or land percentage basis. Most of the forest land in Indiana is privately
owned and has no guarantee of remaining forested into perpetuity as owners die, and ownerships
change. Consequently, it should be a major goal of any climate change plan to expand the
amount of forestland in the public landbase. This could be done on either federal or state lands,
but there is always a need for funds to buy additional land to be added to the state forest system.
As previously mentioned, active forest management on state forests is totally compatible with
sequestering carbon and adding value to local wood products industries. Wood is a renewable
resource which also helps offset many of the non renewable products currently used in society.
Any newly acquired land not already in forest could be planted to trees to add to the forest
landbase.

So, providing a large and sustainable source of funding to buy and conserve private land into the
public forest land base would be one of the largest and most significant actions to consider and
probably one of the best bangs for the buck.

Secondly, as also mentioned by other commentors, Indiana needs to undergo a paradigm shift to
stop encouraging rampant development for the sake of “economic development.” This is in
direct contradiction to any attempts to limit climate change. IDEM in particular needs to stop
allowing and rubber stamping pollution permits for new industries — which is also in direct
contradiction to limiting climate change. Any source of additional air pollution or climate
warming gasses needs to be curtailed or extremely limited. Which also brings into question one
of the objectives of this plan as proposed to encourage economic growth. Many times, those two
objectives are in opposition to each other. | don’t think economic growth/development should be
an objective of a climate plan. There are certainly sideline benefits to encouraging the use of
renewables like solar and wind if those new energy sources lead to more economic potential, but
in general, economic development strategies run quite counter to environmental conservation.

Thirdly, the aforementioned renewable energy sources like wind and solar should be encouraged
and incentivized over traditional fossil fuels in this state. Which is another area where a
paradigm shift needs to happen. The legislature in this state has been outright hostile to
distributed energy generation by individuals with solar panels. This needs to be stopped and
completely reversed to stop giving monopolies to large centralized energy production by large
companies who seem to be built upon and prefer traditional fuels like coal. This would also go a
long way toward positively affecting climate change goals.

Fourthly, there is entirely too much emphasis placed upon building new roads that are not needed
in this state. This only serves to destroy more greenspace, introduce new dissections of a rural
landscape, and more trash on the roadsides, and salt and oil pollution from road runoff. This
state does NOT need any more roads. In fact, | would suggest that a law get passed that for
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every new mile of road that some politician thinks absolutely needs to be built, another mile of
existing road needs to be removed and turned back into greenspace. | bet that would
substantially cut down on the number of new road projects getting pushed through. The
currently being considered — mid states corridor — is a prime example of a new road that does not
need to be built and is only being given life because of corrupt politicians like Mike Braun and
wealthy people like Hank Menke who use the power of eminent domain to steal private land and
destroy it to build new roads that only benefit their businesses. This practice absolutely needs to
stop in this state — for a multitude of reasons — but climate change being one of them.

Additionally, there was an anti wetlands bill that got passed within the state legislature in the last
few years and it is a disgrace to this state. The fact that people supposedly representing their
constituency thought it was a good idea to step back into the 19" century where man was at war
with nature and thought they needed to drain every wetland is an abomination and every
legislator who voted for it should be ashamed of themselves — and thrown out of office.

Draining wetlands for farming or development can only accelerate climate change and this state
needs to get its act together to totally reverse course and stop the loss of wetlands and other
greenspace. | propose additional incentives get incorporated into any plan that puts a premium
on preserving wetlands.

Lastly, one of the things mentioned as a possible point of emphasis from the presentation was the
use of mass transit for transportation. While this may indeed be a noble goal in larger cities, the
reality of the matter is that this approach will not work in Indiana, where most people own their
own car, or want to own their own car and do not prefer to partake of public transportation.
Indeed, in most cases, it is not even feasible. When people who live in a rural area, or even in
suburbia, all need to travel to separate workplaces on a daily basis from their scattered homes,
how would public transportation even work? It may sound like a good way to combat climate
change and air pollution, but in reality, it is a non starter in this state and should probably be
abandoned totally or extremely limited to only the largest urban areas. Likewise, for all the talk
of light passenger rail, we already have an infrastructure built on roads and automobiles — not
trains. And building an entirely new rail infrastructure would only destroy more greenspace and
not replace the existing highways and cars already here. | would certainly drop that idea from
the plan.

Wayne Werne
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