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Primary Contact: Laura Griffin. 783-8727, Iaurgriliiipa.gov
Secondary Contact; Jessica Shirley. 783-8727. jesshirleypa.gov

(6) Type of Rulemaking (check applicable box):

Proposed Regulation fl Emergency Certification Regulation:
fl Final Regulation fl Certification by the Governor
fl Final Omitted Regulation E Certification by the Attorney General

(NI Caiimai submitted on this regulation will appear on IRRCswebsite)

(1) Agency
Environmental Protection

(7) Briefly explain the regulation in clear and nontechnical language. (106 words or less)

The Environmental Quality Board (Board) proposes to amend Chapter 145 (relating to interstate pollution
transport reduction) to read as set forth in Annex A. This proposed rulemaking would add Subchapter S
(relating to C02 budget trading program) to establish a program to limit the emissions of carbon dioxide
(CO2) from fossil fuel-fired electric generating units (EGUs), with a nameplate capacity equal to or greater
than 25 megawatts (MWe). This proposed rulemaking includes a declining annual CO2 emissions budget.
which starts at 78.000,000 tons in 2022 and ends at 58.085,040 tons in 2030. This is anticipated to reduce
CO2 emissions in this Commonwealth by 31% compared to 2019. This proposed rulemaking would result
in CO2 emission reductions in this Commonwealth of 188 million tons by 2030. improving the health and
welfare and the environment of this Commonwealth. including communities most impacted by marginal
air quality. This proposed rulemaking would also establish the Commonwealths participation in the
Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI). a regional CO2 Budget Trading Program.

(8) State the statutory authority for the regulation. Include specific statutory citation.

This proposed rulemaking is authorized under section 5(a)( I) of the Air Pollution Control Act (APCA) (35
P.S. § 4005(a)(l)). hich grants the Board the authority to adopt rules and regulations for the prevention.
control, reduction and abatement of air pollution in this Commonwealth. Section 6.3(a) of the APCA (35
P.S. § 4006.3(a)) also authorizes the Board by regulation to establish fees to support the air pollution
control program authorized by this act and not covered by fees required by section 502(b) of the Clean Air
Act (CAA).



(9) Is the regulation mandated by any federal or state law or court order, or federal regulation? Are
there any relevant state or federal court decisions? If yes, cite the specific law, ease or regulation as
well as, any deadlines for action.

While this proposed rulemaking is not mandated by any Federal or state law or court order. C02 is a regulated
air pollutant under the APCA and the Federal CAA. This Commonwealth’s courts have found that the
regulation ofair pollution has long been a valid public interest. See e.g., Boil: Coal Co., v. Comniomi’ecilth.
279 A.2d 388, 391 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1971); DEl? v. Pennsylvania Poim’er Co., 384 A.2d 273. 284 (Pa. Cmwlth.
1978); Connnorni’ealth v. Beth/die,,, Steel Corporation. 367 A.2d 222, 225 (Pa. 1976). Moreover, the
Commonwealth Court has endorsed the Department’s position that the General Assembly, through the
APCA. gave the agency the authority to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, including C02. Wolf i
Funk, 144 A.3d 228, 250 (Pa. Cmwlth. 2016). In Massachusetts t EPA, 549 U.S. 497 (2007) the U.S.
Supreme Court recognized that similarly broad language in the CAA authorized EPA to regulate CO:
emissions tinder the CAA.

On October 3,2019. Governor Wolfsigned Executive Order 2019-07. L’wnn,omvealth Leadership in
Addressing Climate C7uuige through Electric Sector E,nissions Reductions, hich directed the
Department to use its existing authority under the APCA to develop a proposed rulemaking to abate.
control, or limit CO: emissions from fossil fuel-Iired electric power generators. This proposed rulemaking
establishes a CO2 budget consistent in stringency to that established by the states participating in RGGI
(“participating states”), provides for the auction ofCO: emissions allowances through a market-based
mechanism, and is sufficiently consistent with the RGGI Model Rule such that allowances may be traded
with holders of allowances from other states.

While the Department developed this proposed rulemaking under the direction of Executive Order 20 19-
07, the Board has the authority to promulgate this proposed rulemaking under the APCA. Through the
APCA, the Legislature granted the Department and the Board the authority to protect the air resources of
this Commonwealth, which is inclusive of controlling CO2 pollution. CO: falls under the definition of “air
pollution” in section 3 of the APCA (35 P.S. § 4003). The Board has the authority under section 5(a)(l) of
the APCA to adopt rules and regulations for the prevention, control, reduction and abatement of air
pollution in this Commonwealth. As mentioned in the response to question 10, numerous sources,
including the EPA. the Penn State Liniversit . the U.S. Global Change Research Program (USGCRP) and
the International Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). have confirmed that CO: emissions cause harmful air
pollution that is inimical to the public health, safety and welfare, as well as human. plant and animal life.
CO: is also a GHG and the largest contributor to climate change. Thus, regulating sources of CO:
emissions is necessary to protect the public health and welfare from harmful air pollution and address
climate change.

(10) State why the regulation is needed. Explain the compelling public interest that justifies the
regulation. Describe who will benefit from the regulation. Quantify the benefits as completely as
possible and approximate the number of people who will benefit.

According to data from the United States Energy Information Administration (EIA). this Commonwealth
generates the 1th most CO: emissions from EGUs in the country. Since CO: emissions are a major
contributor to regional climate change impacts. the Department developed this proposed rulemaking to

Executive Order 2019—07, Comnwniiealth Leadership in ;ldb’essinç Climate Change through Electric Sector Emissions
Reductio,zs, October 3,2019. https: www.oa.pa.eov Policies coDocuments 2OIQ-07pd1

EIA, Energy-Relaled Carbon Dioxide Emissions by State. 2005-2016, Februan 27, 2019,
littps:/nn.eia.tzov’environment/ernissions/state/anaksis/.
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establish this Commonsealth’s participation in a regional approach that significantly reduces C02
emissions and this Commonwealth’s contribution to regional climate change.

The purpose of this proposed rulemaking is to reduce anthropogenic emissions ofCO:. a GHG. and major
contributor to climate chanize impacts. in a manner that is protective of public health, welfare and the
environment. This proposed rulemaking would establish the Commonwealth’s participation in RGGI. a
regional C02 Budget Trading Program aimed at reducing C02 emissions from the power sector. This
proposed rulemaking would establish a C02 Budget Trading Program for this Commonwealth which is
capable of linking with similar regulations in the participating states. The totality of these individual state
C02 Budget Trading Program regulations together make up the regional C02 Budget Trading Program or
“RGGI.”

This proposed rulemaking would effectuate least cost C02 emission reductions for the years 2022 through
2030. The declining C02 Emissions Budget in this proposed rulemaking directly results in C02 emission
reductions of around 20 million short tons in this Commonwealth as well as emission reductions across the
broader PJM regional electric grid. However, the Department projects that 188 million short tons of
C02 that would have been emitted over the next decade are avoided by this Commonwealth’s participation
in RGGI.

If this Cornmonea1th participates in RGGL in 2022, combined with the other participating states and
based on gross domestic product (GDP). RGGI would be equal to the third largest economy in the world.
When viewed from this collective impact. the C02 emission reductions achieved by the participating states
are even more significant. Reductions in C02 emissions will help decrease the adverse impacts ofclimate
change on human health, the environment and the economy. Specifically, C02 emission reductions may
decrease costs from extreme weather events and climate-related ailments that also result in increased
health care costs, as well as missed school and work days due to illness.

The C02 emission reductions accomplished through implementation of this proposed rulemaking would
benefit the health and welfare of the approximately 12.8 million residents and the numerous animals.
crops. vegetation and natural areas of this Commonwealth by reducing the amount of climate change
causing air pollution resulting from the regulated sources.

(‘i/mate Change Impacts awl the Greeithozise Effect

Like every state in the country, this Commonwealth has already begun to experience adverse impacts from
climate change, such as higher temperatures, changes in precipitation, and frequent extreme weather
events, including large storms, flooding, heat waves, heavier snowfalls. and periods ofdrought. These
impacts could alter the many fundamental assumptions about climate that are intrinsic to this
Commonwealth’s infrastructure, governments, businesses and the stewardship of its natural resources and
environment. If not properly accounted for, changes in climate could result in more frequent road
washouts. higher likelihood of power outages, and shifts in economic activity, among other significant
impacts. Climate change can also affect vital determinants of health such as clean air, safe drinking water,
sufficient food and secure shelter. These vital determinants are particularly affected by the increased
extreme weather events, in addition to decreased air quality and an increase in illnesses transmitted by
food. ater. and disease carriers such as mosquitos. lfthese impacts are to be avoided. GHG emissions
must be reduced expeditiously.

The impacts ofclimate change are vast and what was predicted ten years ago is being confirmed today,
Climate change is being caused by the emission and atmospheric concentration of GHGs. namely C02.
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Scientists have confirmed that increased CO2 emissions From human activity are causing changes to global
climate. Of all the actively publishing climate scientists. 97% agree that climate warming trends over the
past century are extremely likely due to human activities. Major scientific institutions including the US.
National Academy of Sciences. the USGCRP. the American Medical Association. the American
Association for the Advancement of Science. and many others endorse this position. In the Fifth
Assessment Report ofthe IPCC released in 2014. the IPCC concluded that. human influence on the
climate system is clear, and recent anthropogenic emissions ofGHGs are the highest in history.”3

While CO2 is a necessan element of life on Earth and acts as a fundamental aspect of nearly every critical
system on the planet. C02 in high concentrations in the atmosphere leads to the greenhouse effect. The
greenhouse effect occurs when CO2 (and other GHG) molecules absorb solar energy and re-emit infrared
energy back to the Earth’s surface. This absorption and re-emitting of infrared energy is what makes
certain gases trap heat in the lower atmosphere. not allowing it to go back out to space. The greenhouse
effect disrupts the normal process whereby solar energy is absorbed at the Earth’s surface and is radiated
back through the atmosphere and back to space. Maintaining the surface temperature of the Earth depends
on this balance of incoming and outgoing solar radiation.4

Global temperatures are increasing due to the greenhouse effect. Significantly changing the global
temperature has impacts to every other weather and climate cycle occurring across the world. For
instance, global average sea level, which has risen by about 7—8 inches since 1900 (with about 3 inches of
that increase occurring since 1993). is expected to rise at least several inches in the next 15 years and by
1—4 feet by 2100.’ The impacts of increased GHGs in the atmosphere, including extreme weather and
catastrophic natural disasters, have become more frequent and more intense. Extreme weather events also
contribute to deaths from extreme heat or cold exposure and lost work hours due to illness. The World
Health Organization expects climate change to cause around 250,000 additional deaths globally per year
between 2030-2050, with additional direct damage costs to health estimated to be around $2-4 billion per
year by 2030.6 Based on the overwhelming scientific evidence, these harms are likely to increase in
number and severity unless aggressive steps are taken to reduce GHG emissions.

C/finale Change Impacts Assessments

In 2009. the Department released its first Climate Change Impacts Assessment7 and Climate Change
Action Plan. as required under the Pennsylvania CLimate Change Act (71 P.S. § 1361. L—l 3.61.8). The
2009 Climate Change Impacts Assessment showed that this Commonwealth was already experiencing
some ofthe harmful effects ofclimate change. That same year. under CAA section 202(a)(I), 42
L’.S.C.A. § 752 l(a)( I). the EPA issued an “Endangerment Finding.” that six GHGs — CO2. methane.
nitrous oxide. hydrofluorocarbons. perfluorocarbons. and sulfur hexafluoride — endanger both the public
health and the public elfare of current and future generations by causing or contributing to climate
change. See 74 FR 66496 (December 15. 2009). The 2009 Endangerment Finding is further reinforced by

IPCC.ClimateChange20l4: Synthesis Report. Contribution of WorkingGroups 1.11 and III to the Fifth Assessment Report of
tile fntergorenimcntai Panel on Climate Change. 2014.
www. ipcc. ch!site ass eu/up Ia ads. 018 USFS R_.A R5_F INA L full wco ver. pd f.

National Aeronautics and Space Administration. “The Causes of Climate Change,” hups:/’climate.nasa.eov’causes..
Sea Level Rise. [.5 Climate Resilience Toolkit. September 19, 2019.
World Health Organization. Climate change and health. February I. 2018. httns:’iwssw.who.int/ncsss-room/fact—

‘cl ilnate-chan!ze-and-hcalih.
‘Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University, 2019 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. June 29, 2019,

vison%2oCommittee/7000-BK-DEP4252%5B1%5D.pdf.
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the findintis of the USGCRP’s Fourth National Climate Assessment (NCA4) which is consistent with the
Comrnonwealtlfs 2015 and 2020 Climate Impacts Assessment Updates.

In 2015. the Environment and Natural Resources Institute at Penn State University released an updated
Climate Impacts Assessment for the Department. The 2015 Climate Impacts Assessment found that this
Commonwealth has undergone a lon-term warming of more than 1.8°F over the prior 110 years. and that
due to increased GHG emissions current warming trends are expected to increase at an accelerated rate
with average temperatures projected to increase an additional 5.4 degrees by 2050. This warming will
have potential adverse impacts related to Pennsylvania agriculture, forests, aquatic ecosystems. water
resources, wildlife and public health. In this Commonwealth. average annual precipitation has increased
by approximately 10% over the past 100 years and. by 2050. is expected to increase by an additional 8%.
with a 14% increase during the winter season.9

In particular. climate change will worsen air quality relative to what it would otherwise be, causing
increased respiratory and cardiac illness. Air quality impacts from climate change are due to the
combination of pollutants emitted from anthropogenic sources and weather conditions. Climate change
can potentially also worsen water quality, affecting health through consumption ofdiminished quality
drinking water and through contact with surface waters during outdoor recreation. The risk of injury and
death from extreme weather events could also increase as a consequence ofclimate change. Additionally.
climate change could affect the prevalence and virulence of air-borne infectious diseases such as influenza.
In April 2020. the Environment and Natural Resources Institute at Penn State University released an
updated Climate Change Impacts Assessment For the Department.’° which states that the expected
disruptions to this Commonwealth’s climate and impacts on this Commonwealth’s climate sensitive
sectors remain as dire as presented in the 2015 Climate Impacts Assessment.

On November 23. 2018. the LSGCRP released the NCA4.1’ a scientific assessment of the national and
regional impacts of natural and human-induced climate change. The NCA4 represents the work of over
300 government and non-government experts. led by experts within the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). the U.S. Department of Energy and eleven other federal agencies. The NCA4 shows how
the impacts of climate change are already occurring across the country and emphasizes that future risks
from climate change will depend on the decisions made today. It is worth noting that the NCA4 mentions
that the Northeast region is a model for other states, as it has traditionally been a leader in
GHG mitigation action.

By 2035, the NCA4 projects that the Northeast will see the largest temperature increase in the country of
more than 3.6°F on average higher than the preindustrial era)2 This would occur as much as two decades
before global average temperatures reach a similar milestone. The changing climate of the Northeast
threatens the health and public welfare of its residents and will lead to health-related impacts and costs,

a Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University. 2015 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment L:pdate. May 201 5.
him:
902QI\IpACrS’?2QASSESS\IENt°02QLpDATE.PD0O,

Id at 7.
IC Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University. 2020 Pennsylvania Climate Change Impacts
Assessment Update. April 2020.
http: files.dep.state.paus. LiieruvOiflce°o20of°u2OEnerin°u20and%20Technolou:OETDPortalFiles:ClimateChanuc 2ooCliniat
eChantLelmnactsAssessmentUodate.pdf.

USGCRP, Impacts. Risks, and Adaptation in the United States: Fourth National Climate Assessment, Volume 11,2018.
https:”nca2fl I 8.tlohalchance.izov

/d. at Chapter 18: Northeast.
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including additional deaths, emergency room visits and hospitalizations, higher risk of infectious diseases,
lower quality of life and increased costs associated with healthcare utilization. Mosquitoes, fleas and ticks
and the diseases they carry have been a particular concern in the Northeast in recent years. Scientists have
linked these diseases, specifically tick-related Lyme disease, to climate change.

Climate change also threatens to reverse the advances in air quality that the states in the Northeast.
including this Commonwealth. have worked so hard to achieve over the past couple of decades. In
particular. climate change will increase levels ofground-level ozone pollution in the Northeast through
changes in weather and increased ozone precursor emissions. Ozone is an irritant and repeated exposure
to ozone pollution for both healthy people and those with existing conditions may cause a variety of
adverse health effects, including difficulty in breathing. chest pains, coughing. nausea. throat irritation and
congestion. In addition, people with bronchitis, heart disease. emphseina. asthma and reduced lung
capacity may have their symptoms exacerbated by ozone pollution. Asthma, in particular. is a significant
and growing threat to children and adults in this Commonwealth. The NCA4 refers to this as a “climate
penalty” and projects it could cause hundreds more ozone pollution-related deaths per year.

Over the past several decades, the Department has made substantial progress in decreasing ground-level
ozone pollution in this Commonwealth, including limiting precursor emissions. 1-lowever, Bucks. Chester,
Delasare. Montgomery and Philadelphia counties are designated as marginal nonattainment areas for the
2015 ozone national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS). See 83 FR 25776 (June 4,2018). There is
still more work that needs to be done to reduce emissions in these nonattainment areas and to avoid
backsliding on the improvements to air quality across this Commonwealth. An increase in ground-level
ozone levels due to climate change would interfere with continued attainment of the ozone NAAQS.
hinder progress in marginal nonattainment areas and put public health and welfare at risk.

Along with these overall impacts. multiple sectors in this Commonwealth can expect to see specific
negative impacts from climate change.

Health

Climate change will impact human health in a number of ways. It will likely increase ground-level ozone,
small airborne particulates, and pollen and mold concentrations. Ozone is an irritant that causes respiratory
issues. aggravates asthma, causes respiratory infections, and increases mortality. Higher plant growth.
more pollen produced by each plant. increased allergenicity of the pollen grains, and a longer pollen
season can also be expected. In this Commonwealth. mosquito and tick-borne diseases are spreading to
new communities and regions and impacting people’s lives.’3 According to a recent Penn State University
study. 11 since 2000. this Commonwealth has had the highest number of total Lyme disease cases
nationwide. Increased deer tick prevalence throughout this Commonwealth is related to climate change
and shifts in land tise because winters are no longer cold enough to kill off tick populations.

Vulnerable populations across this Commonwealth will be at a higher risk for heat related death. People
with heart failure, the elderly, and those without access to air conditioning will all be increasingly exposed

Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University, 2015 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. May 2015,

%201M PAC fS 020A SSESS\IENT%2OUP DATE. PDF%20.
Pennsylvania State University, More than 100 years of data show Pennsylvania ticL population shift, May 3,2019,

hnps://phys.org’news/20 I 9-05-years-pennsylvania-population-shift.html.
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to more frequent and intense heat waves. One study found that if temperatures increase another 3 degrees.
cities like Philadelphia will see hundreds more deaths per year than ifwarming is limited to I degree)5

Repeated exposure to ozone pollution for both healthy people and those with existing conditions may
cause a variety of adverse health effects including difficulty breathing, chest pains, coughing, nausea.
throat irritation, and congestion. In addition, people with bronchitis, heart disease. emphysema. asthma.
and reduced lung capacity may have their symptoms exacerbated by ozone pollution. Asthma is a
significant and growing threat to children and adults in this Commonwealth. Reduced ambient
concentrations of ground-level ozone would reduce the incidences of hospital admissions for respiratory
ailments including asthma and improve the quality of life for residents of this Commonwealth.’6

According to the NCA4. climate-driven changes in weather, human activity and natural emissions are all
expected to impact future air quality across the United States. Many emission sources of GI-IGs also emit
air pollutants that harm human health. Controlling these common emission sources would both mitigate
climate change and have immediate benefits for air quality and human health. The energy sector, which
includes energy production. conversion, and use, accounts for 84% ofGFIG emissions as well as 80% of
emissions of oxides of nitrogen (NO) and 96% ofsulftir dioxide (SO2). Specifically, mitigating Gl-lGs
can lower emissions of particulate matter (PM). ozone and PM precursors, and other hazardous pollutants.
reducing the risks to human health from air pollution.

;lgPW?t/!iiI’e

In addition to causing adverse human and animal health effects, high levels of ground-level ozone affect
vegetation and ecosystems. leading to reductions in agricultural crop and commercial forest yields by
destroying chlorophyll: reducing growth and survivability oftree seedlings: and increasing plant
susceptibility to disease. pests. and other environmental stresses, including harsh weather. In long-lived
species. these effects may become evident only afier several years or even decades and have the potential
for long-term adverse impacts on forest ecosystems.’7

Similar to various public health pressures. the agricultural, food, and water systems this Commonwealth
depends on for survival are also under threat by climate change. The increase in precipitation and its
variability could lead to higher plant disease, increased risk of flooding, difficulty in the timing of
planting, and increased demand for irrigation. Extreme temperatures will stress grain crops and fruit crops
that flower in the summer months (such as grapes). To adapt, this Commonwealth’s wineries may choose
to plant European varieties of grapes. which tend to do better in warmer climates, but this would also lead
to increases in the cost of wine.18

This Commonwealths dairy production will also experience challenges from reduced milk yields, a result
of heat stress on cows. Farmers may see additional capital expenditures necessary for cooling systems to
reduce the heat stress on cows. The same is true for poultn and egg production. Investments in

‘ University of Bristol. Adjusting carbon emissions to the Paris climate commitments would prevent thousands of heat-related
deaths. June 5. 2019, hup: ‘.n’.hrisiol.ac.uknens2O 0 iuneheat—related—deaths—.html.
‘ EPA. Health Effects of Ground-Level Ozone.
hut,:’ neh.archive.oruucb 20160220023128http: unn3.epa.tzov airgualitx ozonepollution healilihtrnl.

Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State L’niversity, 2013 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. May 2015.
http:.s..depreenpostaIcpa.uselihrarGetDocument?docW6806&Doc\amePA9

Qo%Cspan%2stvIeti3DL?b9color%3Ablue%3B%l2%3E0o3C0nFspano3E
Ix id
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insulation, ventilation, fans, and air conditioning svill be necessary to prevent heat stress to the birds.
Currently. a large portion of poultry and hog production takes place in waniier. southern states like North
Carolina and Georgia. shrnsing that these production processes can still be viable with the increased costs
of cooling. Ho\%ever. there may be a northward movement of these animals, bringing with them an
increase in nutrient production and further stressing our obligations for water quality improvements.’

High levels of ground-level ozone also aflèct animals including pets. livestock, and wildlife, in ways
similar to humans. Reduced ambient concentrations of ground-level ozone would improve the quality of
life of animals, preserve this Commonwealth’s biodiversity. and reduce veterinary costs to Farmers and
citizens with pets.

Pot-es/s & Recreation

Climate change is already having an impact on forests around the world and this Commonwealth’s diverse
and productive forests will likely also see impacts. Tree species are expected to shift to higher latitudes
and elevations For suitable habitat. Mortality rates are expected to increase, and regeneration is expected to
decline. Rising temperatures increase insect reproductive rates, making pest outbreaks more destructive
and harder to control. Additionally, pests that impact the forests of southern states could make their way
into this Commonwealth’s forests.

Outdoor recreation in this Commonwealth will also be impacted by climate change. Stream flows in the
summer could be reduced and negatively affect sport fishing. Swimming in lakes and rivers could be
limited by poor water quality, the result of higher temperatures. low summer flows, and nutrient and
pathogen loadings. These combinations of circumstances can lead to harmful algal blooms.

Warmer winter temperatures and reduced snowfall will negatively impact snow-based recreation. This
Commonwealth’s ski resorts will experience shorter seasons, higher snow making costs, and lower profits
as a consequence of climate change. Research also suggests that dispersed winter recreation. such as
cross-country skiing and snowmobiling. will decline because of less snowfall and fewer extended periods
of cold weather.2°

!nJrastt ‘tic! ure

Extreme weather events can affect the reliability of energy delivery. Hurricanes, polar vortexes, and ice
storms can damage infrastructure. Increased cooling demands can also stress energy delivery systems
during times of high demand and could lead to electrical blackouts. Planning for distributed generation to
provide electricity in the event of natural disaster related outages becomes necessary.

The Commonwealth’s infrastructure system has recently experienced major impacts from increased
precipitation and the resultant landslides, as 2018 was the wettest ear on record.2’ In lust one year.

Environment and Natural Resources Institute ofThe Pennsylvania State Universin, 2019 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. June 29, 2019,
http:tilesdcp.statea.us. Energ

DI] Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania Stale University, 2015 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. May 2015,

%2OIMPACTS°.2OASSESSMENT%2OUPDATE.PDF%2o.
DI National Weather Service: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminislration, 2018 in Context: Record Precipitation across
Pennsylvania. htIps/.ww weather uov/ctplkecordPrecip’O IX.
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PennDOT saw over $125 million in emergency expenses to replace damaged infrastructure and cash-
strapped local municipalities are dealing with the same budget-busting issues. Adding to that financial
stress, many flooding events are so localized that they do not qualiI for Federal assistance, so
homeowners, business oners. and local and state agencies must bear the brunt of repair costs.

Vàter Re.vources

The Department predicts higher flood potential due to more precipitation and intensified risks to water
resources that are already stressed. Other potential impacts are decreased water quality, urban flooding.
decreased water supplies for urban areas, and irrigation. Warmer temperatures may mean less winter
thermal stress on fish, but higher summer temperatures could have an impact on salmon spawning. More
severe storm events and dry periods will change flow patterns, resulting in major changes to the channel
morphology and aquatic habitat. The largest negative impact may be in lost biodiversity as fish and other
species’ populations shift northward.

Additionally, the Department predicts that water temperatures in the summer could increase 2.7 to 3.5
degrees. This warming will cause a decrease in the solubility of oxygen and an increase in respiration
rates. resulting in decline of the dissolved oxygen concentration. By mid-century, the sea level will
increase by 0.4 meters. Coupled with the projected summer stream flow decrease of 19%. a modest
increase of salinity is expected to occur.22 Salinity is an important defining characteristic of the Delaware
estuary. regulating floral and fauna! distributions and affecting human use ofthe estuary. While salinity is
a threat, the predicted sea-level rise has the potential to drown the already-stressed wetlands iftheir growth
rates are less than the rates of the rise.23

In,,nediate Action is Needed to Address this Connnonit’ealth v Contribution to Climate (ha ige

Given the urgency ofthe climate crisis, including the signiFicant impacts on this Commonwealth. the
Board determined that concrete, economically sound and immediate steps to reduce GHG emissions are
needed. As one of the top GHG emitting states in the country, the Board has a compelling interest to
reduce GHG emissions to address climate change and protect public health, welfare and the environment.
Based on the most recent data from the EPA’s State Inventory Tool, in 2017, this Commonwealth
generated net GHG emissions equal to 233.20 million metric tons C02 equivalent (MMTCO2e) Statewide.
the vast majority of which are CO’ emissions. In the context of the world, this Commonwealth’s
electricity generation sector alone emits more CO: than many entire countries including Greece.
Colombia. Sweden. Israel. Singapore. . ustria. Peru and Portugal.23

Historically, the electricity generation sector has been the leading source of CO: emissions in this
Commonwealth. Based upon data contained in the Department’s 2020 GHG Inventory. 29% of this
Commonwealth’s total GHG emissions are produced by the electricity generation sector.25 In recent

Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University, 2015 Pennsylvania Climate Impacts
Assessment Update. May 2015,
Imp: wn.depureenportstatepaus.elihran CetDocument.’docld5002&Doc\arne20l5%20PENNSYLVANlA°020CLl\lATE

:4 Joint Research Centre. European Commission, “JRC Science For Policy Report: Fossil CO2 emissions of all world countries,”
2018, https:/’cc.curop.ewjrc!en’puhhcation/i’ossil-co2-emissions-all-norld-countries-201 8-report.
25 Environment and Natural Resources Institute of The Pennsylvania State University, 2020 Pennsylvania Climate Change Impacts
Assessment Update. April 2020,

eChangelmpactsAssessmentUpdate.pdf.
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years. this Commonwealth has seen a shift in the electricity generation portfolio mix. resulting from
market forces and the establishment of alternative energy goals. and energy efficiency targets. Since 2005.
this Commonwealths electricity generation has shifted from higher carbon-emitting electricity generation
sources. such as coal. to lower and zero emission generation sources. such as natural gas. wind and solar.
At the same time, overall energy use in the residential, commercial, transportation. and electric power
sectors has reduced.

However, looking forward, the Department projects CO2 emissions from the electricity generating sector
will increase due to reduced switching from coal to natural gas. the potential closure of zero carbon
emitting nuclear power plants, and the addition of new natural gas-fired units in this Commonwealth. The
Three Mile Island nuclear power plant already closed on September 20, 2019. amounting to a loss of 818
MW of carbon free generation. However, the modeling conducted for this proposed rulemaking predicts
no further nuclear power plants retirements through 2030 with implementation of this proposed
rulemaking. Without this proposed rulemaking. this Commonwealth’s nuclear fleet may remain at-risk of
closure. In fact, the Beaver Valley nuclear power plant. responsible for 1,845 MW of carbon free
generation, recently withdrew its closure announcement, specifically citing this Commonwealth’s intended
participation in RGGI as a key determinant in continuing operations.

Further, the Department’s Climate Action Plan predicts that total and net GUG emissions (including
emissions sinks) will increase by 4% and 5%. respectively. from 2015 to 2050.16 Additionally, the most
recent GHG Inventory indicates that in 2017 GHG emissions in this Commonwealth increased, widening
the gap benveen current emissions and reductions necessary to avoid the worst impacts ofclimate
change.27

This proposed rulemaking is necessary to ensure CO: emissions continue to decrease and at a rate that
shields this Commonwealth from the worst impacts ofclimate change. RGGI plays an important role in
providing a platform whereby this Commonwealth can reduce CO’ emissions using a market-based
approach. As the electricity generation sector remains one of the leading sources ofCO: in this
Commonwealth. it is imperative that emissions continue to decrease from that sector.

The Co,,itnonii’eahh ‘s GHG Emission Reduction Goals

It is for these reasons that on January 8, 2019, Governor Wolfsigned Executive Order 2019-01,
Commonu’ealth Leaderchip in Addressmg Climate Change and Promoting Energy Conservation and
Sustainable Governance.lX This Executive Order set the first ever climate change goal for this
Commonwealth to reduce net GHG emissions from 2005 levels by 26% by 2025 and 80% by 2050. These
climate change goals align this Commonwealth with the reduction targets under the Paris Agreement
aimed at keeping global temperature rise below the 2-degree Celsius threshold. According to climate
experts. the 2-degree Celsius threshold is the level beyond which dire global consequences would occur,
including sea level rise. superstorms and crippling heat waves.

Ii, Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection. 2018 Pennsylvania Climate Action Plan: Strategies and actions to reduce
and adapt to climate change, April 29, 2019,
http’../www.depgreenport.state.pa.us!elibraiy/GetDocument?docld=1451l61&DocName=201 8°b2OPA%2OCLIMATE%2OACTIO

17 Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection, 2019 Pennsylvania Greenhouse Gas Inventory Report. December2019.
httn:•file5.dep.state.pa.usEner2% Ol1ice°n20ofPo20EneruQo2Oand°o20Teclinolozv OETDPortalFiles Climateo20Change°b20Ad
visonon2ocommineei2ojqi I2.20.l9:FlNALd20lnventon°o20.°o202Ol9 20i9-12-20.pdL

Executive Order 2019—01, Cammo,nrealth Leadership hr h/dressing C/finale Change con! Promoting Energy Consen’ation and
Sustainable Governance. January 8, 2019, https:Nwwwiovcrnor.naeov!newsroom/exectitivc-order-20 10-01 -commonwealth
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On April 29. 2019, the Department issued a Pennsylvania Climate Action Plan that identified GHG
emission trends and baselines in this Commonwealth and recommended cost-effective strategies for
reducing or offsetting GHG emissions. The Climate Action Plan determined that reducing the overall
carbon intensity of the electricity generated in this Commonwealth is one of the most critical strategies for
reducing GHG emissions. The Climate Action Plan also identified many different strategies and actions
that all Pennsylvanians can take to combat climate change. According to the Climate Action Plan. one of
the most cost-effective emissions reduction strategies is to limit C02 emissions through an electricity
sector cap and trade program. This Commonwealth participating in a cap and trade program is expected to
result in the largest near-term reduction in emissions and was deemed cost-effective relative to the social
cost of carbon. The Climate Action Plan modeled a cap and trade program that requires a carbon cap
equal to a 30% reduction from 2020 COD emissions levels by 2030. which is equivalent to RGGI
stringency.

On October 3. 2019. Governor Wolf signed Executive Order 2019-07. Conw,omrc’alth Leadership in

thkiressmg Climate Change through Electric Sector Emissions Reductions, 2) which directed the
Department to use its existing atithority under the APCA to develop this proposed rulemaking to abate.
control or limit C02 emissions from fossil fuel-fired electric power generators. The Executive Order also
directed the Department to present this proposed rulemaking to the Board by July 3!. 2020. On June 22.
2020, Governor Wolf amended the Executive Order to extend the deadline to September 15. 2020. As
directed by the Executive Order, this proposed rulemaking establishes a COD budget consistent in
stringency to that established by the participating states. provides for the annual or more frequent auction
of COD emissions allowances through a market-based mechanism, and is sufficiently consistent with the
RGGI Model Rule such that allowances may be traded with holders of allowances from other states.

Considering that this Commonwealth has the fourth leading COD emitting electricity generation sector in
the country, this proposed rulemaking is a significant component in achieving the Commonwealth’s goals
to reduce GI-IG emissions. Although this proposed rulemaking will not solve global climate change. it will
aid this Commonwealth in addressing its share of the impact. joining other states and countries that are
addressing their rnn impacts. The statutory authority for this proposed rulemaking. the APCA, is built on
a precautionary principle to protect the air resources of this Commonwealth for the protection of public
health and welfare and the environment, including plant and animal life and recreational resources, as well
as development, attraction and expansion of industry. commerce and agriculture. In order to be proactive.
this proposed rulemaking is needed to address this Commonwealth’s contributions to climate change.
particularly COD emissions. The Board determined to address COD emissions through a regional initiative
because regional cap and trade programs have proven to be beneficial and cost-effective at reducing air
pollutant emissions. In fact, this Commonwealth has and continues to participate in successful regional
cap and trade programs.

His/on’ (111(1 Sitcce.vs oJthLs’ Comnzonu’ealth s Parlicipcaio;i in Cap anti Track’ Programs

In the 1990 CAA Amendments, the United States Congress determined that the use of market-based
principles, such as emissions banking and trading are effective ways of achieving emission reductions.
According to the EPA. emissions trading programs are best implemented shen the environment and public
health concerns occur over a relatively large geographic area and effectively designed emissions trading
programs provide flexibility for individual emissions sources to tailor their compliance path to their needs.
The EPA has also determined that reducing emissions using a market-based system provides regulated

29 Executive Order 201 9—07, Commonwealth Leadership in :iddre,ving Climate Change through Electric Sector Emi.vvionc
Redactions, Ociober 3, 2019, Iittps://www.oa.pa.gov/PoIicies/eo/Documenis!20 19-07.pdL
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sources with the flexibility to select the most cost-effective approach to reduce emissions and has proven
to be a highly effective way to achieve emission reductions, meet environmental goals. and improve
human health. In contrast to traditional command and control regulatory methods that establish specific
emissions limitations and technology use with limited or no flexibility, cap and trade programs harness the
economic incentives of the market to reduce pollution. The Board has a decades-long history of
promulgating regulations that have established this Commonweahh’s participation in successful cap and
trade programs.

Beginning in 1995. this Commonwealth participated in the first national cap and trade program in the
United States, the Acid Rain Program, which was established under Title IV of the 1990 CAA
Amendments and required. in pan, major emission reductions of SO’ through a permanent cap on the total
amount emitted by EGUs. For the first time. the Acid Rain Program introduced a system of allowance
trading that used market-based incentives to reduce pollution. The Acid Rain Program reduced SO:
emissions by 14.5 million tons (92%) from 1990 levels and 16.0 million tons (93%) from 1980 levels.30
The undisputed success of achieving significant emission reductions in a cost-effective manner led to the
application of the market-based cap and trade tool For other regional environmental problems.

From 1999 to 2002. this Commonwealth participated in the Ozone Transport Commission’s (OTC) NO
Budget Program. an aIlo%ance trading program designed to reduce summertime NO emissions from
EGUs to reduce ground-level ozone, which included all of the current states participating in RGGI.
According to the &l’C’s NO Budget Program 1999-2002 Progress Report.3’ NO Budget Program units

successfully reduced ozone season NO emissions in 2002 by nearly 280.000 tons, or about 60%, from
1990 baseline levels, achieving greater reductions than required each year of the program. Based on the
success of the OTC’s NO Budget Program and the Acid Rain Program, in 2003 the EPA implemented a
regional NO cap and trade program under the NO SIP Call, which closely resembled the OTC NO
Budget Program. The EPA again noted the cost savings of achieving emissions reductions through
trading.

Beginning in 2009, the EPA’s NO Budget Trading Program was replaced by the Clean Air Interstate Rule
(CAR) trading program. covering 28 eastern states, which required further summertime NO reductions
from the power sector as eIl as SO: reductions. Finally, in 2015 CAIR was replaced by the Cross-State
Air Pollution Rule trading program.

Reghnzcd Gree,lhuusL’ Gas hziiiathe (RGGJj

RGGI is a cooperative regional market-based cap-and-trade program designed to reduce CO: emissions
from fossil Riel-fired EGUs. RGGI is currently composed often northeastern states. including
Connecticut. Delaware. Maine. Maryland. Massachusetts. New Hampshire. New Jersey. New York. Rhode
Island and Vermont. Since its inception on January 1.2009. RGGI has utilized a market-based mechanism
to cap and cost-effectively reduce CO:emissions that cause climate change. Because CO: from large
fossil fuel-tired EGUs is a malor contributor to regional climate change. the participating states developed

3u EPA, 2018 Power Sector Programs Prouress Report. 2018,
prouressreponspdFs2OI 8 Cull report.pdf.

‘ OTC. NO, Budget Program 1999-2002 Progress Report,

%5C000D00I7%5CPI002LY4.txt&User’ANONYMOUS&Passwordanonymous&SortMethod=h%7C-
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a regional approach to address C02 emissions. This regional approach resulted in a Model Rule applicable
to fossil Fuel-fired EGUs with a nameplate capacity equal to or greater than 25 MWe. RGGI is
implemented in the participating states through each state’s independent C02 Budget Trading Program
regulations. based on the Model Rule, which link together.

RGGI isa “cap and trade” program that sets a regulatory limit on C02 emissions from Fossil Fuel-fired
EGUs and permits trading ofCO2 allowances to effect cost efficient compliance with the regulatory limit.
RGGI is also referred to as a cap and invest” program. because unlike traditional cap and trade programs.
RGGI provides a “two-prong” approach to reducing C01 emissions from fossil fuel-fired EGUs. The first
prong involves a declining C02 emissions budget and the second prong is investment of the proceeds
resulting from the auction ofCO2 allowances to Further reduce CO: emissions.

Be,wJIls oJRGGI Pw’tkipation

Cap and trade programs have an established track record as economically efficient, market-driven
mechanisms for reducing pollution in a variety of contexts. Other countries and states have found that cap
and trade programs are effective methods to achieve significant GHG emission reductions. RGGI is one
of the most successful cap and trade programs and it is well-established with an active carbon trading
market for the northeastern United States. This successful market-based program has significantly
reduced and continues to reduce emissions. The participating states have collectively reduced power
sector CO: pollution by over 45% since 2009, while experiencing per capita Gross Domestic Product
growth and reduced energy costs.32 The program design of RGGI would enable the Board to regulate CO:
emissions from the power sector in a way that is least-cost and economically efficient thereby driving
long-term investments in cleaner sources of energy.

Part of what makes RGGI economically efficient is that it is a regional program, which allows EGUs to
achieve least-cost compliance by buying and selling allowances in a regional auction or in regional
secondary markets. RGGI C02 allowances are fungible across the participating states, meaning that
though this Commonwealth has an established allowance budget for each year, this Commonwealth’s
allowances are available to meet the compliance obligations in any other RGGI state and vice versa.
Therefore. C02 emissions from this Commonwealth’s power sector are not limited to strictly the amount
of this Commonwealth’s CO: allowances. This cooperation allows EGUs more flexibility in terms of
compliance and allows the market to continue to signal entrance and exit of generation. Though each state
has its own annual allocation, compliance occurs at the regional level rather than on a state-by-state basis.
In this respect the market assists in achieving least cost compliance for all participating states.

Another benefit of participating in multistate auctions run b’ RGGI. Inc. is that RGGI. Inc. has retained
the services ofan independent market monitor to monitor the auction. CO: allowance holdings. and CO:
allowance transactions, among other activities. The market monitor provides independent expert
monitoring ofthe competitive performance and efficiency ofthe RGGI allowance market. This includes
identiRing attempts to exercise market power. collude, or otherwise manipulate prices in the auction
and/or the secondary market, making recommendations regarding proposed market rule changes to
improve the eflicienc of the market for RGGI Allowances, and assessing whether the auctions are
administered in accordance with the noticed auction rules and procedures. The market monitor will
monitor bidder behavior in each auction and report to the participating states any activities that may have a
material impact on the efficiency and performance of the auction. The participating states. through RGGI.

32 Analysis Group, The Economic Impacts of The Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative on Nine Northeast and Mid-Atlantic States:
Review of RGGI’s Third Three-Year Compliance Period (2015-2017). April 17,2018,

I 8.pdf
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Inc.. release a Market Monitor Report shortly after each C02 allowance auction. The report includes
aggregate information about the auction including the dispersion of projected demand, the dispersion of
bids, and a summary of bid prices, showing the minimum, maximum, average and clearing price and the
allowances awarded.

RGGI has helped the participating states createjobs. save money for consumers, and improve public
health. while reducing power sector emissions and transitioning to a cleaner electric grid. In an
independent and nonpartisan evaluation of the first three control periods in RGGI. the Analysis group. one
of the largest economic consulting firms globally. found that the participating states experienced economic
benefits in all three control periods, while reducing C02 emissions. The participating states added
between SI .3 billion and S 1.6 billion in net economic value during each of the three control periods. The
participating states also showed growth in economic output. increased jobs and reduced long-run
wholesale electricity costs.33

A recent report from the Acadia Center. a nonprofit organization committed to advancing the clean energy
future. entitled ‘the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative: Ten Years in Review.” shows that C02
emissions from covered sources in the participating states have decreased 47%, which is 90% faster than
in the rest ofcotintry. The participating states were able to achieve that significant reduction while the
gross domestic product grew by 47%, outpacing the rest ofthe country by 31%. RGGI has also driven
substantial reductions in harmful co-pollutants, making the region’s air cleaner and its people healthier.
Additionally. proceeds from RGGI auctions generated nearly $3.3 billion in state investments from 2009
to 20l9.

For comparison, according to the Department’s 2019 GHG Inventory Report from 2005 to 2016, this
Commonwealth reduced its net emissions by 33.5% while the participating states reduced covered sources
C02 pollution over 45% over the same period. Additionally, this was achieved while the region’s per-
capita GDP has continued to grow- highlighting the synergies between environmental protection and
economic development.

Emission.v Reductions

The design of the C02 Budget Trading Program within this proposed rulemaking ensures emissions from
the electricity generation sector are decreased over time. Between 2022 and 2030. the program’s C02
emissions budget will decrease 19,911.960 tons. equal to a reduction of 25.532%. as shown in Table I.
However, to capture the full extent of the benefits of this proposed rulemaking it is critical to compare this
Commonwealth’s annual emissions with this proposed rulemaking and without it from 2022 to 2030.

Id,
“Acadia Center. The ReionaI Greenhouse Gas Initiative 10 Years in Review,” 2019, https://acadiacenter.on/wp
content/upIoad;20I909AcadiaCenter RGGI ID-Years-in-Review 2019-09-I 7.pdE
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Table 1. Pennsylvania CO2 Emissions Budget Through 2630.

. Annual DeclineYear Budget Decline (Tonnage)
(Percentage)

2022 78,000,000 2,489.370 -3.l9%
2023 75,510.630 2,489.370 -3.30%
2024 73.021.260 2,489,370 -3.41%
2025 70,531,890 2.489,370 -3.53%
2026 68,042.520 2,489,370 -3.66%
2027 65,553,150 2,489,370 -3.80%
2028 63,063,780 2,489.370 -3.95%
2629 60.574.110 2.489.370 -3.11%
2630 58.085.040 2.489.370 -4.11%

2022-2030 Total Reduction 19,914,960 -25.532%
-25.532% reduction from 2022 58,085,646

Total tonnage reduction 19,914,960
Annual tonnage reduction 2,489,370

In order to analyze the full extent of CO’ emission reductions due to this proposed rulemaking. the
Department utilized the Integrated Planning Model (1PM) to compare this Commonwealth’s
COD emissions, among other attributes, with implementation of this proposed rulemaking and without
implementation of this proposed rulemaking. 1PM is a dynamic model of the United States power sector
that can determine least-cost solutions of meeting energy and peak demand requirements. The model
considers a number of key operating or regulatory constraints. such as emission limits, transmission
capabilities and constraints, renewable generation requirements. fuel market constraints. etc. 1PM can
perform integrated analysis and can project wholesale power prices. COD allowance prices, and COD
emissions in an optimal and internally consistent manner. It is also particularly suited to evaluating the
impacts ofenvironmental regulations and policies.

1PM is well-suited to consider complex treatment ofemission regulations involving trading. banking and
EradiEional command-and-control emission policies. Because of the model’s endogenous treatment of
natural gas, coal and biomass fuel markets. it is fully capable of analyzing policies that directly affect these
markets. A detailed unit-level database of every grid-connected EGU in the United States is the
fundamental input to 1PM. The model represents power markets through model regions that are
geographical entities with distinct characteristics. Wholesale power prices. fuel prices, emission
allowance prices, and renewable energy credits are all estimated endogenously in an integrated fashion.

The 1PM analysis produced two results for this proposed rulemaking. The first is a “Reference Case”
based on this proposed rulemaking not being implemented in this Commonwealth or business as usual.
The second is a “Policy Case” based on this proposed rulemaking being implemented in this
Commonwealth and the auction proceeds being invested in efforts to further reduce air pollution.
Comparing these two cases, the Department estimates that this Commonwealth will experience CO:
emission reductions of 188 million tons over the decade as a direct result of participation in RGGI. This
results in COD reductions in this Commonwealth and a net benefit to the entire PJM region. The
Department’s modeling shows that this Commonwealth makes these significant emission reductions while
maintaining historic electric generation levels, enhancing this Commonwealth’s status as a leading net
energy exporter, creating economic opportunities and reducing long-term wholesale energy prices.
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Hecthh Benefits n/this Proposed Rulemaking

This proposed rulemaking would provide public health benefits due to the expected reductions in
emissions oCCO: and the ancillary emission reductions or co-benefits of SO’ and NON reductions. The
Department’s modeling projects cumulative emission reductions of 112,000 tons of NO and around
67.000 tons of SO: over the decade. Further reducing NO and SO: emissions is beneficial to public
health, because NO and SO: contribute to several health problems.

Short-term exposure to SO: emissions can be harmful to public health because it impacts the ability to
breathe especially in children and those with asthma.35 NO can also cause irritation in the respiratory
system. In particular. long-term exposure to elevated NO levels may contribute to asthma. and potentially
increase susceptibility to respiratory infections and lead to increased hospital admissions.6

NO and SO: emissions are also major contributors to PM pollution. hich is a mixture ofmicroscopic
solid and liquid droplets that are suspended in the air. The smaller the size ofthe particle, the more
damaging it is to human health. PM: s, which is particulate matter that is particularly damaging as the
particles are small enough to get deep into the lungs. and perhaps even enter the bloodstream. Children
are at increased risk of health impacts from PM as their lungs are still developing, and PM can exacerbate
asthma or acute respiratory disease. Elevated levels of PM will also aggravate adults with COPD. asthma.
coronary artery disease, or congestive heart Failure. When particle levels in the air are high. older adults
are more likely to be hospitalized, and death from aggravated heart or lung disease may occur.37

NON emissions also contribute to the formation of ground-level ozone. When ozone occurs at ground level
it presents a serious air quality problem in many parts of the United States, including this Commonwealth.
Ground level ozone is Formed when pollutants emitted from a variety of sources. including power plants.
react with sunlight. Ozone negatively affects human health as it irritates the respiratory system. reduces
lung function, aggravates asthma, and infiames and damages the lining of the lungs.38 Those especially at
risk from ground-level ozone exposure are children, adults who are active outdoors, and those with
underlying respiratory issues such as asthma.

A 2017 independent study by Abt Associates. a global research firm focused on health and environmental
policy, on the ‘Analysis of the Public Health Impacts of the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative. 2009-
2014” showed that participating states gained significant health benefits in the first six years of RGGI
implementation alone. From 2009-20 14, the participating states avoided around 24% ofCO: emissions
that would have othenvise been emitted during that period, resulting in around S5 billion in avoided health
related costs.39 Since this proposed rulemaking would lead to a 31% reduction of projected CO:
emissions, or avoided emissions, over the next decade, this Commonwealth is likely to see similar gains in
health benefits.

A recent study led by researchers from the Columbia Center for Children’s Environmental Health at
Columbia University Mailman School of Public Health (“Columbia study”), published on July 29. 2020.

EPA. Sulfur Dioxide (SO) Pollution. www.epagov’so2-pollution/sulfur-dioxide-basics#what is so.
° EPA. Particulate Pollution and Your Health, September 2003, htIps://nepis.ena.uov/Exe/ZvPDF.cui?Docke=PlO0lEX6.IxI.
fl hi

EPA, Health Effects of Ground-Level Ozone,
http://web.archiveorcweb/20160220023 128/http:./Avww3.epaj1ov.’airqualitv!ozonepollution/health.html.

Abi Associates. “Analysis of the Public Health Impacts ofthe Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative, 2009-2014,” January 2017,
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on the “Co-Benefits to Children’s I-lealth of the U.S. Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative” indicates that
the health benefits from RGGI are even more significant than estimated in 2017 by Abt Associates. The
Columbia study concluded that Ehe co-pollutant reductions resulting from RGGI have provided
considerable child health benefits to participating and neighboring states. In particular. between 2009-
2014. RGGI resulted in an estimated 537 avoided cases of childhood asthma. 112 avoided preterm births,
98 avoided cases of autism spectrum disorder, and 56 avoided cases of term low birthweight. Those child
health benefits also have significant economic value, estimated at SI 99.6—358.2 million betseen 2009 and
2014 alone. However, the researchers note that the actual health benefits are even greater than estimated
because the analysis does not capture the future health benefits related to reductions in childhood PM2.5
exposure and mitigating climate change. such as fewer heat-related illnesses or cases of vector-borne
disease to which children are especially vulnerable.40

Figure 1. C02, NO and SO2 Emission Reductions Comparison.

Avoided Emissions ThroUgh 2030

C02 Ernsocns miicnshcrtr.cns

Ncx En sscns (thc’usad thcrt tcn

502 Enscns thcufandhcrttcns

ECC ECU 7CC EDO SCO aCID

502 Ens ons thousand short riox Em sscns.:hcusmd ,or CDI Ensscns in cn chat
tonc tcn$i tonsi

•flGC — rwemeflc 222

•Susne±z Uajai 640 lIE Sn

•PG — n’.estents •Eu5neUam ,EAUi

Benefit-per-Thu (BPI) .fethodologi

To calculate the public health benefits of avoided emissions, the Department used the EPA’s Regional
Benefit-per-Ton (BPT) methodology.4’ This approach applies an average benefit per ton derived from
modeling of benefits of specific air quality scenarios. The EPA’s benefit-per-ton approach “relies on
estimates of human health responses to exposure to PM and ozone obtained from the peer-reviewed
scientific literature.”32 These estimates are then used in conjunction with emissions reductions or avoided
emissions to conduct health impact and economic benefit assessments.

31) Frederica Perera. David Cooley, Alique Berberian. David Mills. and Patrick Kinney, “Co-Benefits to Children’s Health of the
U.S. Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative,” Environmental Health Perspectives. Vol. 128, No.7, July 2020.
https://ehp.niehs.nih.gov/doi!l 0. 1289/EHP6706.

EPA, Regulalory Impact Analysis for the Clean Power Plan Final Rule, October 2015,
https://www3.cpaaov•ttnecas I ‘doa/riautilities na final-clean—pover-plan-e’dsung-units 201 5—08.ndf
42 Id.

C ICC 200 CD 2CC
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Specifically, to calculate benefits of avoided emissions, the Department multiplied the benefit-per-ion
estimates (using the 3% discount rate) by the corresponding emission reductions that were generated from
the power sector modeling for this proposed rulemaking. This methodology relies on two U sets of co
efficient for calculations, from two cohort studies. The Krewski calculation serves as the lower bound and
the Lepeule calculation as the upper bound of projected impacts. As this proposed rulemaking spans the
Eimeframe of 2022 to 2030. so does the analysis of the health benefits due to avoided emissions. However.
the emission reductions from this proposed rulemaking will provide benefits that extend well beyond
2030. Based on these calculations, the public health benefits to this Commonwealth ofavoided S02 and
NO emissions range between $2.79 billion to $6.3 billion by 2030. averaging between $232 million to
$525 million per year.

Table 2. Public Health Benefits of Emissions Reductions.

Avoided Emissions Krewski (low-end) Lepeule (high-end)
• Benefits olAvoided SO: Emissions $2.415.130.517 I $5.458234.l59
I Benefits of Avoided NOx Emissions 5372.171.575 5840349.945

TOTAL 52.787.302.092 56.298.984.104

h;eu/eiicc—per— Ton (BPT) Afethodologi

The Department used the EPA’s Regional Incidence-per-Ton (IPT) methodolog which calculates total
avoided incidences of major health issues and avoided lost work and school days due to reduced
emissions. Again, to calculate reduced incidences of avoided emissions, we multiplied the incidence-per-
ton estimates (using the 3% discount rate) by the corresponding emission reductions that were generated
from the power sector modeling for this proposed rulemaking. Again, using the Kreski and Lepeule
incidence co-efficients as the lower and upper bound respectively.

Through 2030. it is estimated that beteen 282 and 639 premature deaths will be avoided in this
Commonwealth due to emission reductions directly resulting from this proposed rulemaking.

Table 3. Avoided Premature Deaths by 2030 from emissions reductions from this regulation.

I Avoided Deaths by 2030
Krewski I 282
Lepeule I 639

Children and adults alike will suffer less from respiratory illnesses. The methodology projects 31.000
fewer incidences of upper and lower respiratory symptoms which will lead to reduced emergency
department visits and avoided hospital admissions. Healthier children will be able to play more, as
incidences of minor restricted-activity days decline on the order of almost 500.000 days between now and
2030. Adults would be healthier as well. The methodology projects over 83.000 avoided lost workdays
due to health impacts.

° EPA, Co-eff9cients for the Eastern Region for both the IPT and BPT Methodologies can be found in the Regulatory Impact
Analysis for the Clean Power Plan Final Rule, October 2015, https:/!www3.cpa.ov;ttnecasl ‘docs/riaiutilities na final-clean
nower-nlan-existintz-units 201 5-08.pdf.
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Table 4. Avoided Health Impacts by 2030 from emission reductions from this regulation.44

Encidences per Ton (IPT) Avoided Incidences Through 2030
Emergency department visits for asthma 335
Acute bronchitis (age 8—12) 1,011
Lower respiratory symptoms 12,898
Upper respiratory symptoms 18,458
Minor restricted-activity days 495,487
Lost workdays (age 18—65) 83,639
Asthma exacerbation (age 6—18) 45,299

Hospital Admissions. Respiratory 21

Hospital Admissions, Cardiovascular 258

Investment ojAuetwn Proceeds Benefits C’otisu,,,e,v CPU! the Econonv

The proceeds generated from this proposed rulemaking would be invested into programs that would
reduce air pollution and create positive economic impacts in this Commonwealth. The Department plans
to develop a draft plan for public comment outlining reinvestment options separate from this proposed
rulemaking. However, the Department conducted modeling to estimate the economic impacts of this
proposed rulemaking. The Department analyzed the net economic benefits of the program investments
using the Regional Economic Model. Inc. (REMI) model. The extensive economic modeling will help the
Department determine the best ways to invest the auction proceeds in this Commonwealth to maximize
emission reductions and economic benefits. The modeling anticipates that in the first year of participation
in RGGI. approximately $300 million in auction proceeds will be generated for the use in the elimination
of air pollution in this Commonwealth. The auction proceeds would be spent on programs related to the
regulatory goal, and the Department modeled a scenario in which the proceeds are invested in energy
efficiency, renewable energy and GHG abatement.

The proceeds will aid this Commonwealth in the transition toward a clean energy economy. In 2015. the
EPA noted that the energy market was moving toward cleaner sources of energy and states needed to make
plans for and invest in the next generation of power production, particularly considering that current assets
and infrastructure were aging. By strategically investing the proceeds. this Commonwealth can help
ensure that, as new investments are being made, they are integrated with the need to address GHG
pollution from the electric generation sector. See 80 FR 64661, 64678 (October 23, 2015). There are
energy transitions occurring both in this Commonwealth and nationally.

Nationally, the last ten years have seen coal’s position steadily erode due to a combination of low
electricity demand, mounting concern over climate, and increased competition from natural gas and
renewables. The same is true for coal generation in this Commonwealth. Since 2005, electricity
generation in this Commonwealth has shifted from higher carbon-emitting electricity generation sources,
such as coal, to lower and zero emissions generation sources, such as natural gas, and renewable energy.
Between now and 2030, coal generation is expected to decline dramatically. In 2010. coal generation
represented 47% of this Commonwealth’s generation portfolio and is expected to decline to roughly 1%
of this Commonwealth’s generation portfolio in 2030.’ This shift away from coal-fired generation
occurs irrespective of this Commonwealth’s participation in RGGI. Anticipating the need for transition,

Id.
EIA, State Electricity Profiles 2010, January 2012, www.eia.!ov/electricitv/state/archive/sep2Ol0.pdf.
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for thesecommunitiesand employees,auctionproceedscan be usedto mitigate theseimpactsand assist
communitiesand families throughthe energytransition. This could include repoweringof the existing
coal-firedpowerplantsto natural gas, investmentsin worker training or othercommunity-basedsupport
programs.

The Departmentwould investa portion of the proceedsin energyefficiency initiatives becauseenergy
efficiency is a low-cost resourcefor achievingCO2 emissionreductionswhile reducingpeakdemandand
ultimately reducingelectricity costs. Lower energycostscreatenumerousbenefitsacrossthe economy,
allowing families to invest in otherpriorities and businessesto expand. Energyefficiency savingscan be
achievedcost-effectivelyby upgradingappliancesand lighting. weatherizingand insulating buildings.
upgradingHVAC and improving industrial processes.Additionally, all consumersbenefit from energy
efficiency programs.not just direct programparticipantsbecausefocusedinvestmentin energyefficiency
can lower peakelectricity demandand can decreaseoverall electricity costswhich resultsin savingsfor all
energy consumers.Additionally, energyefficiency projectsare labor-intensivewhich createslocal jobs
and boostslocal economy. For instance,projectsinvolving homeretrofits directly spuremploymentgains
in the housingand constructionindustries.

Investinga portion of the auctionproceedsinto energyefficiency initiatives is also crucial to addressing
the impactsof climatechangeon consumers.According to the NCA4. rising temperaturesare projectedto
reducethe efficiency of powergenerationwhile increasingenergydemands,resulting in higherelectricity
costs. Energyefficiency will help lessenthoseimpactsby putting downwardpressureon both demandand
electricity costs.

Historically, the participatingstateshaveinvesteda significantportion of their auctionproceedsin energy
efficiency programs. According to RGGI’s 2017 InvestmentReport.46over the lifetime of the installed
measures,the investmentsmadein energyefficiency in 2017 aloneare projectedto saveparticipantsover
$879 million on energybills, providing benefitsto more than 29 1.000participatinghouseholdsand 2.600
participatingbusinesses.The investmentsare also projectedto ftirther avoid the releaseof6.6 million
short tonsof CO2 pollution.

The Departmentwould also invest a portion of the proceedsin cleanand renewableelectricity generation.
such as energyderived from cleanor zeroemissionssourcesincluding geothermal.hydropower.solarand
wind. Clean and renewableenergysystemsreducerelianceon fossil fuels and provide climate resilience
benefits,including reducedrelianceon centralizedpower. They also otTer the opportunityto savemoney
on electricity costsby installing on-siterenewableenergyand also reducepower lost through transmission
and distribution. Investingin cleanand reneableprojectswill help this Commonwealthmeet its climate
goals,drive in-stateinvestmentsandjob creation,and lessenthe pressureon the CO? allowancebudgetby
generatingmore electricity without additionalemissions.

The participatingstatesinvested 14% of their 2017 auctionproceedsin cleanand renewableenergy
projects. Over the lifetime of the projectsinstalled in 2017. theseinvestmentsare projectedto offset
$329.6million in energyexpensesfor nearly 500 householdsand businesses,The investmentsare also
projectedto avoid the releaseof 1.2 million short tonsof C02emissions.17
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