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The DECC Call for Evidence for the 2050 Pathways Analysis ran from 27 July to 5 October 2010. The text below shows the answers where responses were provided; not all respondents replied to all questions.


Organisation name: Food and Drink Federation


Q1. Scope of model:

Q1.a. Combined Heat and Power should be included in the model. If CHP receives the right policy framework and financial support, it has the potential to be an important low carbon technology in many industrial and commercial sectors including food and drink manufacturing.
We are concerned about the reliance of Carbon Capture and Storage in the Industrial Process sector. This is a fairly major assumption that still applies even if CCS is kept at Level 1 on the CCS supply side option. It is difficult to see CCS going ahead for industry if it is not being adopted on a large scale in power generation. The model needs to address Industrial emissions reductions options and scenarios that would be independent of CCS. 

Q2. Scope of sectors:

Q2.a. We are concerned that the Industrial Processes brings together two separate  factors – size of industry and level of efficiency – which have been combined to provide the 4 alternative directions of travel. We would regard this as restrictive and suggest that they should be separated. 
The size of industry is linked to the wider role of manufacturing as part of the UK economy, its contribution to GDP, employment etc. and, in the case of UK food and drink manufacturing, food security, as well as its role in contributing to a low carbon economy. This should be assessed separately from the assessment of energy efficiency and the adoption of low carbon technology within the sector.  
A separate ‘size’ category would also clearly illustrate and bring to the fore discussions and trade-offs between  having a significant UK manufacturing base contributing to the UK economy with a certain level of emissions or, alternatively, no UK manufacturing where we import all our goods from countries whose carbon intensity is somewhat higher than the UK! This illustrates a fundamental concern with the model in that only accounts for UK production emissions and not UK consumption emissions. Simply ‘off shoring’ emissions (as in the case in Industrial Processes Option D) will undermine the environmental integrity of the model.     
A separate set of options for energy efficiency would allow the opportunity to explore other options, such as CHP, on site renewables, anaerobic digestion etc. in more detail. It would also allow the opportunity to explore scenarios such as heat from low carbon electricity and biomass options in a more iterative manner as alternatives to fossil fuel based heat production rather than just looking at the efficiency of current fossil fuel based heat options as per the current approach. 
Sector Segmentation
Industrial emissions cover a very broad spectrum of sectors covering an equally broad range of activities that give rise to these emissions. The segmentation used identifies 3 sectors that have process emissions and one ‘other sector’ which represents 73% of the sectors energy consumption. In terms of energy use the Food and Drink sector accounts for around 10% of the whole sector – equivalent  in size to the metals sector. Given the points above we think there could be benefit in going to a greater level of granularity in sector segmentation and would be pleased to work with DECC to explore this further. 
Q2.c. The ‘alternative directions’ approach is sensible for those sectors where there are complex and competing interactions in the individual sector pathways. We recognise this approach is adopted to keep the model manageable but invariably the result of using this approach necessitated the bringing together different issues that individually could be modelled on a level of ambition scale. Please see comments under 2(a)

Q3. Input assumptions and methodologies

Q3.a Please see answers to Q2 above

