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1. Welcome

PIRT Chairman Andrew Barrett welcomed participants to the 28" meeting
Mr. Barrett stated that the three major items to be taken up at this meetin

the PIRT.
e review of

the 2017 CSLF Technology Roadmap (TRM), and an update fro
exploring existing and new ideas for possible future Technical G

2. Introduction of Meeting Attendees

PIRT meeting attendees introduced themselves.  twg SLF delegations were
represented at the meeting.

Adoption of Agenda

ognition procedures and to make it consistent with the CSLF Charter. Mr.
ynch acknowledged the help of both Ryozo Tanaka and Max Watson in
assembling all the changes into an annotated draft of the revised ToR.

e A PIRT working group was organized to explore and suggest approaches for
tracking follow-up and progress on TRM recommendations.

Mr. Lynch concluded his report by stating that there was one Action Item from the
previous PIRT meeting: the Secretariat was asked to produce a new version of the PIRT
Terms of Reference which incorporates all agreed changes, and this has been completed.
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6. Review and Approval of Project Proposed for CSLF-Recognition:
Enabling Onshore CO2 Storage in Europe (ENOS)

Marie Gastine, representing BRGM and the CO>GeoNet Association, gaye
technical presentation about the ENOS project. This is a multi-faceted

include COz injection testing in order to validate tg
monltorrng preservation of potable groundwat

was unanimous consensus b
Technical Group Project

al meeting there was agreement that the PIRT
re progress toward carbon capture and storage (CCS)

where progress on implementing recommendations from the TRM
orklng group would monitor the status of the TRM’s prlorrty

woOrk on more than one topic). Overall there would be seven topics: one for the 2025
target for global CO> storage (400 megatonnes per year, or 1,800 megatonnes
cumulative), one that lumps together the five recommendations under the Policy Group,
and one for each of the five recommendations under the Technical Group:

e Facilitate CCS infrastructure development;

e Leverage existing large-scale projects to promote knowledge-exchange
opportunities;
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e Drive costs down along the entire CCS chain through research, development and
demonstration (RD&D);

e Facilitate innovative business models for CCS projects; and
e Facilitate implementation of CO> utilization

Mr. Eide stated that a template could be used for reporting, and the g

interest in CCS as well as CSLF delegates. There would be a 5
working group, and corrective actions (where warranted) cowd i ; F<shdps /
task forces / webinars with allied organizations and other j
communications or other interactions with government other staeholders

stating benefits

organizations and other stakeholders, and trang I into a living document
to which decision makers pay attention.

discussion for any delegates who want
on the agenda for the next PIR

gCtivities and possible new ones in advance of a
more detailed glisgussie in& the next day’s full Technical Group Meeting. At the
2017 CSLF Mid- ¥ ©tifg, § working group (led by Norway) had been created by
the Tech' 3 all unaddressed items in the Action Plan from 2015,
gal, and review past task force reports to see if any updates

). JAdditionally, there are twelve other possible future actions, identified by the
ing group, but there had not yet been any consensus to form task forces
ese possible actions. There have also been seven actions which were

Ensuing discussion centered on other task force options which had achieved a high
prioritization ranking from the working group, though decisions on these items would be
made at the next day’s full Technical Group meeting. Mark Ackiewicz suggested that
the Technical group take a new look at Utilization Options for CO2, which had been the
topic of a previous task force in 2011-2013. There was additional discussion concerning
the merits or forming task forces in the areas of CO, Capture by Mineralization,
Reviewing Best Practices and Standards for Geologic Monitoring and storage, and
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Global Scaling of CCS. Brian Allison inquired if any of these would qualify for a study
by the IEA Greenhouse Gas R&D Programme (IEAGHG), and James Craig responded
that the IEAGHG welcomed suggestions of this nature and mentioned that CSLF
backing could be influential but that there was a defined process for new,#ydies and that
not all proposals resulted in studies being commissioned.

9. General Discussion and New Business

that might arise from review of completed submission forg j 1 inated
for CSLF recognition. Richard Lynch suggested that the '




	MEETING SUMMARY
	LIST OF ATTENDEES
	Invited Speaker
	Observers
	1. Welcome
	2. Introduction of Meeting Attendees
	3. Adoption of Agenda
	4. Approval of Meeting Summary from Abu Dhabi PIRT Meeting
	5. Report from CSLF Secretariat
	6. Review and Approval of Project Proposed for CSLF-Recognition: Enabling Onshore CO2 Storage in Europe (ENOS)
	7. Measuring Progress on Recommendations from the 2017 TRM
	Lars Ingolf Eide made a presentation that followed up on one of the outcomes from the December 2017 PIRT meeting.  At that meeting there was agreement that the PIRT should find ways on how to measure progress toward carbon capture and storage (CCS) in...
	Mr. Eide proposed that the working group operate under a single lead coordinator, with topics to be assigned to one or more working group members (each of whom may have to work on more than one topic).  Overall there would be seven topics: one for the...
	 Facilitate CCS infrastructure development;
	 Leverage existing large-scale projects to promote knowledge-exchange opportunities;
	 Drive costs down along the entire CCS chain through research, development and demonstration (RD&D);
	 Facilitate innovative business models for CCS projects; and
	 Facilitate implementation of CO2 utilization
	Mr. Eide stated that a template could be used for reporting, and the overall approach should include participation of CSLF allied organizations and other stakeholders with an interest in CCS as well as CSLF delegates.  There would be annual reports fr...
	Ensuing discussion confirmed that this is one of the PIRT’s most important areas of interest.  There was consensus that the details for moving forward in this area were not solvable at the current meeting but that the Secretariat would moderate an off...
	8. Update from Working Group on Evaluating Existing and New Ideas for Possible Future Technical Group Actions
	9. General Discussion and New Business
	10. Adjourn
	Summary of Meeting Outcomes
	Actions

