Comment 1 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Keene

Email Address: Matthew.K eene@live.com
Affiliation:

Subject: capandtradeprf14
Comment:

I am concerned with the proposed anendnents regarding rice
cultivation. | agree that nethane |evels should be reduced, but the
proposed changes increase nitrogen levels. Nitrogen is nore of a
concern in regards to ground level air pollution. There are

nurmer ous CARB prograns ai med at reduci ng oxi des of nitrogen (NOXs)
and this seenms contradictory. In addition, what will this program
of increased periodicity of drainage do to water consunption? Thank
you for the ability to be heard.

VIR,
- Mat t hew Keene

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-11-21 09:08:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Mielke

Email Address: mmielke@svlg.org
Affiliation: Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Subject: Rice Offsets Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease find attached Silicon Valley Leadership G oup's support for
the Rice Ofsets Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/3-capandtradeprf14-
B3QFdVE8BzMBWABY.docx'

Origina File Name: SVLG Rice protocol offsets support |etter on letterhead.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-01 15:56:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Adrian

Last Name: Miller

Email Address; amiller@orminc.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on CAPANDTRADEPRF14
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/4-capandtradeprf14-
WjUHCc1A8VVKEY QBv.doc'

Original File Name: ORM Comment Letter to ARB 12-2-14.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-02 12:47:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Christopher

Last Name: Newton

Email Address: cnewton@green-assets.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Proposed Amendments to the Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S.
Forest
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached letter regardi ng proposed anendnents to
the Conpliance Ofset Protocol for U S. Forest Projects.

Respectful ly,

Chri st opher Newt on
Chi ef Executive Oficer
G een Assets, Inc.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/5-capandtradeprf14-VTY HblOxUG5QMwIn.pdf’
Original File Name: Comments on the Proposed Forest Offset Project Protocol Amendments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-05 12:16:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Partin

Email Address: ckaneshige@amforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AFRC Comments on U.S. Forest Projects Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

Attached are the Anerican Forest Resource Council's comments.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/7-capandtradeprf14-VjdUNAFyU2NXDgNg.pdf'

Origina File Name: AFRC Comments on U.S. Forest Projects Compliance Offset Protocol 12-
10-14.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-10 14:41:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Roger

Last Name: Williams

Email Address; rwilliams@Dbluesource.com
Affiliation: Blue Source LLC

Subject: Blue Source comment letter regarding proposed changes to forest projects protocol
Comment:

Thank you in advance for considering the attached comment letter as
part of the Board review process.

Roger WIIians
Pr esi dent
Bl ue Source LLC

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/8-capandtradeprf14-ViRWPFYiAzUKU1Aj.pdf'
Origina File Name: Blue Source Comments re ARB Forestry Protocol Revisions final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-11 15:13:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Scharf

Email Address: rscharf @esinc.cc
Affiliation: Environmental Services, Inc.

Subject: Comments on proposed rice protocol
Comment:

1. During ALM project verifications, the farmers are very concerned
about revealing too much information to the general public and

ot her farmers. These di scl osures were not as inclusive and
revealing as the ones required in the rice protocol. A systemto
obscure sone information fromthe general public, perhaps by making
OPCs anonymous to all but ARB, the project devel oper, verifier and
consul tant, shoul d be devi sed.

2. Witing for additional information on bailing rice straw residue
as a project activity is wise. Wiat would the destination of the
straw be? What are the repercussions to SOC when crop residues are
gl eaned fromrice fields? However, we urge active research to
resol ve the issue, and include baling as an activity if studies
denpnstrate no adverse environnental effects.

3.1t is not clear whether every field nust be verified at each
verification. If so, a sanpling of fields to be visited by
verifiers, using nethods simlar to the risk analysis method in the
CAR protocol, should be considered.

4. During the pilot verification program please consider studying
the possibilities of holding verifications over several eligible
crop years, rather than each one.

5. Enacting early drainage activities in preparation for harvest
requires that verification bodies send crop experts into each field
to verify the stage of growh of the rice at the time of field

drai nage. Unpredictable growi ng conditions may require that the
crop expert visit fields two or nore tinmes to first document the
stage of crop growth, and then to docunent the degree of drainage
inthe field. The stated purpose for verifying the stage of growth
is to ensure that rice yields do not suffer as a result of the new
management practice. This requirenent seens unnecessarily onerous.
It will increase verification costs significantly and potentially
interfere with farm ng operations if the verification body is

del ayed for unforeseen reasons.

The requirenent to verify the stage of crop growth during grow ng
operations puts the verifier in an awkward position of being a crop
consul tant instead of an unbiased third party.

Mai ntai ning crop yield should be left entirely to the grower.
Carbon offset credits are unlikely to reach a price that woul d
tenpt a farnmer to reduce crop yields in order to devel op them
Since yield nust be reported, why not apply a deduction in offset



credits when there is a significant decrease in yield for weather
conditions of that grow ng season?

In addition, time-stanped photos are already depended upon to
docunent the tim ng of drai nage operations. Perhaps a nethod can be
devised to renmptely nonitor and docunment the growh stage of the
crop without a series of costly early site visits, if proving the
growm h stage at the tine of field drainage is indispensable.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-12 07:09:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Derik

Last Name: Broekhoff

Email Address: derik@climateactionreserve.org
Affiliation: Climate Action Reserve

Subject: Comments on Rice Cultivation COP and Proposed Updates to the Forest COP
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent for the Cinate Action Reserve's
conments regarding the proposed Rice Cultivation Project Conpliance
O fset Protocol and proposed updates to the U S. Forest Project
Conpl i ance Offset Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/10-capandtradeprf14-
VTYFYgR3UISVMAZp.pdf'

Original File Name: CAR Comments on Forest COP Proposed Updates and Proposed Rice
Cultivation COP.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-12 16:08:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Shaffer

Email Address: steven.shaffer@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: American Farmland Trust

Subject: Rice Cultivation Projects Compliance Offset Protocol M ethane
Comment:

Pl ease see attached coments regarding the Rice Cultivation
Projects Conpliance Offset Protocol from Anerican Farm and Trust.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/11-capandtradeprf14-
AmNVPIUxUXBWOQdO.docx'

Original File Name: American Farmland Trust comments to CARB 20141212.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-14 16:54:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Alexandra

Last Name: Leumer

Email Address. aleumer@tnc.org
Affiliation:

Subject: TNC
Comment:

The Nature Conservancy appreci ates the opportunity to provide the
attached comments on the California Air Resources Board Proposed
Rice Cultivation Project Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/12-capandtradeprf14-
UiZQOFAYUFwGCcIM6.pdf'

Original File Name: TNC Rice Protocol comment letter 12 15 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 10:56:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Parkhurst

Email Address: rparkhurst@edf.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: EDF Comments on ARB Rice Cultivation Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease accept these coments on behal f of the Environnental Defense
Fund. W look forward to the California Air Resources Board
Meeting on Decenber 18. Feel free to reach out to us with any
guesti ons you have regardi ng these coments.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/13-capandtradeprf14-
UzZTMQdgAwS8GY 1c4.pdf'

Original File Name: EDF Comments on ARB Rice Cultivation Protocol . pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 10:56:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Ford

Email Address: davidforf27@gmail.com
Affiliation: L& C Carbon LLC

Subject: Comments of Proposed Revisions to Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S. Forest
Projects
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter contai ning comments on ARB' s proposed
revisions to Conpliance Ofset Protocol for U S. Forest Projects
and Cap and Trade Regul ati ons.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/14-capandtradeprf14-
WzddBFc1lUFXWMwFg.pdf’

Original File Name: L& C Carbon_Comments_Forest Protocol Proposed
Revisions 12 15 2014.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 11:16:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Stewart

Email Address: billstewart@berkeley.edu
Affiliation: University of California Berkeley

Subject: 3 math inconsistenciesin the proposed Forest amendments that should be clarified
Comment:

A letter on 3 mat hematical inconsistencies is attached.
Wl liam Stewart

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/15-capandtradeprf14-
BnUAcgdjV3MAZwd1.pdf'

Origina File Name: Stewart dec 15 2104 arb comment | etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 11:31:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Phillips

Email Address: dphillips@chugach.com
Affiliation: Chugach Alaska Corporation

Subject: IFM Protocol Admendments
Comment:

Attached are Chugach Al aska Corporation's coments regarding the
Air Resources Board suggested | FM Protocol Amendnents.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/16-capandtradeprf14-
AGNQNwZYUWMHaAd1.pdf'

Original File Name: CA Air Resources Board Hearing Letter 12 15 2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 11:43:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kaarsten

Last Name: Turner Dalby

Email Address: kaarsten@forestlandgroup.com
Affiliation: The Forestland Group, LLC

Subject: Proposed forestry protocol changes
Comment:

Dear Chairperson Nichol s:

The Forestland G oup, LLC nanages over 3.5 million acres of
naturally regenerating hardwood forests in 20 US states and four
countries. W are the fourth |argest private |andowner in the
United States, and we were the first TIMOto certify our entire
portfolio under the FSCTM principles and criteria. W have already
regi stered the largest offset project listed on the ARB. W

beli eve that our forest nmanagenment objectives are conpatible with
the current forestry protocol and are contenpl ating devel opi ng
addi ti onal projects. However, the proposed changes to the forestry
protocol would nmake it inpossible for us to do so.

VWil e we generally support the proposed Regul atory Revi ew Update
we are concerned with the follow ng provisions:

1. New Basil| Area Standards and Associ ated Buffered Areas

The inposition of this requirement will nake it practically

i npossible to develop a forestland carbon project which is not
located within California and certain other Iimted areas of the
Paci fi c Northwest.

2. Modified nmethod for establishing Mninum Baseline Levels (“ML")
for IFM projects with Initial Carbons Stocking above Conmon
Practice

The proposed new nethod for determining MBL for |FM projects with
initial carbon stocking above Conmon Practice will nmake nany
contenpl ated carbon projects unfeasible. Landowners will be
reluctant to devel op forest carbon projects on their nost highly
stocked acreage and will thereby forego the meaningful climte
benefits which would result from preventing aggressive harvesting
on these tracts.

3. The Common Practice val ues update for private | FM projects

Proposed new Common Practice values do not accurately reflect
forest stocking which results frompractical “conmon practice”
forest managenment because the values fail to account for the
cyclical effects of the tinber market on wood product demand and
forest stocks.

* * *



In addition to the concerns outline above, as | relayed in a
nmeeting to ARB staff |ast Decenber, we remain concerned with the
current definition of a “Forest Omer” and an Ofset Project
Qperator. W strongly believe that these definitions should be
nodified to reflect the reality with respect to forest ownership
over the long term W typically own our forests for a period of
10 to 15 years, during which tine we nmay devel op a carbon project.
At the end of this investnent period, we typically sell the
property, and it may often be sold in several parcels to different
buyers. If the selling TIMO has placed a carbon project on the
property, it is appropriate for buyers to assume their respective
obligations with respect to the project. They should not be
expect ed, however, to becone jointly and severally liable for the
failure of an unrelated party to conply with the Protocol in the
future.

Chapter 3.5.1 of the Protocol also requires that a new owner of

ti mberl ands must agree to take over the forest project
responsibilities and conmitnents or the project will be term nated
and offsets nust be retired in an amunt equal to or in excess of
t hose whi ch have been issued. This requirenent restricts the
ability of a tinberland owner to sell land which is included in the
project for at |east 100 years. This has the practical effect of
greatly elimnating the nunber of forest projects which are
considered. W believe that forest owners should be allowed to
sell or transfer a portion of a forest project free and cl ear of
the forest project responsibilities and comritnents provided that
the OPO or APD has undertaken additional verification prior to the
sal e whi ch updates the project baseline, confirms the anmpunt of
ARBCCs attributable to the portion of the project which is being
sold and withdrawn, and, if the nunber of ARBOCs exceed a
materiality threshold, then the OPO or APD would be required to
retire a sufficient number of ARBOCs to account for those
attributable to the conveyed property.

W greatly appreciate the serious thought and effort which the ARB
has devoted to the Regul atory Revi ew Update and hope you will

consi der the foregoing conmments to further refine the Update so
that it will further incentivize the devel opnent of forest

proj ects.

Ki nd Regards,

Kaar st en Turner Dal by

Vi ce President

The Forestland Group, LLC

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 12:34:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: George

Last Name: Gentry

Email Address: george.gentry @bof.ca.gov
Affiliation: Board of Forestry and Fire Protection

Subject: Comment US Forestry Project Offset Protocols
Comment:

Conments from Board of Forestry and Fire Protection

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/18-capandtradeprf14-
UTAGclU2BwsFY ARr.pdf’

Origina File Name: arb comment 12-15-14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 12:12:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Brink

Email Address: steveb@calforests.org
Affiliation: California Forestry Association

Subject: U.S. Forest Protocol
Comment:

Comments from California Forestry Association are attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/19-capandtradeprf14-
BTRRYwY2AGEGMV Rg.docx'

Original File Name: 141214 CFA_to ARB_comment_on_changes to_forest_protocol.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 12:54:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Nussbaumer

Email Address: enussbaumer@fwwatch.org
Affiliation: Food & Water Watch

Subject: Offsets Are A False Solution
Comment:

On behal f of Food & Water Watch (FWWN, a national advocacy

organi zati on headquartered i n Washi ngton, DC, and our approxi mately
100, 000 nenbers, supporters and activists in California, | wite to
express our opposition to the Proposed Amendnments to Sections
95802, 95973, 95975, 95976, 95981, 95985, and 95990, title 17,
California Code of Regulations (CCR) under consideration for the
Decenber 18, 2014 public hearing. This comrent specifically
addresses the issue of offsets —the proposed Rice Cultivation
Conpliance Offsets, as well as the proposed updates to the U.S.
Forest Conpliance Ofset Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/20-capandtradeprf 14-
AWdUPQFvBzABWANC.pdf'

Original File Name: Food & Water Watch Comment 121514.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 13:12:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Monica

Last Name: McBride

Email Address: monica@c-agg.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Rice Protocol Comments
Comment:

Dear ARB,

Pl ease see attachment for the Coalition of Agricultural G eenhouse
Gases' coments on ARB' s draft of the Rice Cultivation Ofset
Protocol dated 10/28/2014. W |look forward to continuing to foll ow
t he devel opnents related to this protocol

Regar ds,
Moni ca

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/21-capandtradeprf 14-
WijlcdwNjU2dXNgZZ.docx'

Original File Name: C-AGG FINAL Comments on ARB Rice Cultivation Protocol.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 13:40:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Dettman

Email Address: steve.dettman@eraecosystems.com
Affiliation: Era Ecosystem Services

Subject: Comments on US Forest Protocol Revisions
Comment:

To Whiom It May Concern,

Era Ecosystem Services is pleased to provide our coment letter in
response to the revised US Forest Protocol. W would also like to
strongly endorse the comment letter drafted and submitted by Blue
Source on this sane topic.

Al the best,

Era Ecosystem Services

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/22-capandtradeprf 14-Wj9cK FExV FgKaQZI.pdf’

Original File Name: Era Ecosystem Services Comments on US Forest Protocol Revisions
Posted 2....pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 13:58:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Murray

Email Address: cmurray @nafoalliance.org
Affiliation: National Alliance of Forest Owners

Subject: Comments on the Compliance Offset Protocol: U.S. Forest Projects
Comment:

Attached please find the comments of the National Alliance of
Forest Omers on the Conpliance Offset Protocol: U S. Forest
Proj ect s.

Dave Tenny
President & CEO

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/23-capandtradeprf14-
AMNSIY 1BWwtQMAIm.pdf'

Original File Name: ARB Forest offset protocol comments-2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:04:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jessica

Last Name: Orrego

Email Address: jorrego@winrock.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Proposed Amendments to US Forests Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmmrents.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/24-capandtradeprf14-
BmdRNFIhBAhXMIc4.pdf*

Original File Name: ACR comments to ARB on Proposed Forestry Protocol December 2014
FINAL.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 13:56:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Murphy

Email Address. emurphy@spi-ind.com
Affiliation: Sierra Pacific Industries

Subject: ARB Hearing Dec 18th US Forest Protocol Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find SPI comments attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/25-capandtradeprf 14-A X1 CdFA4A g5X JAI6.pdf'
Origina File Name: SPI US Forest Protocol Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:12:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jonathan

Last Name: Pomp

Email Address: jpomp@esinc.cc
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Proposed Updates to the US Forests Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

See attachnent.

Thank You for your consideration.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/26-capandtradeprf14-
AmdcKVQ8V 1sFdlUm.pdf’

Original File Name:
ESI_USForest_Protocol _December2014 Updates Comments FINAL _2014-12-15.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:33:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Rynearspn

Email Address. grynear @greendiamond.com
Affiliation: Green Diamond Resource Co

Subject: Proposed revisions to U.S. Forest Management Protocol
Comment:

| etter attached.
Thank you

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/27-capandtradeprf14-
VCRVIVQ6BUXIAaQV 2.pdf'

Origina File Name: ProposedRevisions.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:41:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Levesque

Email Address: slevesque@campbellglobal.com
Affiliation: Campbell Global

Subject: Proposed changes to US Forest Projects Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease see attached docunent

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/28-capandtradeprf14-
VjVdPANdWWLQJIAI.pdf'

Original File Name: CG ARB Comment 12152014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:38:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Katie

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address: sullivan@ieta.org
Affiliation: IETA

Subject: IETA Comments on Regulation Amendments and Protocols for Rice & Forestry
Comment:

Many thanks, in advance, for considering the attached conments as
part of the ARB Board review process. Please do not hesitate to
contact me, if you have questions or further infornmation requests
related to | ETA's attached submi ssion.

War m Regar ds,
Katie Sullivan

North Anerica & Climate Finance Director
| ETA

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/29-capandtradeprf14-
AGKGZV AlIBzUHX gJx.pdf*

Original File Name: IETA Submission to ARB_Proposed Reg and Protocol
Mods_15Dec2014.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 14:45:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: W. James

Last Name: Wagoner

Email Address. jwagoner@bcagmd.org

Affiliation: Butte County Air Quality Mgmt. District

Subject: Rice Cultivation Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmrent letter.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/30-capandtradeprf14-
BmMRcOQRKACJIXPAIt.pdf’

Original File Name: BCAQMD Rice Protocol Comment 12152014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:16:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Plummer

Email Address: m3pu@pge.com

Affiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Subject: Pacific Gas and Electric Company’ s Comments on the Air Resources Board’ s Proposed
Comment:

Pacific Gas and Electric Conpany (PG&E) appreci ates the opportunity
to comment on the Air Resources Board' s (ARB) 45-Day anendnents to
t he Cap-and- Trade Regul ati on, which adopt a new Rice Cultivation
Projects Conpliance Offset Protocol (Rice Protocol) and expands the
exi sting Forest Projects Protocol (Forest Protocol), anong ot her
changes.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/31-capandtradeprf14-
BnZXNgNdBTMAWQIg.pdf'

Origina File Name: PG& E Cap-and-Trade Comments Rice Protocol.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:27:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Daley

Email Address: jad.daley@tpl.org
Affiliation: The Trust for Public Land

Subject: Proposed Revisions to Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S. Forest Projects
Comment:

To Whiom It May Concern,

Pl ease find attached conments from The Trust for Public Land
regardi ng proposed changes to the Conpliance Ofset Protocol for
U. S. Forests.

Si ncerely,

Jad Dal ey, Director

Cimate Conservation Program
The Trust for Public Land

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/32-capandtradeprf 14-
BmVVPFI+AD5SWNVI8.pdf’

Original File Name: Comments of the Trust for Public Land.ARB Compliance Offset Protocol
for US Forests.Final.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:36:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edie

Last Name: Sonne Hall

Email Address: edie.sonnehall @weyerhaeuser.com
Affiliation: Weyerhaeuser Company

Subject: proposed changes to ARB Forest Protocol
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to commrent on the proposed anendnents
to the ARB Conpliance Ofset Protocol for US Forest Projects.
Comments are attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/33-capandtradeprf 14-UyRcP1UtA DZQJFU9.pdf!
Origina File Name: Weyerhaeuser comments to ARB proposed changes. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:33:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Doumit

Email Address: mdoumit@wfpa.org
Affiliation:

Subject: California Cap on Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Market-Based Compliance

M echanisms
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments fromthe Washi ngton Forest Protection
Associ ati on.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/34-capandtradeprf 14-
AGNUMwdguUmhQM FM 8.pdf'

Original File Name: California EPA Dec 15 2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:48:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Coté

Email Address: mcote@rubycanyoneng.com

Affiliation: Ruby Canyon Engineering

Subject: RE: Comments on Forest Protocol Revisions and Verifier Guidance on Regulatory

Compliance
Comment:

Pl ease see our attached coments.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/35-capandtradeprf14-AnBTIAZIWHIGXwlg.pdf’
Original File Name: Ruby Canyon Engineering_Public Comments ARB_15December2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:47:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: VanDoren

Email Address: wvandoren@sig-gis.com
Affiliation: Rs. Scientist, Spatial Informatics Grp.

Subject: Comments on Proposed Rev. to Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S. Forest Projects
Comment:

To whom it nmay concern,

Pl ease accept the attached letter and conments from nyself and Dr.
Charl es Kerchner, on the Proposed Revisions to Conpliance O f set
Protocol for U S. Forest Projects and Cap and Trade Regul ation, on
behal f of Spatial Informatics Goup (SIG.

Thank you for your consideration,
W 1iam VanDor en

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/36-capandtradeprf 14-
WzoBdV0+UVODY wRr.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB_FOP_Changes SIG_Comments FINAL _20141215.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 15:49:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tony

Last Name: Brunello

Email Address; tbrunello@calstrat.com
Affiliation: On Behalf of CE2 Capital

Subject: Re:  Definition of regulatory compliance under the ARB Mine Methane Capture

Protocol
Comment:

Greeti ngs,

Attached is a comment letter | would like to submt on behal f of
CE2 Capital Partners.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/37-capandtradeprf 14-VWdcal dnVjEKI QI z.pdf'
Original File Name: 2014-12-15 MM C Comment Letter to ARB.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:20:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Shillinglaw

Email Address: bshillinglaw@newforests-us.com
Affiliation: New Forests

Subject: Comments on Proposed Forest Offset Protocol Changes
Comment:

Conments from New Forests on the proposed changes to the Forest
O fset Protocol are attached.

Thank you for considering our coments.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/38-capandtradeprf14-
AWdAXMIMiBAhXPQIs.pdf’

Original File Name: FCP |etter to ARB re FOP amendments 121514 Final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:24:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kyle

Last Name: Holland

Email Address: kholland@ecopartnerslic.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Proposed Changes to Compliance Offset Protocol U.S. Forest Projects
Comment:

Pl ease see attached docunent, "ecoPartners - Decl4 coments on
changes to COP. pdf".

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/39-capandtradeprf14-
Wj9RNFwyACMHY Ad1.pdf'

Original File Name: ecoPartners - Dec14 comments on changes to COP.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:24:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a
duplicate.



Comment 39 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tony

Last Name: Brunello

Email Address: tbrunello@cal strat.com
Affiliation: On Behalf of Oxbow Mining, LLC

Subject: Re:  Definition of regulatory compliance under the ARB Mine Methane Capture
Protocol
Comment:

Greeti ngs,

Attached is a comment letter | would |like to submt on behal f of
Oxbow M ni ng, LLC

Thank you.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/41-capandtradeprf14-
WjUCFARNV 2tWJIwNc.pdf'

Original File Name: Oxbow Letter to CARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:34:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Jostrom

Email Address: mike.jostrom@plumcreek.com
Affiliation: Plum Creek Timber Company

Subject: Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmrent letter.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/42-capandtradeprf14-
UiJdOFIMBzdSO1M+.docx'

Origina File Name: PC comments to CARB (12-15-2014).docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:34:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sean

Last Name: Carney

Email Address: scarney @finitecarbon.com
Affiliation: Finite Carbon

Subject: Finite Carbon Public Comments 12-14-2014
Comment:

Sunday Decenber 14, 2014

Chairman Mary Nichols and ARB Staff

Air Resources Board, California Environnmental Protection Agency
1001 | Street

Sacranment o, CA 95812

Dear Chai rman Ni chol s:

Finite Carbon is an active participant in the California conpliance
of fset market. We are currently devel oping 15 inproved forest
management projects projected to deliver over 10 million offsets by
2020 — nore than 5 percent of the anticipated offset supply needed
by the program

We have encl osed several comments which we hope the Air Resources
Board will take into consideration as it seeks to inprove the
forest carbon offset protocol and establish new forest managenent
policy in California and the rest of the United States.

We thank you for your consideration and woul d be happy to answer
any questions you nmay have.

Si ncerely,

Sean Car ney

Pr esi dent

Finite Carbon Corporation

484- &#8208; 586- &#8208; 3092
scarney@ i ni t ecar bon. com

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/43-capandtradeprf 14-V zECbQZpUmhQI gFk.pdf’

Origina File Name: Finite Carbon Forest Compliance Protocol Public Comments 12-14-
2014.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:35:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Alastair

Last Name: Handley

Email Address; alastair@carboncreditsolutions.ca
Affiliation: Carbon Credit Solutions

Subject: Rice comments
Comment:

Conments on the rice protocol are in the attached docunent.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/44-capandtradeprf14-
AXNWOVAyYVmBSC1IMw.pdf'

Original File Name: Rice comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:39:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Aaron

Last Name: Strong

Email Address: alstrong@stanford.edu
Affiliation: Stanford University

Subject: Comments on draft Rice Cultivation Projects Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments on the draft Rice Cultivation
Projects Conpliance O fset Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/45-capandtradeprf 14-USITIV AwBTgEZFc4. pdf'

Origina File Name: Stanford University Comments on draft Rice Cultivation Project offset
protocol _121514.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:45:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Gaman

Email Address: tgaman@forestdata.com
Affiliation: East-West Forestry Associates

Subject: Proposed forestry protocol
Comment:

| have read and | do want to support all of the detailed coments
made by Roger WIlians of BlueSource, and | want to comend M.
WIllianms for his consideration and efforts relative to comenting
upon t he proposed rul es.

I ama registered forester, an ARB certified | ead verifier and al so
a forest project verifier. | have also worked with |and owners who
wi sh to develop forestry projects, sone of whomare deterred by the
restrictive nature of the forestry protocols.

Thank you for the opportunity to conment.

Tom Ganan, RPF 1776
I nver ness, CA 94937-0276

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:31:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Buttner

Email Address: pbuttner@calrice.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Commentson Rice Protocol (capandtradeprfl4)
Comment:

Pl ease find attached comment letter subnmitted by the California
Ri ce Conmi ssi on.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/47-capandtradeprf 14-AWJSJ Q2VIoBcwdo.pdf’
Original File Name: CRC to ARB (Rice Protocol)-Dec2014(Final).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:36:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ledlie

Last Name: Durschinger

Email Address: ledlie.durschinger @terraglobal capital.com
Affiliation: Terra Global Capital, LLC

Subject: Rice Protocol Public Comments
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached public coments on the Rice Ofset
Protocol from Terra d obal

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/48-capandtradeprf14-
UiZWNQZ1V3Y CZQhX.pdf'

Original File Name: Terra Global Comments on ARB Compliance Offset Protocol Rice
Cultivation Projects FINAL .pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:47:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Mason

Email Address: pmason@pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Corrected Comments from PFT on Forest protocol changes
Comment:

Pl ease replace the prior comments with this version. The only
difference is the addition of an item5 that urges expansion to
i ncl ude Al aska sooner rather than | ater.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/49-capandtradeprf14-
VCQCY gRxU18CZwRr.pdf'

Original File Name: PFT corrected comments on FPP Dec 15.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:54:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lauren

Last Name: Nichols

Email Address: Inichols@winrock.org
Affiliation:

Subject: ACR comments to ARB on Proposed Rice Protocol - Dec. 15, 2014
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments from ACR

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/50-capandtradeprf14-
B2ZdOFOUWFQFY ABv.pdf'

Original File Name: ACR comments to ARB on Proposed Rice Protocol December 2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:57:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Zane

Last Name: Haxtema

Email Address: zhaxtema@scsglobal services.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments regarding proposed protocol changes
Comment:

Pl ease see encl osed.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/52-capandtradeprf14-
BnUBZFUNBwsLbANX.pdf'

Original File Name: SCS_ARB_Protocol Comments_121514-2.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 17:01:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Vessel

Email Address: tvessel s@vessel scoalgas.com
Affiliation: Vessdl Coal Gas, Inc.

Subject: Re:  Definition of regulatory compliance under the ARB Mine Methane Capture

Protocol
Comment:

Greeti ngs,

Pl ease see ny attached comrents to ARB regardi ng the MMC Protocol.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/53-capandtradeprf 14-
AmdcLARgAYNRJAV g.pdf'

Original File Name: evessel s@vessel scoalgas com_20141212 172408 (3).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-15 16:59:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4). (At Hearing)

First Name: Alex

Last Name: Rau

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Climate Wedge

Subject: Climate Wedge's Comments on the June 20, 2014 Updated Informal Discussion Draft
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmmrents.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/54-capandtradeprf14-
AWBXPQZiUHsKUwBY.pdf

Original File Name: Alex Rau - 14-10-4 Written Submission 12-18-2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-22 11:52:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4). (At Hearing)

First Name: Christopher

Last Name: Brown

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment

Affiliation: Feather River AQMD

Subject: Amendments to the CA Cap on GHG Emissions and Market-Based Compliance

M echanisms
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/55-capandtradeprf14-BmV RPwBzV G4L fgF1. pdf
Original File Name: Christopher Brown - 14-10-4 Written Submission 12-18-2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-22 11:52:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4). (At Hearing)

First Name: Christie

Last Name: Pollet-Y oung

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: SCS Global Services

Subject: Comments Regarding Proposed M odifications to Compliance Offset Protocols
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conmmrents.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/56-capandtradeprf14-VjVRPLY IUGoBdFQg.pdf
Origina File Name: Christie Pollet-Young - 14-10-4 Written Submission 12-18-2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-12-22 11:52:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4). (At Hearing)

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Kleinhenz

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Sealaska Corp

Subject: Comments re changes to Compliance Offset Protocol for US Forest Projects
Comment:

see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/95-capandtradeprf14-USIHZFc3WGAXMAI6.pdf

Original File Name: Sealaska Corporation Comments re Compliance Offset Protocol for US
Forest Projects.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-26 14:49:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4). (At Hearing)

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Parkhurst

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: Rice Cultivation Projcts Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/96-capandtradeprf14-
WykCbVAyUWdSCwB;j.pdf

Original File Name: Rice Cultivation Projects Compliance Offset Protocol.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-26 15:48:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Saines

Email Address: richard.saines@bakermckenzie.com
Affiliation: Baker & McKenzieLLP

Subject: Climate Wedge LLC Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments from dimate Wedge LLC.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/57-capandtradeprf14-
WzhTOVY +BDoL bAVx.pdf

Original File Name: Climate Wedge LLC Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 10:37:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Constance

Last Name: Best

Email Address: chest@pacificforest.org
Affiliation: Pacific Forest Trust

Subject: CAPANDTRADEPRF14 - Group L etter on Forest Protocol Amendments
Comment:

Pl ease consider the comments fromthis group of 15 organizations
prior to adoption of any changes to the Forest Protocol.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/58-capandtradeprf14-UTBdKV cOBwsDaQJh.pdf
Original File Name: ARB |Comments on Forest Protocol Update 060315.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 14:32:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Gero

Email Address: gary@climateactionreserve.org
Affiliation: Climate Action Reserve

Subject: Comments on Modified Text
Comment:

W are pleased to provide the attached conments in support of the
proposed action.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/59-capandtradeprf14-
WzgHY FYIAAXVMARr.pdf

Original File Name: CAR Comments on Rice and Forest Updates.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 16:57:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Board item or it was a
duplicate.



Comment 5 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Shuman

Email Address: tshublu@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Concerned Citizen

Subject: Comment on The Compliance Offsets Protocol - Rice Cultivation Projects
Comment:

To CARB

The Conpliance Ofsets Protocol - Rice Cultivation Projects
currently relies upon a Methane GAP of 21, referenced through Table
A-1, p 52 of the Regulation for the Mandatory Reporting of

G eenhouse Gas Eni ssions.

The use of such a Methane GAP Coefficient does not accord with the
| atest | PCC Met hane GWP coefficients, which are 28 and 34 for a 100
year interval and 84 and 86 for a 20 year interval. Use of the

Met hane GAP 21 grossly underestimates the gl obal warning inmpact of
nmet hane, and any cap and trade program needs to update the nethane
GA\P expeditiously to be legally and ethically tenable. | do not see
an intent to “update expeditiously” expressed in the docunment |
have revi ewed today.

| am pasting a long chunk of text from Robert Howarth's sem na

2014 publication as support for nmy clains above. It includes sone
mat eri al about natural gas as a fuel but then noves forcefully into
reasons for why shorter tine franes and hi gher net hane GAPs shoul d
be consi dered, and used, in assessing nmethane's inpact upon our

al ready rapidly-warm ng pl anet.

To conclude, | urge the CARB to address seriously the current
artificial deflation of methane GAP coefficients and nethane gl obal
warming inpact that is currently reflected in this rule naking
process for rice cultivation

Si ncerely,

Todd M Shuman, 2260 Camilar Dr. Camarillo, CA 93010 8095. 987. 8203
A bridge to nowhere: nethane enissions and the greenhouse gas
footprint of natural gas

Robert W Howarth Department of Ecol ogy & Evol utionary Bi ol ogy,
Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 14853

2014 The Author. Energy Science & Engi neering published by the
Soci ety of Chem cal Industry and John Wley & Sons Ltd.

Recei ved: 4 March 2014; Revised: 18 April 2014; Accepted: 22 Apri
2014

The GAP of Met hane



VWile nmethane is far nore effective as a greenhouse gas than carbon
di oxi de, nethane has an atnospheric lifetime of only 12 years or
so, while carbon dioxide has an effective influence on atnospheric
chem stry for a century or longer [34]. The tine frame over which
we conpare the two gases is therefore critical, wth nethane
becom ng relatively less inportant than carbon di oxi de as the
tinescal e

i ncreases. O the najor papers on nethane and the GHG for
conventional natural gas published before our analysis for shale
gas, one nodel ed the relative radiative forcing by nethane conpared
to carbon di oxide continuously over a 100-year tine period
following emssion [2], and two used the gl obal warm ng approach
(GAP) whi ch conpares how nmuch larger the integrated gl obal warm ng
froma given mass of nethane is over a specified period of tine
conpared to the same nmass of carbon di oxi de

O the two that used the GAP approach, one showed both 20-year and
100-year GAP anal yses [3] while another used only a 100-year GAP
time frame [4]. Both used GAP val ues fromthe I ntergovernnental
Panel on Cimte Change (IPCC) synthesis report from 1996 [35], the
nost reliable estimates at the tinme their papers were published. In
subsequent reports fromthe IPCC in 2007 [36] and 2013 [34] and in
a paper in Science by workers at the NASA Goddard Space Institute
[37], these GAP val ues have been substantially increased, in part,
to account for the indirect effects of methane on other radiatively
active substances in the atnosphere such as ozone (Table 2). In
Howarth et al. [8], we used the GAP approach and cl osely foll owed
the work of Lelieveld and colleagues [3] in presenting both

i ntegrated 20 and 100 year periods, and in giving equal credence
and interpretation to both tinescal es.

We upgraded the approach by using the nost recently published

val ues for GAP at that tinme [37]. These nore recent GAP val ues

i ncreased the relative warn ng of nmethane conpared to carbon

di oxide by 1.9-fold for the 20-year tine period (GAP of 105 vs. 56)
and by 1.6-fold for the 100-year tine period (GNP of 33 vs. 21
Table 2). Qur conclusion was that for the 20-year tinme period,
shal e gas had a |larger GHG than coal or oil even at our |ow end
esti mates for nethane emi ssion (Fig. 1); conventional gas al so had
a larger GHG than coal or oil at our mean or high-end nmethane

enmi ssion estinmates, but not at the very |l owend range for methane
em ssion (the best-case, |ow em ssion scenario). At the 100-year

ti mescal e, the influence of methane was nuch di m ni shed, yet at our
hi gh-end net hane eni ssions, the

GHG of both shal e gas and conventional gas still exceeded that of
coal and oil (Fig. 1). O nine new reports on nethane and natura
gas published in 9 nonths after our April 2011 paper [8], six only
consi dered the 100-year time frame for GAP, two used both a 20- and
100-year time frame, and one used a continuous nodeling of

radi ati ve forcing over the 0-100 tinme period (Table 2).

O the six papers that only exam ned the 100-year tinme frane, al
used the | ower GAP value of 25 fromthe 2007 |1 PCC report rather
than the hi gher value of 33 published by Shindell and colleagues in
2009 that we had used; this higher value better accounts for the
indirect effects of nethane on gl obal warm ng

Many of these six papers inplied that the IPCC dictated a focus on
the 100-year tine period, which is sinply not the case: the | PCC
report from 2007 [36] presented both 20- and 100-year GAP val ues
for methane.



And two of these six papers criticized our inclusion of the 20-year
time period as inappropriate [14, 17]. | strongly disagree with
this criticism In the time since April 2011 | have cone
increasingly to believe that it is essential to consider the role
of methane on tinmescales that are much shorter than 100 years, in
part, due to new science on nethane and gl obal warm ng presented
since then [34, 41, 42],

briefly sunmari zed bel ow. The nmpbst recent synthesis report fromthe
| PCC in 2013 on the physical science basis of global warm ng

hi ghlights the role of nethane in global warning at nultiple

ti mescal es, using GAP values for 10 years in addition to 20 and 100
years (GAP of 108, 86, and 34, respectively) in their analysis
[34]. The report states that “there is no scientific argunent for
sel ecting 100 years conpared with other choices,” and that “the
choice of time horizon . . .. depends on the relative wei ght
assigned to the effects at different times” [34].

The I PCC further concludes that at the 10-year tinescale, the
current gl obal release of nmethane fromall anthropogenic sources
exceeds (slightly) all anthropogenic carbon di oxi de eni ssions as
agents of global warning; that is, nethane enissions are nore

i mportant (slightly) than carbon dioxi de emnissions for driving the
current rate of global warming. At the 20- year tinescale, total

gl obal emi ssions of methane are equivalent to over 80% of gl oba
carbon di oxi de em ssions. And at the 100-year timescale, current

gl obal nethane emi ssions are equivalent to slightly |l ess than 30%
of carbon di oxide em ssions [34] (Fig. 3). This difference in the
time sensitivity of the climate systemto methane and carbon
dioxide is critical, and not w dely appreciated by the policy
comunity and even some climate scientists. Wiile some note how the
| ongterm monmentum of the climate systemis driven by carbon di oxi de
[15], the climate systemis far nore i mediately responsive to
changes in methane (and other short-lived radiatively active
materials in the atnosphere, such as black carbon) [41].

The nodel published in 2012 by Shindell and coll eagues [41] and
adopted by the United Nations [42] predicts that unless eni ssions
of methane and bl ack carbon are reduced i nedi ately, the Earth’'s
average surface tenperature will warm by 1.5°C by about 2030 and by
2.0°C by 2045 to 2050 whether or not carbon di oxi de eni ssions are
reduced. Reduci ng net hane and bl ack carbon enissions, even if
carbon dioxide is not controlled, wuld significantly slowthe rate
of gl obal warm ng and postpone reaching the 1.5°C and 2. 0°C marks
by 15-20 years. Controlling carbon dioxide as well as nethane and
bl ack carbon enissions further slows the rate of gl obal warm ng
after 2045, through at |east 2070 [41, 42] (Fig. 4).

Why should we care about this warm ng over the next few decades? At
tenmperatures of 1.5-2.0°C above the 1890-1910 baseline, the risk of
a fundanental change in the Earth’s climte system beconmes nuch
greater [41-43], possibly leading to runaway feedbacks and even
nore gl obal warm ng. Such a result would dwarf any possible benefit
fromreductions in carbon dioxide enm ssions over the next few
decades (e.g., switching fromcoal to natural gas, which does
reduce carbon di oxide but also increases nethane em ssions). One of
many nechani sns for such catastrophic change is the nelting of

net hane clathrates in the oceans or nelting of permafrost in the
Arctic. Hansen and his col |l eagues [43, 44] have suggested that
warnming of the Earth by 1.8°C nmay trigger a large and rapid
increase in the rel ease of such nethane. Wiile there is a w de
range in both the nagnitude and tim ng of projected carbon rel ease
fromthawi ng permafrost and nelting clathrates in the literature



[45], warming consistently leads to greater release. This rel ease
can in turn cause a feedback of accel erated gl obal warning [46].

To state the converse of the argunment: the influence of today’s

em ssions on gl obal warm ng 200 or 300 years into the future wll
largely reflect carbon dioxide, and not nethane, unless the

em ssions of nethane lead to tipping points and a fundanenta
change in the climte system And that coul d happen as early as
within the next two to three decades. An increasing body of science
i s devel oping rapidly that enphasizes the need to consider

nmet hane’ s i nfluence over the decadal tinescale, and the need to
reduce nethane em ssions. Unfortunately, sonme recent guidance for
life cycle assessments specify only the 100-year tinme frane [47,
48], and the EPA in 2014 still uses the GAP values fromthe | PCC
1996 assessnent and only considers the 100-year time period when
assessi ng net hane em ssions [49]. In doing so, they underestimte
t he gl obal warnming significance of methane by 1.6-fold conpared to
nore recent values for the 100-year tinme frane and by four to
fivefold conmpared to the 10- to 20-year tine franes.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 18:37:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Ara

Last Name: Marderosian

Email Address: ara@sequoiaf orestkeeper.org
Affiliation: Sequoia ForestK eeper.org

Subject: California Cap On Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Market-Based Compliance
Mechanisms
Comment:

California Cap on G eenhouse Gas Eni ssions and Market - Based
Conpl i ance Mechani snms for Methane will establish a regulation that
has fixed the nmethane GAP at 21, which conflicts with the best
avai | abl e sci ence.

The Conpliance Ofsets Protocol - Rice Cultivation Projects uses a
Met hane GAP of 21, referenced through Table A-1, p 52 of the
Regul ation for the Mandatory Reporting of G eenhouse Gas Enmi ssions.

The use of such a Methane GAP Coefficient is not in accord with the
| atest | PCC Met hane GWP coefficients, which are 28 and 34 for a 100
year interval and 84 and 86 for a 20 year interval. Use of the

Met hane GWP 21 grossly underestimates the global warni ng inpact of
net hane, and any cap and trade program needs to update the nethane
GWP expeditiously to be legally and ethically tenable. An intent to
update expeditiously this nethane GAP is not expressed in the
docunent .

Past ed bel ow as Exhibit Ais a |ong segnent of text from Robert
Howarth's sem nal 2014 publication (attached) as support for ny
clainms above. It includes sone | anguage about natural gas as a fue
but then noves into reasons for why shorter tinme franes and hi gher
nmet hane GWPs shoul d be considered in assessing nethane's inpact
upon climate change.

To conclude, | urge the CARB to address seriously the current
artificial deflation of methane GAP coefficients and nmethane gl oba
warnming inmpact that is currently reflected in this rule making
process for rice cultivation

Pl ease keep on the list to receive all comrunications on this
i ssue.

Respectful ly submtted

M. Ara Marderosian

Sequoi a For est Keeper ®

P. O Box 2134

Kernville, CA 93238

(760) 376-4434

www. sequoi af or est keeper. org



Exhi bit A

A bridge to nowhere: nethane em ssions and the greenhouse gas
footprint of natural gas

Robert W Howarth Department of Ecol ogy & Evol utionary Bi ol ogy,
Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 14853

2014 The Author. Energy Science & Engi neering published by the
Soci ety of Chemical Industry and John Wley & Sons Ltd.

Recei ved: 4 March 2014; Revised: 18 April 2014; Accepted: 22 Apri
2014

Pages 6-9
The GAP of Met hane

Wiile nmethane is far nore effective as a greenhouse gas than carbon
di oxi de, met hane has an atnospheric lifetine of only 12 years or
so, while carbon dioxide has an effective influence on atnospheric
chemistry for a century or longer [34]. The tine frame over which
we conpare the two gases is therefore critical, wth nethane
becom ng relatively |l ess inportant than carbon di oxi de as the

ti mescal e

i ncr eases.

O the maj or papers on nethane and the GHG for conventional natura
gas published before our analysis for shale gas, one nodel ed the
relative radiative forcing by nmethane conpared to carbon di oxi de
continuously over a 100-year time period followi ng em ssion [2],
and two used the gl obal warm ng approach (GAP) which conpares how
nmuch larger the integrated global warm ng froma given nmass of

net hane is over a specified period of tine conpared to the sane
mass of carbon dioxide. O

the two that used the GAP approach, one showed both 20-year and
100-year GAP anal yses [3] while another used only a 100-year GAP
time frame [4]. Both used GAP val ues fromthe Intergovernnental
Panel on Cimte Change (IPCC) synthesis report from 1996 [35], the
nost reliable estinates at the tine their papers were published. In
subsequent reports fromthe IPCC in 2007 [36] and 2013 [34] and in
a paper in Science by workers at the NASA CGoddard Space Institute
[37], these GAP val ues have been substantially increased, in part
to account for the indirect effects of methane on other radiatively
active substances in the atnosphere such as ozone (Table 2).

In Howarth et al. [8], we used the GAP approach and cl osely

foll owed the work of Lelieveld and colleagues [3] in presenting
both integrated 20 and 100 year periods, and in giving equa
credence and interpretation to both tinescales. W upgraded the
approach by using the nost recently published val ues for GAP at
that time [37]. These nore recent GAP val ues increased the relative
war m ng of nethane conpared to carbon di oxi de by

1.9-fold for the 20-year time period (GAP of 105 vs. 56) and by
1.6-fold for the 100-year tine period (GAP of 33 vs. 21; Table 2).

Qur conclusion was that for the 20-year tinme period, shale gas had
a larger GHG than coal or oil even at our |lowend estinmates for
net hane em ssion (Fig. 1); conventional gas also had a | arger GHG
than coal or oil at our nean or high-end nethane em ssion
estimates, but not at the very | ow end range for nethane em ssion
(the best-case, | ow em ssion scenario). At the 100-year tinescal e,



t he influence of nethane was much di m ni shed, yet at our high-end
nmet hane em ssions, the

GHG of both shal e gas and conventional gas still exceeded that of
coal and oil (Fig. 1). O nine new reports on nethane and natura
gas published in 9 nmonths after our April 2011 paper [8], six only
considered the 100-year tine frame for GAP, two used both a 20- and
100-year tinme frame, and one used a continuous nodeling of

radi ative forcing over the 0-100 time period (Table 2). O the six
papers that only exam ned the 100-year tine frane, all used the

| ower GAP val ue of 25 fromthe 2007 I PCC report rather than the

hi gher val ue of 33 published by Shindell and coll eagues in 2009
that we had used; this higher value better accounts for the

i ndirect effects of nethane on gl obal warm ng

Many of these six papers inplied that the | PCC dictated a focus on
the 100-year time period, which is sinply not

the case: the I PCC report from 2007 [36] presented both 20- and
100-year GWP val ues for nethane. And two of these six papers
criticized our inclusion of the 20-year tinme period as

i nappropriate [14, 17]. | strongly disagree with this criticism In
the tine since April 2011 | have cone increasingly to believe that
it is essential to consider the role of nethane on tinescal es that
are much shorter than 100 years, in part, due to new science on

nmet hane and gl obal warmi ng presented since then [34, 41, 42],
briefly sunmari zed bel ow. The nost recent synthesis report fromthe
| PCC in 2013 on the physical science basis of global warm ng

hi ghlights the role of nethane in global warnming at nultiple

ti mescal es, using GAP values for 10 years in addition to 20 and 100
years (GAP of 108, 86, and 34,

respectively) in their analysis [34]. The report states that “there
is no scientific argunent for selecting 100 years conpared with

ot her choices,” and that “the choice of tinme horizon . . .. depends
on the relative weight assigned to the effects at different tines”
[34]. The IPCC further concludes that at the 10-year tinescale, the
current global release of nethane fromall anthropogenic sources
exceeds (slightly) all anthropogenic carbon di oxi de em ssions as
agents of global warning; that is, nethane em ssions are

nore inmportant (slightly) than carbon dioxide enissions for driving
the current rate of global warm ng. At the 20- year tinescale,

total gl obal enissions of nmethane are equivalent to over 80% of

gl obal carbon dioxide enissions. And at the 100-year tinescale,
current gl obal nethane em ssions are equivalent to slightly |ess

t han 30% of carbon di oxi de emissions [34] (Fig. 3). This difference
in the time sensitivity of the climate systemto nmethane and carbon
dioxide is critical, and not w dely appreciated by the policy
conmunity and even sonme climte scientists. Wile some note how the
[ ongt erm moment um of the clinmate systemis driven by carbon di oxi de
[15], the climate systemis far nore i medi ately responsive to
changes in methane (and other short-lived radiatively active
materials in the atnosphere,

such as bl ack carbon) [41].

The nodel published in 2012 by Shindell and coll eagues [41] and
adopted by the United Nations [42] predicts that unless em ssions
of methane and bl ack carbon are reduced i nmedi ately, the Earth's
average surface tenperature will warmby 1.5°C by about 2030 and by
2.0°C by 2045 to 2050 whether or not carbon di oxi de em ssions are
reduced. Reduci ng nethane and bl ack carbon enissions, even if
carbon dioxide is not controlled, would significantly slowthe rate
of gl obal warm ng and postpone reaching the 1.5°C and 2. 0°C narks
by 15-20 years. Controlling carbon dioxide

as well as nethane and bl ack carbon emnissions further slows the



rate of global warm ng after 2045, through at |east 2070 [41, 42]
(Fig. 4).

Wy shoul d we care about this warm ng over the next

few decades? At tenperatures of 1.5-2.0°C above the 1890-1910
baseline, the risk of a fundanmental change in the Earth's clinate
system becones nuch greater [41-43], possibly | eading to runaway

f eedbacks and even nore gl obal warm ng. Such a result would dwarf
any possible benefit fromreductions in carbon dioxide enm ssions
over the next few decades (e.g., switching fromcoal to natural
gasv

whi ch does reduce carbon di oxide but al so i ncreases net hane

em ssions). One of many mechani sms for such catastrophic change is
the nelting of nethane clathrates in the oceans or nelting of
permafrost in the Arctic. Hansen and his coll eagues [43, 44] have
suggested that warming of the Earth by 1.8°C may trigger a |arge
and rapid increase in the rel ease of such nmethane. Wile there is a
wi de range in both the magnitude and tim ng of projected carbon
rel ease fromthaw ng pernmafrost and nelting clathrates in the
literature [45], warmi ng consistently leads to greater rel ease.
This release can in turn cause a

f eedback of accel erated gl obal warning [46].

To state the converse of the argunment: the influence of

today’ s enissions on global warmng 200 or 300 years into the
future will largely reflect carbon di oxide, and not methane, unless
t he em ssions of nethane lead to tipping points and a fundanenta
change in the climte system And that could happen as early as
within the next two to three decades. An increasing body of science
i s devel oping rapidly that enphasizes the need to consider

net hane’'s influence over the decadal tinmescale, and the need to
reduce net hane eni ssions.

Unfortunately, some recent guidance for |ife cycle assessnents
specify only the 100-year tine frame [47, 48], and the EPA in 2014
still uses the GAP values fromthe I PCC 1996 assessnent and only
considers the 100-year tine period when assessing nmethane enissions
[49]. In doing so, they underestimte the gl obal warm ng
significance of nethane by 1.6-fold conpared to nore recent val ues
for the 100-year tine frame and by four to fivefold conpared to the
10- to 20-year time franes.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/62-capandtradeprf14-Vz9QOV QiV 2UKfgV x.pdf
Original File Name: Howarth_2014 ESE methane _emissions.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 20:02:43
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Comment 7 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Roger

Last Name: Williams

Email Address; rwilliams@Dbluesource.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Blue Source comments re: forest protocol revisions
Comment:

Thank you in advance for consideration of our attached comments.

Roger WIIians
Pr esi dent
Bl ue Source

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/63-capandtradeprf14-UDJCNgF1ADZX DIl h.pdf
Original File Name: Blue Source Forest Protocol Revisions Comment Letter 63 15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-03 21:18:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Ara

Last Name: Marderosian

Email Address: ara@sequoiaf orestkeeper.org
Affiliation: Sequoia ForestK eeper.org

Subject: California Cap On Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Market-Based Compliance
Mechanisms
Comment:

A joint UN-industry effort to | ook at methane says nethane is 86
times nore powerful than CO2 as a greenhouse gas, which neans
he/they are relying on the 20-year GAP formthe | PCC 2013 report.

There is also an effort to get the International Standards

Organi zation (1SO to set a standard for nethane in lifecycle
assessnments that would reflect actual endpoints, such as a gl oba
warming of 1.5 or 2 deg C  That essentially would call for the
20-year GAP as well. The US conponent to the | SO has recomended
adopti on of such a new standard, which would replace the decades
old 21 val ue.

http://ww. un. org/ cl i mat echange/ sunmi t/ wp-
cont ent/ upl oads/ sites/ 2/ 2014/ 07/ | NDUSTRY- Q | - and- Gas- Met hane- Par t ner shi p-
Act i on- St at enent - and- Pl an. pdf

The California Air Resources Board nust seriously consider these
gl obal studi es and research

Respectfully subnitted
M. Ara Marderosian
Sequoi a For est Keeper ®
P. O Box 2134
Kernville, CA 93238

(760) 376-4434
www. sequoi af or est keeper. org
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Comment 9 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Riceand Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Katie

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address: sullivan@ieta.org
Affiliation: IETA

Subject: IETA Comments on Proposed Updates to Compliance Offset Protocols
Comment:

Many t hanks for considering the attached coments responding to
ARB' s 15-Day proposed updates to California's Rice and Forestry
Conpl i ance Offset Protocols.

Pl ease contact ne, if you have questions or require further
information related to | ETA's attached submi ssion

Best ,
Katie Sullivan

North Anerica & Climate Finance Director
| ETA

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/65-capandtradeprf14-
AWhVNgFOUGIDWIQn.pdf

Original File Name: IETA Submission to ARB_15-Day Proposed Reg and Protocol
Mods_4June2015.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 08:22:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Ralph

Last Name: Moran

Email Address: ralph.moran@bp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Revisionsto the US Forestry Protocol
Comment:

Submitted on behalf of a coalition of conpanies

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/66-capandtradeprf14-
AmMNVPIUxUXBWOQdn.pdf

Original File Name: June 2015 Board Meeting Forestry Offsets Coalition L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 08:54:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: David

Last Name: Phillips

Email Address: dphillips@chugach.com
Affiliation: Chugach Alaska Corporation

Subject: Comments on the Forest Protocol
Comment:

Chugach Al aska Corporation submits the attached coments regarding
the proposed U.S. Forest Conpliance Offset Protocol updates.

Si ncerely,

David Phillips
Land and Resources Manager
Chugach Al aska Cor poration

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/67-capandtradeprf14-
UjRROFUMUGZQJQNS3.pdf

Original File Name: Forest Compliance Protocol Comments June 2015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 11:49:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Debbie

Last Name: Reed

Email Address. dreed@drdassociates.org
Affiliation: C-AGG

Subject: Comments on Compliance Offset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects Proposed 15-Day

Modificat
Comment:

Pl ease find comments subnmitted jointly by CAGG and | ETA on the
Conpliance O fset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects Proposed
15- Day Mbodifications.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/68-capandtradeprf14-
BWZWfV09WGxRMARD.pdf

Original File Name: C-AGG Comments on ARB Rice Cultivation Protocol 6-4-2015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 12:58:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Shuman

Email Address: tshublu@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Concerned Citizen

Subject: CARB Rice Cultivation Cap and Trade Protocol
Comment:

| wish to add a short supplenmental conment to my previous coments
about the Rice Cultivation (Cap and Trade-rel at ed)
pr ot ocol

Philip Swanson, who is associated with a UN-led industry
partnership, is reported to have asserted that the GAP of Methane
is 84 -- which is the 2013 | PCC (5th) methane GAP for the 20 year
interval, wi thout feedbacks incorporated. |If soneone associ ated
with a UN-led industry partnership is using a nmethane GAP of 84,
then so should the CARB with regard to the rice cultivation
protocol and all other protocols (both presently approved and to be
considered in the future) that relate to nethane.

Si ncerely, Todd Shuman, Camarillo, CA

htt p: / / www. wat oday. com au/ envi ronnment/ cl i mat e- change/ net hane- em ssi ons-r ai se-
doubt s- about - gas-i ndustrys-cl i mat e- advant age- 20150603- ghg9qu. ht m
by Tara Patel, June 4, 2015

Met hane emi ssions rai se doubts about gas industry's clinmate
advant age

Philip Swanson, administrator of a United Nations-led industry
partnership aimed at curbing | eakage of the prinary conponent of
natural gas, presented at the Wrld Gas Conference in Paris.
[In][h]is presentation at the Wrld Gas Conference in Paris on
Tuesday. . . . He stated "This is a reputational issue for the

i ndustry,"” Swanson said. Methane is 84 times nore potent than
carbon di oxi de, anot her greenhouse gas, and yet data on emni ssions
during production and transport of natural gas "are still patchy."

Attachment:
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Comment 14 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Brink

Email Address: steveb@calforests.org
Affiliation:

Subject: California Forestry Association Comment L etter
Comment:

The California Forestry Association (Calforests) is concerned that
t he proposed anendnents to the U S. Forest Protocol fell short of
sinply adding clarity to the existing Protocol. See attached
coment letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/70-capandtradeprf 14-BmV QOQdrWWcFZgln.pdf
Origina File Name: Comment Ltr re US Forest Protocols Amdnts to CARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 13:01:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Nowicki

Email Address: bnowicki @biologicaldiversity.org
Affiliation: Center for Biological Diversity

Subject: Comments regarding the Forest Protocol 15-day changes
Comment:

Pl ease accept these comments subnmitted on behal f of the Center for
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity regarding the proposed 15-day nodifications to
the Conpliance Offset Protocol for U S. Forest Projects ("Forest
Protocol ") as part of the Amendnents for the California Cap On

G eenhouse Gas Enmi ssions and Market-Based Conpliance Mechani sis.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/71-capandtradeprf14-
VjVXNAZpUXYHZABY.pdf

Original File Name: Center |etter re Forest Protocol 15 day (06 04 2015).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 13:27:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Shahira

Last Name: Esmail

Email Address: shahira.esmail @terraglobal capital.com
Affiliation: Terra Global Capital, LLC

Subject: Comments on ARB Compliance Offset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached public coments on the Conpliance O f set
Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects from Terra d obal .

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/72-capandtradeprf 14-BX FcP1A )V XQGY QVa.pdf

Origina File Name: Terra Global Comments on ARB Compliance Offset Protocol Rice
Cultivation Projects May 2015 FINAL .pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 13:44:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Alexandra

Last Name: Leumer

Email Address. aleumer@tnc.org
Affiliation:

Subject: TNC Support of Inclusion of Alaskain Cap and Trade Program
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached | etter of support for the inclusion of
Al aska in the conpliance of fset program

Thank you for the opportunity to conment.

Al ex Leuner, The Nature Conservnacy

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/73-capandtradeprf 14-Wy9cNFw+AwS8LflAl.pdf
Original File Name: TNC support of Alaskain forest protocol_fnl.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 13:55:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Jonathan

Last Name: Pomp

Email Address: jpomp@esinc.cc
Affiliation: Environmental Services, Inc.

Subject: ESI’s Comments on the Proposed Modifications to the Compliance Offset Protocol for

u.s.
Comment:

See attached. Thank You for your tinme and consideration.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/74-capandtradeprf 14-AWRQJQNrBQIX JFMg.pdf

Original File Name:
ESI_USForest_Protocol_June2015 Updates Comments FINAL _20150604.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 14:22:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Rynearson

Email Address. grynear @greendiamond.com
Affiliation: Green Diamond Resource Co

Subject: Letter to Ms. Mary Nichols
Comment:

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/75-capandtradeprf14-
VDIRNgR3WXMHXIM9.pdf

Origina File Name: Mary Nichols |etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 14:27:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Parkhurst

Email Address: rparkhurst@edf.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: EDF comments on Rice Cultivation Projects Compliance Offset Protocol
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached comrents from EDF on the Rice
Cultivation Projects Conpliance O fset Protocol.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/76-capandtradeprf14-VjNcPgRj U 18K bwJt.pdf
Origina File Name: EDF Comments on Rice Cultivation Protocol.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 14:28:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Nowicki

Email Address: bnowicki @biologicaldiversity.org
Affiliation: Center for Biological Diversity

Subject: Comments regarding the Rice Protocol 15-day changes
Comment:

Pl ease accept these comments subnmitted on behal f of the Center for
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity regarding the proposed 15-day nodifications to
the Conpliance Offset Protocol for Rice Cultivation projects ("Rice
Protocol ") as part of the Amendnents for the California Cap On

G eenhouse Gas Enmi ssions and Market-Based Conpliance Mechani sis.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/77-capandtradeprf 14-WjkGZQNsByAFZgFz.pdf
Original File Name: Center letter to ARB re Rice Prot (06 04 2015).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:04:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Mik

Last Name: McKee

Email Address: mmckee@climatetrust.org
Affiliation: The Climate Trust

Subject: Comments on the proposed revisionsto ARB's Forest Protocols
Comment:

The Climate Trust is pleased to subnit the attached comrents on the
proposed revisions to ARB's U S. Forest Protocols.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/78-capandtradeprf 14-WzhSOA ZuBzIRNgZy.docx

Origina File Name: Climate Trust comments on proposed revisionsto ARB Forest
Protocol.docx

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:16:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: John

Last Name: Kadyszewski

Email Address:. jkadyszewski @winrock.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Proposed Revisions to Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S. Forest

Projects
Comment:

Pl ease see attached. Thank you for the opportunity to submt
conmment s.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/79-capandtradeprf14-UDEFY ANwV 1tSNwFu.pdf
Origina File Name: ACR comments to ARB on Proposed Forestry Protocol June 4 2015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:15:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Gero

Email Address: gary@climateactionreserve.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Joint Comments on Forest Protocol Update
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comrents. Ajoint letter
provi di ng suggested techni cal adjustnents to the Forest Protocol is
attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/80-capandtradeprf14-V T9SO1Q8A z4CcFQL .pdf
Origina File Name: Joint Comments on ARB Forest Protocol Updates.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:20:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Shahira

Last Name: Esmail

Email Address: shahira.esmail @terraglobal capital.com
Affiliation: Terra Global Capital, LLC

Subject: Comments on ARB Compliance Offset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached comrents from Terra G obal on the
Conpliance O fset Protocol Rice Cultivation Project.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/81-capandtradeprf14-
VYyMHZFQNnVXQCZQdY .pdf

Original File Name: Terra Global Comments on ARB Compliance Offset Protocol Rice
Cultivation Projects May 2015 FINAL .pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:33:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Lauren

Last Name: Nichols

Email Address: Inichols@winrock.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments to ARB on Proposed Regulation Order June 2015
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments from ACR

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/82-capandtradeprf14-
BWRUMVUmMA@g4DZIQ7.pdf

Origina File Name: ACR comments on ARB Rice Protocol in Proposed Regulation Order
June2015.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 15:28:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Sean

Last Name: Carney

Email Address: scarney @finitecarbon.com
Affiliation: President

Subject: Comments on Proposed Revisions to the Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S. Forest
Projects
Comment:

Dear Menbers of the Board:

Finite Carbon is an active participant in the California conpliance
of fset market and is currently devel oping 19 inproved forest
management projects for the program

We have chosen to join two letters supported by 20 organi zations to
request that the Air Resources Board renove from consideration
three critical items fromthe proposed revision to the protocol and
forma technical working group to review them further:

1. Modi fi ed Even-aged Managenent requirenents — Chapter

3.1(a)(4) (A-E)

2. Modi fied M ni num Basel i ne Level determ nation process for |FM
projects with initial stocking above conmon practice — Chapter
5.2.1

3. Modi fied Conmon Practice figures and the associated shift in
“high” vs “low site class delineation - Assessment Area Data File
associ ated with the Regul atory Revi ew Update of the Forest Protocol
and Appendi x F(d)

However, given the current process underway, we have provided
several comments on these issues and our reconmmrendations for
alternative | anguage which | have attached.

W t hank you for your consideration and woul d be happy to answer
any questions you may have.

Si ncerely,

Sean Car ney

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/83-capandtradeprf14-V DJAM gFuWGIDcV Qx.pdf
Original File Name: Finite Carbon Forest Compliance Protocol Public Comments 6-4-2015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:02:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Peter

Last Name: Browning

Email Address: pbrowning@rubycanyoneng.com
Affiliation: Ruby Canyon Engineering, Inc.

Subject: Comments on Proposed Revision to Compliance Protocol for US Forest Projects
Comment:

We appreciate the opportunity to submt conments. Please see the
attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/84-capandtradeprf14-WigAcwRnUNhRCFMw. pdf
Original File Name: Ruby Canyon Engineering_15 Day Comments_June42015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:12:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Gerald

Last Name: Secundy

Email Address: jerrys@cceeb.org
Affiliation:

Subject: CCEEB Comments
Comment:

CCEEB comments regardi ng 15-day Notice of Public Availability of
Modi fi ed Text and Availability of Additional Docunents for the
Amendnents to the California Cap on G eenhouse Gas Em ssions and
Mar ket - Based Conpl i ance Mechani sns.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/85-capandtradeprf14-
AWIHYIEIVmMAGYIQL.pdf

Original File Name: CCEEB letter on ARB Forestry Protocol Common Practices_6-4.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:19:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Aaron

Last Name: Strong

Email Address: alstrong@stanford.edu
Affiliation: Stanford University

Subject: Comments on the Compliance Offset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects
Comment:

Attached to this nessage please find our corments on the amendnents
to the Market-Based Conpliance Mechani sms, specifically focusing on
the updates to the Conpliance Ofset Protocol for Rice Cultivation
Proj ects.

Si ncerely,
Aaron Strong and Barbara Haya

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/86-capandtradeprf14-
WikBewZmWWQHZwNSs.docx

Original File Name: Stanford University Comments on draft Rice Cultivation Project offset
protocol _060415.docx

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:25:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Murphy

Email Address. emurphy@spi-ind.com
Affiliation: Sierra Pacific Industries

Subject: comments on the Forest Protocol Updates
Comment:

see attached pdf file. Thank You

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/88-capandtradeprf 14-AHNXI1QFpUFWEY QRr.pdf
Origina File Name: SPI commentsto ARB protocol 060415.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:28:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Kyle

Last Name: Holland

Email Address: kholland@ecopartnerslic.com
Affiliation: ecoPartners

Subject: Comments on Proposed Changes to Compliance Offset Protocol U.S. Forest Projects
Comment:

Pl ease see attached docunent, "ecoPartners - Junl4 coments on
changes to COP. pdf".

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/89-capandtradeprf14-
VTBXMIY4AyADZAdL.pdf

Original File Name: ecoPartners - Junl5 comments on changes to COP.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:32:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Christie

Last Name: Pollet-Y oung

Email Address: cpollet-young@scsglobal services.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments Related to the Verification of Forest Compliance Projects
Comment:

Dear ARB,
Pl ease see the attached letter with conments about the npbst recent
revi sion of the Forest Conpliance Offset Protocol. W thank you for

the opportunity to conment and | ook forward to speaking with you
shoul d you have and questi ons or concerns.

Al the best,
Christie Pollet-Young

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/90-capandtradeprf 14-UyBQNV EjUISWPAdi . pdf
Original File Name: SCS Letter to ARB_060415.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:36:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Constance

Last Name: Best

Email Address: chest@pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: PFT Comments on Proposed Forest Protocol Amendments
Comment:

Pl ease find our letter attached. Let nme know if you have any
difficulty with the attachnent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/91-capandtradeprf14-B3dTM 1wpUVOAZV 9. pdf
Origina File Name: PFT Comments on Proposed Forest Protocol Amendments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:34:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Michagl

Last Name: Wang

Email Address: mike@wspa.org

Affiliation: Western States Petroleum Association

Subject: Forestry Offsets Protocol
Comment:

Letter Attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/92-capandtradeprf14-
UyRRJAFWUGIGXwZg.docx

Origina File Name: WSPA Forestry Offsets 06042014A |etterhead.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:41:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Cap and Trade Protocols for Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Buttner

Email Address: pbuttner@calrice.org
Affiliation: California Rice Commission

Subject: Comments on Rice Protocol Portion of Rulemaking
Comment:

Attached are the comments fromthe California Ri ce Comm ssion on
the rice protocol.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/93-capandtradeprf14-WzhRJQBIV FgGY wNs.pdf
Origina File Name: CRC Comments (Rice Protocol)-June2015PDF.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 16:31:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Cap and Trade Protocolsfor Rice and Forestry
(capandtradeprfl4) - 15-1.

First Name: Emily

Last Name: Warms

Email Address. ewarms@newforests-us.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Forest Protocol Comments
Comment:

Thank you

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/94-capandtradeprf14-UjxUN1QiUV 1QM FQ7.pdf
Origina File Name: New Forests public comments FOP changes June 04 2015.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2015-06-04 17:00:37

No Duplicates.



