Comment 1 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Debra

Last Name: Kaufman

Email Address: dkaufman@stopwaste.org
Affiliation: StopWaste.Org

Subject: Support for recycling/composting element of report
Comment:

We are pleased to see that the report recognizes the inmportant role
that recycling and conposting can play in nitigating California's
GHG W especially lend our support to neasures J, K, L, Mand N
contained in Chapter 4 on WAaste Reduction, Recycling and Resource
Managenent. These neasures are critical to supporting and
expandi ng the state’'s existing recycling and composting
infrastructure, and are relatively |ow cost, environnmentally sound
nmet hods of achi evi ng greenhouse gas reducti ons.

More specifically, we are highly supportive of the follow ng
neasures:

» Devel opnent of recycling and composting protocols for
guantifying and reporting em ssion reductions.

» Support for commercial recycling

 Renovi ng barriers to conposting. .

 Phase out diversion credit for green waste used as alternative
daily cover at landfills

e Reduci ng agricultural em ssions through the use of conpost

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-22 15:06:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Mohagjer

Email Address: MikeM ohajer@yahoo.com
Affiliation: LA Co IWM Task Force

Subject: 2/28/08 CARB Meeting, Item 08-2-6...ETAAC Report
Comment:

----- Original Message-----

From M ke Mohajer [nmailto:n kenphaj er @ahoo. coni

Sent: Sunday, February 24, 2008 4:10 PM

To: Mary Nichols; CARB Board Menbers

Cc: Janes Col dstene; Steve Church; Margo Reid Brown; Wesley
Chesbro; Jeffrey Danzinger; Rosalie Mile; Cheryl Peace; Gary
Pet er sen

Subj ect: 2/28/08 CARB Meeting, Item# 08-2-6 ---- Report of the
Economi ¢ and Technol ogy Advancenent Advi sory Advancenent
Conmittee

Madam Chair and Menbers of the Board

On behalf of the Los Angel es County Integrated waste Managenent
Task Force (Task Force), | want to thank you the California Ar
Resource Board (CARB) for the opportunity to comrent on the
February 11, 2008 final report entitled Technol ogi es and Poli ci es
to Consider for Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emi ssions in California
whi ch was prepared by the CARB's Economic and Technol ogy
Advancenent Advisory Comittee (ETAAC) and released to the public
by your Board on February 18, 2008. | also want to commend the
ETAAC s Menbers for their considerable efforts in preparation of
the subject report and its recomendati ons on such a short tine
frame established by the California G obal Warmi ng Sol uti on Act of
2006 (AB 32). Such a short time frane nmay be the cause for a nunber
of reconmendati ons by the ETAAC in regards to our state integrated
solid waste managenent (I SWW) system which have been fornul ated

wi t hout any scientific basis and/or a bal ance objective to ensure
a net reduction in greenhouse gas (GHG enissions. The foll ow ng
provides a brief list of our initial concerns which are being
provided on an interimbasis due to the short tine frame since
this matter is set for your Board consideration on February 28,
2008.

Pursuant to Chapter 3.67 of the Los Angel es County Code and the
California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939), the
Task Force is responsible for coordinating the devel opment of al
maj or solid waste planning docunents prepared for the County of
Los Angeles and its 88 cities in Los Angeles County with a

conbi ned popul ation in excess of 10 mllion. Consistent with
these responsibilities, and to ensure a coordinated and
cost-effective and environnental | y-sound solid waste managenent
systemin Los Angeles County, the Task Force al so addresses issues
i mpacting the systemon a Countyw de basis. The Task Force



menber shi p i ncludes representatives of the League of California
Cities-Los Angeles County Division, the County of Los Angel es
Board of Supervisors, the City of Los Angeles, the waste
management industry, environnental groups, the public, and a
nunber of other governmental agencies.

|. The Task Force strongly supports recycling as an inportant
el ement of our | SWM system and recogni zes its value in reducing our
dependence on di sposal options. However, w thout having a full and
conpl ete econom ¢ and environnmental |ife-cycle analysis for this
technology, it is scientifically not possible to neasure
reductions or increases in GHG enissions resulting fromrecycling
activities. Additionally, the California recycling industry is
very conpl ex and extends beyond the California and the U S
boundaries to foreign countries. A nunber of Pacific Rimcountries
play a major role in providing a market for our recyclable
material s. However, environnental |laws and regul ations in sone of
these countries are non-existent as conpared to California. It
shoul d al so be recogni zed that there are no jurisdictiona
boundaries that would linmt the novenent of air contani nants
(including GHG fromthese countries to California negatively
i mpacting our air quality and well being of our residents.This is
a critical concern which further substantiate the need for the
state to take the lead in conducting a complete life-cycle
anal ysis for our recycling option as it has been recomended by
the Task Force for many years.

Based on the foregoing and wi thout any consideration by the ETAAC
for the economc inpacts on | ocal governnents, the Task Force
respectfully disagrees with the report recomendati ons for
increases in the recycling rate by an additional 25 percent by
2012 as currently proposed by Senate Bill 1020 (Padilla).

Il. The Task Force has a long track record of supporting
initiatives that pronote producer responsibility because of its
major role in reduci ng comercial /manufacturing waste as well as
its positive inmpact on the reduction of energy consunption and
potential reduction in GHG em ssion. As such, we appreciate the
report's acknow edgenent of the subject but at the sanme tine
di sappoi nted by the [ack of any anal ysis by the ETAAC. Producer
responsibility inmpacts all aspects of our |ISWM system and
therefore, it warrants much nore consi deration

1. Wthout conducting any analysis or estimation of GHG
em ssions, the report incorrectly clains that conposting woul d
avoi d the generation and emn ssion of methane gas as conpared to
ot her disposal options. Wiile the Task Force is in support of
conposting, we do not believe the devel opnment of conposting
facilities in netropolitan/urbanized areas is a valid | SW\M option



unl ess conposting activates are conducted in enclosed facilities

t hat operate under negative pressure to control odors and ensure
air quality in protecting health and safety of neighboring
residents. Additionally, a conplete econom c and environmenta
life-cycle analysis on the composting option needs to be conducted
to verify the validity of the recommendati ons.

For many years, the Task Force has been an advocate for the state
to take a proactive role in devel oping nmarkets for conposted
products. W are pleased that the ETAAC has arrived at the sane
concl usi on.

I V. The Task Force disagrees with the report's claimthat
greenwaste is not an effective material for use as a |landfil
alternative daily cover (ADC). Prior to its approval by the
appropriate regul atory agencies, a series of field testing and
denonstration activities were conducted to substantiate that
greenwast e when used as ADC neets all performance and health and
safety criteria established by the California Integrated Waste
Management Board. As such, the report's claimis unfounded.

The Task Force al so strongly opposes the report's recomendation
to phase out the diversion credit for use of greenwaste as a
landfill ADC on the basis that such a use would divert green
materials fromconmposting activities. Again, such a claimis
unfounded and it is contrary to the report's finding (Chapter 4,
Pg 4-17) that currently over 12 mllion tons of conpostable
organi cs are being disposed in landfills on an annual basis and
woul d be avail able for the conposting option.

V. The Task Force is very pleased with the ETAAC findi ngs as
di scussed in Chapters 4, 5 and 6, and Appendix IV of the report
that the existing barriers, including but not linted to
| egi sl ative and regul atory, have significantly hindered the
devel opnent of conversion technologies in California and that they
need to be addressed.

The Task Force has been a strong supporter of conversion
technol ogi es and played a major role which resulted in the

enact ment of AB 2770 in 2002. AB 2770 specifically required the
California Integrated Waste Managenent Board to conduct a study,
including life-cycle analysis, to verify the viability of these
technol ogi es as an el enent of our | SWM system and provi ded a
funding in the amount of $1.5 million for the required study. The
result of the 3-year study which was conducted in concert with
canpuses of the University of California at Davis and Riverside
substantiated the viability of these technol ogi es as an | SWM
option while produci ng renewabl e energy to reduce our dependence



on fossil fuel and reducing GHG em ssion. Unfortunately, the
ETAAC s report failed to make any reference to the findings of the
subj ect study .

Si nce 2003, the Task Force has further expanded its activities
with the County of Los Angeles for the devel opnent of a pil ot
denonstration facility in Southern California. As a part of this
effort, the Task Force has also visited a nunber of existing
conversion technology facilities in Europe and Japan to insure the
viability of these facilities for California. Wile our findings
further substantiate the viability of these facilities, we
continue to naintain our position that the state nmust take the

| eadership as well as a proactive and visible role in renoving the
existing legislative and regulatory barriers to the devel opnent of
t hese technol ogies in California.

Based on the results of the AB 2770 study and our site visits and
i nvestigation, there are over 200 conversion technology facilities
currently operating in Europe and Japan using nunicipal solid waste
as their feedstock. As such, we were dismayed by the report's
recomendati on (Chapter 6, pp 6-8 & 6-20) that conversion

technol ogy facilities using post-recycled solid waste residuals
need to be significantly treated differently as conpared to those
facilities that use "agricultural waste" as feedstock. Needless to
say, we are opposed to the said proposal. The criteria should be
based on perfornmance and conpliance with required rules and
regul ati ons and not on a "governnent policy" to pick a

t echnol ogy/ f eedst ock wi nner.

The Task Force is looking forward to the opportunity to work with
the CARB and ot her appropriate agencies to ensure an
environnental ly and econonically viable | SWM systemthat is
protective of our citizens' health and safety as well as our
natural resources.

Thank you again for the opportunity to submit these initia
conments. Shoul d you have any question, please contact ne at
909- 592-1147.

Regar ds,

M KE MOHAJER, Menber

LA County Integrated Waste Managenent Task Force
m kenmohaj er @ ahoo. com

P. O Box 3334, San Dinas, CA 91773-7334

cc: Each Menmber of the California |Integrated Waste Managenent
Board



Each Menber of the Los Angeles County Integrated Waste
Management Task Force
Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-25 12:33:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Christopher

Last Name: Perkins

Email Address. c.perkins@skytran.net
Affiliation: Unimodal Systems

Subject: State of California Personal Rapid Transit Pilot Demonstration Project L etter
Comment:

No sol ution should be spared in the effort to conbat global climate
change.

There is growi ng support across California for the devel opnent of
personal rapid transit as a solution to this crisis. The attached
docunent |ays out the case for a State of California funded
Personal Rapid Transit Pilot Denponstration Project to assess
greenhouse gas nitigation effectiveness, the viability of expanded
depl oyments to inprove public transit service,and the potential for
congestion reduction

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/3-prt_pilot_demo_project _ final_2-8-08 .pdf’
Original File Name: PRT Pilot Demo Project (Final 2-8-08).pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-26 16:13:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Muriel
Last Name: Strand
Email Address: auntym@earthlink.net
Affiliation: citizen

Subject: Comments on ETAAC Report
Comment:

see attached file

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/4-to_carb_re_etaac.doc'
Origina File Name: to carb re etaac.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 06:54.45

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Krista

Last Name: Clark

Email Address. kristac@acwa.com
Affiliation: ACWA

Subject: ETAAC report
Comment:

Attached are comments fromthe Association of California Water
Agencies (ACWA) on the final report of the Econonic and Technol ogy
Advancenent Advi sory Committee (ETAAC)

If there are any questions or if there is a problemw th the
attachment, please contact me at kristac@cwa.com or 916-441-4545.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/5-etaac_comments.doc'
Origina File Name: ETAAC Comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 09:25:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Gagliardi

Email Address: mgagliardi @oaklandnet.com
Affiliation: City of Oakland

Subject: ETAAC REPORT, Woaste Reduction, Recycling and Resource Management
Comment:

Pl ease distribute attached letter regarding Feb 28, 2008 ARB
Meeting Agenda Item #08-2-6 to ARB Board nenbers in advance of the
Feb 28, 2008 neeting.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/6-etaac_2-28-08 arb_comments_oakland.pdf
Original File Name: ETAAC_2-28-08 ARB_Comments_Oakland.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 10:58:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Hans

Last Name: Kernkamp

Email Address: hkernkam@co.riverside.ca.us
Affiliation: Riverside County Waste Management Dept.

Subject: ETAAC Report
Comment:

Attached pl ease find comments on the ETAAC report from Riverside
County Waste Managenent Departnent.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/7-etaac |etter.pdf’
Origina File Name: ETAAC Letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 11:56:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Jack

Last Name: Macy

Email Address: jack.macy@sfgov.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment letter to CARB on ETAAC Report
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment regardi ng ETAAC Report to CARB. Thank
you.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/8-etaac_report_letter from_sfe  norcal_2-27-
08.pdf'

Original File Name: ETAAC Report letter from SFE & Norcal 2-27-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 11:58:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Y oder

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SWANA Solid Waste Association
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/9-eta0002.pdf’
Original File Name: eta0002.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 12:47:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Smith

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Stop Waste. Org
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/10-eta0003.pdf’
Original File Name: eta0003.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 12:48:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Nick

Last Name: Lapis

Email Address: nicklapis@cawrecycles.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Joint Letter on Water Reduction and Recycling
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/11-etaac.pdf’
Origina File Name: etaac.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-02-27 14:29:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Frank

Last Name: Harris

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Edison International
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/13-08-2-6_frank_harris.pdf'
Origina File Name: 08-2-6 Frank Harris.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 15:49:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Smithline

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Californians Against Waste
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/14-08-2-6_scott_smithline.pdf’
Origina File Name: 08-2-6 Scott Smithline.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 15:50:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Muriel

Last Name: Strand

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Muriel Strand
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/15-08-2-6_muriel_strand.pdf'
Origina File Name: 08-2-6 Muriel Strand.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 15:50:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Rick

Last Name: Ruiz

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Capstone Turbine Corporation
Comment:

Panphl et included too large to scan
pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/16-08-2-6_rick_ruiz.pdf'
Original File Name: 08-2-6 Rick Ruiz.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 15:52:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Leah

Last Name: Fletcher

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Natural Resources Defense Council
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/17-08-2-6_|leah_fletcher..pdf’
Origina File Name: 08-2-6 Leah Fletcher..pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 16:02:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Lehtonen

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Green Plumbers
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/19-08-2-6_steve |.pdf’
Origina File Name: 08-2-6 Steve L.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 16:15:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08) - Non-Reg.

First Name: Kevin

Last Name: Whilden

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Climos
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/20-08-2-6_kevin.pdf'
Original File Name: 08-2-6 Kevin.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 16:18:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Report of the Economic and Technology Advancement
Committee (etaac08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Chuck

Last Name: Helget

Email Address: chuckhelget@msn.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Solid Waste Industry for Climate Solutions
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/etaac08/12-etaac.zip
Original File Name: etaac.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-03-04 14:46:55

No Duplicates.



