Comment 1 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Black

Email Address: one4michaelg@mindspring.com
Affiliation:

Subject: feereg09
Comment:

This proposal is ridiculous. It is costly to working people and
tax payers alike-with negligible enviromental benifits.

| oppose this, and urge your agency to do the sane.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-08 19:19:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Craig

Last Name: Richardson

Email Address: craig.richardson@elpaso.com
Affiliation: El Paso Nat Gas Co & Mojave Pipeline Co

Subject: EPNG and Mojave Pipeline Co Comments
Comment:

El Paso Natural Gas Conmpany and Mjave Pipeline Conmpany submits the
attached conments on the AB 32 Inpl ementati on Fee.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/3-
el_paso_natural_gas company_and_mojave pipeline ab 32 implementation_fee comments.pd
fl

Original File Name: El Paso Natural Gas Company and Mojave Pipeline AB 32 Implementation
Fee Comments.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-17 13:15:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Geoffrey

Last Name: Stearns

Email Address: membership.services@sierraclub.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Sierra Club Membership Services
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/4-sierra.pdf'
Origina File Name: Sierra.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-18 11:11:39

1200 Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Meagher

Email Address: meagherthomas@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Marin County Resident

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Dear Ms. Nichols and CARB:

The Sierra Cub has asked for ny support for AB 32 but | can not
SO support it.

The |l egislation needs full attention of the Assenbly - at that can
not be given with the budget - and even reasonable costs of a

wel | - bal anced measure can't be expected to be carried in this
economy. California is a place that deserves the steady attention
to her betternment - but efforts |like AB 32 can not al ways be

i mpl enent ed regardl ess of econonmic realities.

It is not tinme for this bill.

Yours - TJ Meagher
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-18 12:52:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: npedersen@hanmor.com

Affiliation: Southern California Public Power Author

Subject: Comment
Comment:

Sout hern California Public Power Authority Comment on Proposed AB
32 Inpl ement ati on Fee Regul ation

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/6-300226001nap06180901. pdf'
Original File Name: 300226001nap06180901.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-18 19:34:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: Tsutsui

Email Address: mrs.tsutsui @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Health Impacts of Diesel Pollution
Comment:

Dear Chairman Ni chol s,

| amwiting to thank you for your |eadership as the California
Air Resources Board (CARB) noves forward in the fight against

gl obal warmi ng and to support the Administrative Fee regul ation
comng up for a vote on June 25, 2009

A stabl e funding source is needed in order to continue the

i mportant work of CARB and other state agencies to inplenent
California s global warm ng strategi es. The proposed AB 32

adm nistrative fee provides that funding in an equitable nmanner by
i nposing a fee on najor sources of greenhouse gases in California,
rather than continuing to rely on state funds.

In light of the state's already dire budget situation, adopting

the fee regulation is a responsible action to provide the resources
necessary to adm nister key strategies and regulations to curb
greenhouse gas emissions fromall sectors of the econony.

| strongly support adoption of the fee to ensure that CARB

mai ntai ns nomentum toward neeting the state’'s greenhouse gas

reducti on goals. Thank you again for your |eadership and | again
urge you to adopt the AB 32 administrative fee.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 09:04:09

91 Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Reback

Email Address: mark@consumerwatchdog.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Polluters should pay for cost of implementing AB 32!
Comment:

The big corporate polluters should pay for the cost of inplenenting
AB 32!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 09:25:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ricardo U.

Last Name: Berg

Email Address: ulysses129@hotmail.com

Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee

Comment:

| amvery in favor of supporting your proposed fees. | would prefer

to breath cleaner air that dirty air.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 09:32:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Brandin

Email Address: rwbrandin@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Not hing is nore precious and conpletely necessary than the air we
breathe. W nust support all efforts to inprove air quality. |
urge you to support the adoption of AB 32.......

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 09:52:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jan

Last Name: Cortez

Email Address: rcortezl@san.rr.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Administrative Fees Needed for AB32
Comment:

Dear Ms. N chol s,

| support clean air and strategies to reduce gl obal warmng. AB32
i npl enentation is very inmportant to reduce greenhouse gas

em ssions. | support the payment structure of charging fees from
polluters to pay for inplenentation of AB32.

Thank you, Jan Cortez
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 10:07:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ralph J.

Last Name: Moran

Email Address: Ralph.Moran@bp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: BP Americicalnc.
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/37-bp_ab32 fee Itr - 6 09.pdf'
Origina File Name: BP AB32 Feeltr - 6 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 10:21:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Frank

Email Address: bg214@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Support AB 32
Comment:

Because of the 2/3 requirenment, California's legislature can't do
much to gain sorely needed revenue. Fining polluters is one
acceptable way to help solve the problem It seens nore than
reasonable to me to fine polluting industries who until now have
profited very well fromtheir activities while getting off scot

free as they threaten all living things, who are of course at the

mercy of their pollutants. At the very |least we should charge them
for slowmy killing us--with two excellent outconmes: The state will
start to fill its coffers, and the industries will begin to think

about controlling and even ending their discharge of pollutants.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 10:57:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: de Guzman

Email Address. ruthandtom@webtv.net
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB
Comment:

Yes, | support the legislation. Let the major polluters fund the
peoj ect .

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 10:59:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ware

Last Name: Kuschner

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

Subject: Air pollution
Comment:

Dear Chairman Ni chol s,

Pl ease support the Admi nistrative Fee regulation coming up for a
vote on June 25, 2009. | strongly support adoption of the fee to
ensure that CARB nmintains momentumtoward neeting the state’'s
greenhouse gas reduction goals.

Thank you again for your |eadership and | again urge you to adopt
the AB 32 administrative fee

Ware Kuschner, M D.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 11:21:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Denton

Email Address: gigantesmike@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Comment:

Dear M chael,
Support Fees on Polluters to Fund d obal Warm ng Prograns

The California Air Resources Board (CARB) will vote next week on
whet her nmaj or polluters should fund California' s fight against

gl obal warm ng. The AB 32 Adninistrative Fee regul ati on woul d
provide a stable funding stream paid by major pollution sources for
CARB and the other agencies charged with inplenenting California's
gl obal warm ng plan rather than relying on already burdened state
funds. Wthout urgent action, global warmng will continue to
worsen air pollution in California by accelerating ozone fornmation
and causing increased em ssions frompower plants, air conditioners
and ot her sources.

California's | eadership on global warm ng should be funded by
California's |eading polluters.

The admi nistrative fee would be charged to utility conpanies,
refineries, cement manufacturers and other major sources of

gr eenhouse gases based on their annual pollution | evels to support
AB 32 staffing needs. This fee will raise the necessary funds to
support the inportant work of CARB and other state agencies in

i mpl ementing measures to reduce greenhouse gases under California's
AB 32 Scoping Plan and to ensure those nmeasures do not result in
adverse public health outcomes.

Pol luters don't want to pay.

This regulation is opposed by the California Chanber of Conmmerce,
the Western States Petrol eum Associ ation and a long list of

busi ness and industries who woul d benefit from not paying fees for
their em ssions and | eave CARB w thout a consistent, stable source
of funding for AB 32 prograns. W need your help to ensure that
California continues the fight agai nst global warning and that the
adm nistrative fee regulation is adopted to support this inportant
wor k.

Pl ease voice your support for the Adnministrative Fee regulation to
CARB Chairman Mary Nichols by pasting the nessage bel ow into the
Air Resources Board's conment page:

http://ww. arb. ca. gov/ i spub/ conmf bcsubf orm php?li st nane=f eer eg09&conm peri od=
A



Dear Chairman Ni chol s,

| amwiting to thank you for your |eadership as the California
Air Resources Board (CARB) noves forward in the fight against

gl obal warm ng and to support the Adm nistrative Fee regul ation
comng up for a vote on June 25, 2009.

A stabl e funding source is needed in order to continue the

i mportant work of CARB and other state agencies to inplenent
California's global warm ng strategi es. The proposed AB 32

adnmi nistrative fee provides that funding in an equitable nanner by
i mposing a fee on naj or sources of greenhouse gases in California,
rather than continuing to rely on state funds.

In light of the state's already dire budget situation, adopting

the fee regulation is a responsible action to provide the resources
necessary to adm nister key strategies and regulations to curb
greenhouse gas emi ssions fromall sectors of the econony.

| strongly support adoption of the fee to ensure that CARB
mai nt ai ns nomentum toward neeting the state’ s greenhouse gas

reduction goals. Thank you again for your |eadership and | again
urge you to adopt the AB 32 administrative fee.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 13:36:41

1 Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Goldsborough

Email Address: susangol dsborough@comcast.net
Affiliation: Familiesfor Clean Air

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Dear CARB

It is clear that during this fiscally shaky time, we cannot count
on California state to fund gl obal warm ng strategies. |Instead we
would Iike to see fees levied on all major sources of greenhouse
gases. Honeowners should pay license fees in order to use their
fireplaces, wood stoves, charcoal bar-b-ques, and fire pits. W pay
for licenses to fish and hunt. Why not l|icenses to burn biomass?
Just as industry has to operate under strict guidelines and pays
for permts to burn, wood burners should do the same - operate
under strict guidelines and pay to burn

Si ncerely,

Susan K. Gol dsborough
Executive Director
Famlies for Clean Air

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 15:35:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michaeleen

Last Name: Mason

Email Address: mmason@wspa.org
Affiliation:

Subject: WSPA Comment Ltr on the AB 32 Administrative Fee Regs
Comment:

On behal f of Catherine H Reheis-Boyd, Executive Vice-President and
Chief Operating Oficer, Western States Petrol eum Associ ati on,
pl ease accept our conments.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/74-wspa_comment_ab32 fee prpd.pdf’
Original File Name: WSPA Comment AB32 Fee Prpdl.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 16:01:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: jan

Last Name: lochner

Email Address. 4lochs@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Diesel pollution
Comment:

I f soneone has to pay, why not those who gained? If not at the
source, then where?

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 17:21:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Wendy

Last Name: Weikel

Email Address: ww4nature@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Responsibility Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Comment:

Pol | uters should pay. W need governnent that focuses us on
responsi bl e behavior. W need to be responsible for what we are
doing to our earth habitat. Polluters and Emtters should pay for
their errant ways. This will encourage us to change. The fees
shoul d be enough to encourage better behavior. Wendy Wi kel

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 22:12:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Hansen

Email Address: hansens2@pachell.net
Affiliation: Cal. Med. Assn.

Subject: AB 32 fees
Comment:

Pl ease adopt--tine is precious

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 22:16:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kirsten

Last Name: Perez

Email Address: kirstenkpleanne@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming Programs
Comment:

Pl ease adopt the AB 32 administrative feel Curbing green house
gasses is vital to the health of every Californian and is an

i mportant step to stopping global warming. Gving polluters a fee
is the fairest option to quell green house em ssions! Thanks....

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-22 23:45:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Evelyn

Last Name: Kahl

Email Address. ek@a-klaw.com
Affiliation: Alcantar & Kahl

Subject: AB 32 Revised Adminsitrative Fee Regulations
Comment:

Pl ease See Attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/101-adminfee_al cantarkahl.pdf'
Original File Name: Adminfee_AlcantarK ahl.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 10:03:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Luci

Last Name: Ungar

Email Address: plinkpink@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Environment
Comment:

Pl ease support the current bill that will regulate polluters!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 12:21:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julie A.

Last Name: Fitch

Email Address: ska@cpuc.ca.gov

Affiliation: California Public Utilities Commission

Subject: AB 32 Fee on the Retail Providers and Marketers of Imported Electricity
Comment:

Pl ease See Attached Docunent:

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/104-cpuc_arb _ab32_admin_fee reg_let.pdf’
Original File Name: CPUC_ARB_AB32 _admin_fee reg_let.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 13:16:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: jon

Last Name: schell

Email Address. schmelkes@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: pollution
Comment:

make t he polluters pay

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 14:14:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Vinetz

Email Address: rvinetz@pol.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32, the Administrative Fee regulation
Comment:

Dear Chai rman Ni chol s,

As a pediatrician and director of the pediatric asthnma program for
a 6-office community clinic organization caring for over 7000
children, | urge you and the California Air Resources Board to
support AB 32, the Administrative Fee regul ation

This Administrative Fee regulation will have a great and positive
i mpact on both individual health (children with asthma, for
exanpl e) and on the health of our planet's ecosystem The stable
funding source it provides is vital, literally health-protecting
and |ife-saving. Opponents, | believe, are looking at this fee
through a lens focused on a too-narrow view of the public and
private good. W must pay, sooner or later...either now for
prevention...or |later and nuch nore for trying to correct the
danmage to our health and environment.

| thank you for your consideration and attention to this issue and
urge you to adopt the AB 32 administrative fee.

Robert Vinetz, MD, FAAP
Los Angeles, California

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 15:45:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: PatriciaM

Last Name: French

Email Address: trish.french@kernrivergas.com
Affiliation: Kern River Gas Transmission

Subject: Comments of Kern River Gas Transmission
Comment:

Pl ease see attached acrobat file entitled California Air Resources
Boar dKern Ri ver CommentsJune 23 Comments Fi nal . pdf

Thank you for your consideration of the sane.
Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/108-june_23 comments final.pdf’
Original File Name: June 23 Comments Final.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 17:01:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: jim

Last Name: bianchi

Email Address: jim.bianchi @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Living polluters
Comment:

There is no argunent that nethane is 10 tines nore active as a
greenhouse gas than is CO2. Wat are you doing to regul ate
agricultural factories we call feedlots? Cows, pigs, sheep, goats,
etc. when considered together, and when the methane multiplier is
consi dered, put 100s of tons of greenhouse gas em ssions into the
at nosphere every day. Tine for you to get to work on the
farmranch | obbies and get themto pay for their pollution; better
yet, conpel themto enclose feedlots, and capture and burn mnethane,
then capture the resulting CO2 for use as oil field purging gas, or
ot her uses.

Li cense and issue permts to own horses, dogs, cats, and other
mamal s that emt methane and CQO2.

Li cense and issue pernits to permt humans to exercise, since we
burn nore calories and therefore emt nore CO2 when exercising than
when not. Since the nore we exercise, the nore we burn, charge
extra fees and issue licenses to all sporting events such as soccer
ganes, football ganmes, track neets, baseball ganes, and so on

since they invite the burning of calories and em ssion of CO2
purely for the sake of entertainnent. Tax the admission tickets
with a CARB em ssions tax.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-23 18:24:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: gale

Last Name: de long

Email Address: montygal e@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ADOPTION OF AB 32
Comment:

| strongly urge CARB to definitely ADOPT the Proposed AB 32 Cost of
| mpl enent ati on Fee Regul ati on and Proposed Anendnment to the

Regul ation for the Mandatory Reporting of G eenhouse Gas

Emi ssi ons.

CA has nade wonderful progress retarding the growh of pollution.
We need to continue this drive SO THAT WE CAN CONTI NUE TO BREATH
CLEAN Al R THAT DOES NOT DAMAGE OUR LUNGS AND THOSE OF OUR

CH LDREN.

PLEASE ADOPT AB 32!!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-24 09:33:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Catherine M

Last Name: Stites

Email Address. cstites@mwdh2o.com
Affiliation: Metropolitan Water District

Subject: MWD Comments on May 8, 2009 ISOR
Comment:

MAD Comments on May 8, 2009 | SOR

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/117-mwd_comments on_isor__fina _4-24-09 .pdf'
Origina File Name: MWD Comments on ISOR (final 4-24-09).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-24 10:55:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Warren

Email Address: joyw@mid.org
Affiliation: Modesto Irrigation District

Subject: Modesto Irrigation District Comments on AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee
Regulation
Comment:

Attached please find Modesto Irrigation District Comments on
Proposed AB 32 Cost of Inplenentation Fee Regul ation in .pdf
format. Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to
contact Joy Warren at (209) 526-7389.

Thank you.

Li nda Fi scher

Legal Assistant to Joy A Warren
Modesto Irrigation District

(209) 526-7388
I i ndaf @ni d. org

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/118-
docs n179499v3 mid_comments on_carb _administrative fee regulation.pdf'

Origina File Name: DOCS _n179499v3 MID Comments on CARB Administrative Fee
Regul ation.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-24 11:13:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Will

Last Name: Barrett

Email Address: wbarrett@alac.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental and public health support for AB 32 administrative fee
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached letter of support for the proposed AB32
admi nistrative fee regulation frompublic health and environment al
or gani zati ons.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/119-supportforadministrativefee 6.24.pdf'
Original File Name: SupportforAdministrativeFee 6.24.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-24 11:21:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Glenn

Last Name: Brownton

Email Address: gbrownton@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Form Letter 4
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/120-form___ 4.pdf’
Origina File Name: Form # 4.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-24 15:14:48

65 Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cindy

Last Name: Parsons

Email Address: cindy.parsons@ladwp.com

Affiliation: Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Subject: Comments on AB32 Implementation Fee Regulation
Comment:

See attached coments

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/124-ladwp_comments on_ab32 fee regulation_ 6-
24-09 _.pdf’

Original File Name: LADWP Comments on AB32 Fee Regulation (6-24-09).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-29 15:33:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brenda

Last Name: Cedarblade

Email Address: brendacedarblade@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Ag.Neighbor Industrial Cement Operation

Subject: Support AB 32 & Take Measures To Stop Outdoor Sand Blasting
Comment:

Dear Ms. Mary Nichols,

| amwiting to support you on regulating Industrial polluters
that lead to increasing national global warning and |l ocal health
i ssues. Thank you for |ooking out for the little guys and

popul ation affected by their offsite inpacts.

I found that under a California |oop hole intended to all ow
property owners to sand bl ast the exterior of their buildings from
1978, this Pre-cast conpany could actually sand blast 6 tons of
abrasive per day at cenent walls outside with no protection to keep
their toxic cenent dust from blowi ng on our food supply and
adj acent properties. This dust contains a tiny particle that
can be carried in the wind mles away and can lead to silicosis and
other health related problens. Qur County Supervisors did not put
any neasures in place to protect the neighboring properties from
this outdoor sand blasting activity. Their high dollar attorneys
told the county it was to costly to sand bl ast inside.

My interest is a personal issue and describes how these Industria
gi ant polluters avoided regul ation. W noved to Yol o County and
located in an agricultural area. The Industrial users found this
area as cheap ground and could strip it of its groundwater, pollute
and are not under a watchful eye. The county changed our
agricultural zoned area in the Draft EIR for the CGeneral Plan to a
120 acre Industrial park, in the nmddle of the best Class 1 soils
in California. The beautiful productive agricultural |and was
bought | ast year by Danny Ranps of Rampbs G I, Cark Pacific —
Precast Concrete and other Industrial type interests.

Industrial by definition has off site inpacts. The cenent

conpani es are the worst polluters. Specifically the |arge

I ndustrial cenent conpany that is relocating fromWst Sacramento
next door to us with batch plants, outdoor sandblasting and such
They build conplete sky scrapers, buildings and parking structures
for other cities, this neans all of the inpacts these cities would
have are now being placed on the backs of the properties that
surround this plant. Their trucks drive down the road with the
structures and one can watch the cenent dust bl owi ng off the
structures in the wind and out into the ag fields. This cenent pre
cast conpany is in the mddle of an agricultural area and
negatively inpacts adjacent organic farns produci ng our nations
food supply on the West and South sides, hones for devel opnentally
di sabled to the West and our ranch to the East and the Nel son Ranch
Foundati on which hel ps adults with disabilties. W have tall trees



wi th nesting Swainson Hawks and | amworried this cenent dust will
affect their young. If these Industrial conpanies had noved to the
City they would be on water and sewer and nore scrutiny; but it was
cheaper to buy off the politicians and | ocate and pollute on county
I and.

The people that |lived and worked next to their plant in Wst Sac.
sought nme out when they learned | was fighting the conmapny.

Hi spanic men that worked at this factory in Wst Sac. who did the
sand bl asting spoke to ne and they nentioned breathing/lung issues
and said they mainly did it dry to see and get the finish on the
wal s etc... The neighbors around their plant in Wst Sac.

descri bed i ssues of dust that blew over fromthe cenent factory and
scratched their wi ndows, paint on cars and would end up in their
hones. These people said they tried to do sonething about it, and
went to the city but no one listened and they were up against big
noney | ndustrial groups and unions. After dealing with Yol o County,
| am begining to share their sentinents.

This conmpany gets a lot of governnent work and fundi ng, and shoul d
be required to protect the environnent from harm However, they

al so have deep pockets to politically fight regulation. |I hope you
can inplenment neasures to correct this loop hole that all ows

out door sand blasting and to regul ate these polluters.

Nancy, thank you for taking these guys on and please forward this
to the appropriate departnents.

Si ncerely,

Br endaECedar - bl ade
renove AT change to @in enail:-brendacedar bl adeATyahoo. com

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-29 20:27:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Albert

Last Name: batteate

Email Address. batteatelivestock@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: cabover trucks truck and trailer
Comment:

| have cabover truck and trailers conbos cattle trucks the |enght
for a conbination of this sort is 65 feet the trucks have a 28" box
and they pull a 28" trailer thes conbinations where the standard
truck to haul |ivestock because of the nather of roads And terane
they had to navagate there are still a lot of cattle ranches &
Sheep ranches that require this type of truck to get there
livestock to market and seasonal grassing alotnents
We transport our cattle fromnountain pastures spring to the

organ borderFall pastures 450 noma cows & calves that equates to
sonmewar e around 30, 000 per year .now the problemthe truck
conpaneys that are left dont have many of thes units left so there
is already a shortage of themevery spring and fall

with the new | aw on diesel trucks thes will not be | eagal soon.
The truck manufactures no | onger nmake cabover trucks and if they
did no one could aford to have them setting around 75% of the
tinme.

so how are we supost to ship our cattle frompasture to pasture
or to market the other option is i understand the ol der trucks are
ok to run 15,000 mles a year so shood | buy 4 nore and put cowboys
driving themto nove our catte !

| realy think that woul d put people at risk of injury the roads
thes trucks drive are narrow wi ndy nmountain roads with grades 20%

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 18:24:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Andersen

Email Address: paul.andersen@rosettaresources.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Survey too costly
Comment:

Addi tional cost to supply data to government agencies drivers the
cost of business in Ca to a point with business |eave Ca.

W (business) want and will be in conpliance with rules we
understand and rules that fit our industry. Rules then are
witting without input fromprivate section usual neans "square
pegs in a round hol e".

Conpliance is |l ess than attainable and no one wi ns.
Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-07-04 19:38:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Susie

Last Name: Berlin

Email Address: sherlin@mccarthylaw.com
Affiliation: Northern California Power Agency

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee Rulemaking
Comment:

Resubmni tted Comments of the Northern California Power Agency on the
Oiginal AB 32 Cost of Inplenmentation Fee Rul enaki ng, dated June
24, 2009.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/137-comments_re_admin_fee rulemaking_-
_ncpa__6-24-09 .pdf’

Original File Name: comments re Admin Fee Rulemaking - NCPA _6-24-09_.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-07-06 09:26:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bob

Last Name: Epstein

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Entrepreneurs
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/139-bob.pdf’
Original File Name: Bob.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-07-23 13:34:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jm

Last Name: Hancock

Email Address: jimhancock@cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: El Cgjon Resident
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/140-jim.pdf’
Original File Name: Jim.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-07-23 13:36:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: Stein

Email Address. astein@tst-inc.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 costs
Comment:

My busi ness nmanufacturers alum numingot and billet for sale in
California and around the world. Today it is very difficult to
conpete in the world market. Recently a new conpetitor fromlndia
started inporting nmy products to California. | am/l oosing market
share to conpani es outside California and now from foreign inports.
More costs will guaranty that the 200 California residents that |
enploy will have a |l ess secure future.

Pl ease dont add taxes and fees to us!
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-08-07 14:41:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: BILL

Last Name: FELL

Email Address: A356T6@AOL.COM
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

SI RS;

AS EMPLOYMENT AT OUR FACI LI TY HAS BEEN REDUCED FROM 220 TO >90,
AND MANUFACTURI NG RUNNI NG AWAY FROM CALI FORNI A AT RECORD PACE, |
MUST VO CE MY THOUGHTS AS TO WHAT AB32 WLL DO TO OUR BUSI NESS.

VE DI D MOST OF OUR BUSI NESS IN CALI FORNI A 25 YEARS AGO WTH A 100
OR SO MAN SHOP. 80% I N STATE, 20% OUT OF STATE.

NOW VE ARE 80% OUT OF STATE AND 10% OUT OF COUNTRY AND 10% I N
STATE.

TO ADD FEES AND EXPENSE TO OUR PRODUCTS, THAT WE MAKE FOR OTHER
MANUFACTURERS, THAT ARE FREE TO PURCHASE FROM OTHER STATES AND
OTHER COUNTRI ES, WLL PUT US OQUT OF BUSI NESS. 57 YEARS OF EMPLOYEES
THAT PAY TAXES IS OUR HI STORY. PLEASE DONT MESS THI S UP.

Bl LL FELL

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-08-19 08:46:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Amber

Last Name: Riesenhuber

Email Address: amber @iepa.com
Affiliation: IEP

Subject: IEP's Comments on the Proposed Changes to the AB32 Administrative Fee Regulation

Comment:

| EP's Conments on the Proposed Changes to the AB32 Administrative
Fee Regul ation

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/143-
comments_of the independent_energy producers association_on_ab 32 administrative fee pr
oposed_changes _fina__ version 9-2-09.doc'

Original File Name: Comments of the Independent Energy Producers Association on AB 32
Administrative Fee Proposed Changes Final Version 9-2-09.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-02 16:14:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Warren

Email Address: joyw@mid.org
Affiliation: Modesto Irrigation District

Subject: Modesto | D's Comments on Revisions to Proposed Fee Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached coments subnitted by Mddesto ID.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/144-
docs n191042 vla mid comments on revised proposed administrative fee regulation.pdf

Origina File Name: DOCS n191042 v1A MID Comments on Revised Proposed
Administrative Fee Regulation.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 07:58:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michaeleen

Last Name: Mason

Email Address: mmason@wspa.org

Affiliation: Western States Petroleum Association

Subject: WSPA Comment L etter
Comment:

Pl ease accept WSPA' s Conment Letter.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/145-wspa_comments_on _ab32 fee regulation.pdf’
Original File Name: WSPA Comments on AB32 Fee Regulation.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 11:57:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Seema

Last Name: Srinivasan

Email Address: ds@a-klaw.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Administrative Fee Regulation
Comment:

Attached are comments by CAC/EPCU on the Draft Adnministrative Fee
Regul ati on

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/146-
cac.epuc_comments admin_fee 090209 .pdf'

Origina File Name: CAC.EPUC Comments Admin Fee (090209).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 11:59:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Frost

Email Address: jfrost@kernoil.com
Affiliation: Kern Oil & Refining Co.

Subject: Comments on Proposed AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation
Comment:

Sept ember 2, 2009

M. Jon Costantino
Manager, Cimate Change
Pl anni ng Secti on

Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. 0. Box 2815
Sacrament o, CA 95812

SUBJECT: Proposed AB 32 Cost of Inplenentation Fee Regulation jV
Comrent s

Dear M. Costanti no:

Kern Gl & Refining Co. (Kern) is one of only two renaining small
refiners in California producing transportation fuels. Kern is the
only small refiner in California produci ng CARB refornmul ated
gasoline and Utra Low Sulfur Diesel. Kern is on record with the
Board, and continues to advocate for consideration for smal
refiners.

The two remaining small refiners producing transportation fuels
are j8famly ownedj” and are not owned or operated by publically
traded integrated oil conpanies and do not have upstreamoil and
gas production or downstream marketing and retail stations. Small
refiners are clearly being disproportionally economcally inpacted
by the AB 32 regul ati ons.

In follow up to the information staff presented at the August 25,
2009 public workshop, and for the record, Kern is providing the
followi ng comrents relating to the proposed AB 32 Cost of

| mpl enent ati on Fee Regul ati on.

CARB estimates $63.1 million dollars is needed for the FY 2009/ 10
collection to adm nister the AB 32 Program and for debt repayment.
Based on CARBj|s fee allocation proposal, the refiner sector is
expected to pay $33.8 nmillion or 53.4%of the total $63.1 FY2009/10
program fees. However, based on CARBj|s GHG Scoping Pl an em ssions
inventory refineries only represent 6% of the total GHG eni ssions,
yet refineries are being assessed 53.4% of the total annual fees to
fund the program This is clearly an unfair, inequitable and

di sproportional econonic inpact to refiners. Kern reconends the
fees for refineries be assessed in a way that nore fairly reflects
the proportionality of refinery enissions as conpared to the tota
GHG i nventory.



Kern is opposed to paynent of a fee on gasoline and di ese
production. Refiners are already required under the Scoping Pl an
to i nplement stationary source controls and in addition, refineries
must al so neet the costly challenges of the Low Carbon Fuel
Standard (LCFS). It is, however, reasonable to assess a fee based
on the actual facility GHG em ssions fromrefineries and ot her
sectors subject to AB 32. However, Kern is strongly opposed to
staffj|s proposal that refiners also pay additional fees for every
gallon of transportation fuel delivered to the narket.

Kern has reconmended the fee j8taxj” be placed at the retail sales
punp and full disclosure be nade at the punp so the public clearly
under st ands why each gall on of fuel purchased has increased in
cost. Unfortunately, CARB has indicated they do not have the
manpower to collect the fees fromsuch a | arge popul ation of retali
stations throughout the State.

CARB wrongly assunes that refiners can j8pass-throughj” the fee.
This is a misconception since the ability to pass-through costs are
control l ed by market forces beyond the control of any one

i ndi vidual refiner. However, refiners do have the ability to
pass-t hrough costs of fees or taxes if the fees or taxes are known
i n advance and are assessed by the governnental agency, and
equitably applied to all refiners. Currently, it appears the AB 32
fee (cost/gallon) will not be known until the fiscal year ends and
CARB t hen deterni nes how nuch was spent during that year, at which
time the fee will then be cal cul ated and conmuni cated to refiners.
This process will not provide refiners with the ability to pass on
the fee for that prior year

Kern offers the foll ow ng suggestion that would help the ability
of refiners to pass-through the fees.

» XCARB nust create a budget in advance, divide that by the
estimated gallons to be assessed (historical data and infornation
is available) and publish a rate (cost/gallon) to be in effect for
that fiscal period. This published rate needs to be provided to
refiners in advance of the annual fiscal cycle.

. XRefiners would then include the fee as a line itemon the

i nvoi ce generated at the fuel transfer rack. This would be
consistent with the nethod of pass-through for State Board of
Equal i zation (BOE) fees and taxes (e.g., Supplier of Mtor Vehicle
Fuel Fee, Supplier of Diesel Fuel Fee, and Prepayment of Sales
Tax), all of which are conputed as a cost per gallon to facilitate
their inclusion on an invoice.

. XIndustry payments could be nade to CARB nonthly, quarterly, or
annual | y based on sales volunes for the related period. This would
be consistent with the paynent of BCE fees and taxes.

. XIf AB 32 Program costs are nore or |ess than budget estimate
the differences can then be rolled into the subsequent yearj}s rate
cal cul ati on.

In summary, pass-through costs of the fee can only be acconplished
if CARB estimates a budget for the fiscal year, establishes a fixed
rate, and conmunicates the rate to refiners in advance of the
fiscal cycle. This process will allowrefiners the ability to
legally include the fee as a line itemon the sales invoice to the
custonmer. Refiners would then nmake paynents to CARB on a periodic



schedul e.

Kern appreciates this opportunity to provide conment and we are
committed to continue working with Staff throughout this regul atory
process.

Si ncerely,

coryY

Robert Ri chards

EHS Manager

Kern G| & Refining Co.

cc: Jeanni e Bl akesl ee, CARB
Bruce Tuter, CARB

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 13:03:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julee

Last Name: Mainowski-Ball
Email Address: julee@ppallc.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CBEA Comments Re CARB AB 32 Administration Fees
Comment:

CBEA Comments Re CARB AB 32 Adnini stration Fees

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/148-arb_ab 32 admin_fees It 09-02-
09 finalr.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB AB 32 Admin Fees It 09-02-09 FINALr.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 13:05:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

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



Comment 50 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Susie

Last Name: Berlin

Email Address: sherlin@mccarthylaw.com
Affiliation: Northern California Power Agency

Subject: Comments on 8/25 AB32 Fee Workshop
Comment:

Northern Califoria Power Agency (NCPA) Conmments on August 25
Wor kshop on AB32 Cost of |nplenmentation Fee

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/150-comments re 8-25-
09 _admin_fee workshop__ 9-2-09 .pdf'

Original File Name: comments re 8-25-09 admin fee workshop _9-2-09 _.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 13:48:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kristin

Last Name: Grenfell

Email Address: kgrenfell@nrdc.org
Affiliation: NRDC

Subject: Coalition Comments on Fee
Comment:

We respectfully submit these comrents.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/151-2009-09-02_letter to _carb_re admin_fee.pdf’
Original File Name: 2009-09-02_L etter to CARB re Admin Fee.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 14:58:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joe

Last Name: McCawley

Email Address: joseph.mccawley@sce.com
Affiliation: SCE

Subject: SCE commentsto AB32 Admin Fee Reg - Workshop #4
Comment:

The attached contains SCE s conments to the proposed/ possible
changes di scussed during the Aug 25th Wrkshop.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/152-sce_comments ab32 admin_fee wksp__4.pdf’
Original File Name: SCE Comments_Ab32 Admin Fee Wksp #4.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 16:26:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: npedersen@hanmor.com

Affiliation: Southern California Public Power Author

Subject: SCPPA Further Comment on Proposed AB 32 Implementation Fee Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the Southern California Public Power Authority
Furt her Comment on Proposed AB 32 |nplenentati on Fee Regul ation.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/153-300226001nap09030901. pdf'
Original File Name: 300226001nap09030901. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-03 16:54:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: White

Email Address: cwhitel@wm.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SWICS letter on CARB GHG fees
Comment:

If you have any questions, please contact Chuck Wite.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/154-swics letter_on carb_ghg fees 090209.pdf’
Original File Name: SWICS letter on CARB GHG fees 090209.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-04 09:39:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bernie

Last Name: Fox

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Financial Benefits Group
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/155-bernie.pdf’
Original File Name: Bernie.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-10 08:49:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: KENNETH

Last Name: BIGGS

Email Address: 1a1940@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: No fees
Comment:

It is tine to disband CARB. They brought os MIBE Hi gh priced
California Reformated Gasoline and ot her poor thought out ideas.
We do not need to pay for people who do not have the needed
expertize to do the job they are doing poorly at excessive pay.
Now t hey want to add nore fees.

California needs to cut expenses they would do this by getting rid
of an unnecessary agency CARB.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-22 15:21:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: M€l

Last Name: Zeldin

Email Address: melz@capcoa.org
Affiliation: CAPCOA

Subject: Comment Letter from CAPCOA
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/159-9-23-09 capcoa letter to_mary nichols -
_ghg_reporting_tools.pdf'

Original File Name: 9-23-09 CAPCOA Letter to Mary Nichols - GHG Reporting Tools.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-23 07:54:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Larry

Last Name: Greene

Email Address: Igreene@airquality.org
Affiliation. SMAQMD

Subject: AB 32 - Fee Reg. & Proposed Amend. to Reg. of Mand. Reporting of GHG Emissions
Comment:

See attached letter dated 9/23/09.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/160-
mary_nichols _|tr_re mandatory reporting_of ghg sept. 23 09.doc'

Original File Name: Mary Nichols Ltr re Mandatory Reporting of GHG Sept. 23, 09.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-23 11:17:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Noah

Last Name: Long

Email Address: nlong@nrdc.org
Affiliation: NRDC

Subject: Public Interest Coalition Letter on Administrative Fee
Comment:

Pl ease find attached letter froma coaltion of public interest
groups in the proposed adninistrative fee.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/161-2009-09-23 letter to _carb_re admin_fee.pdf’
Original File Name: 2009-09-23 L etter to CARB re Admin Fee.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-23 11:33:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: npedersen@hanmor.com

Affiliation: Southern California Public Power Author

Subject: SCPPA Supplemental Comment on Administrative Fees
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the Southern California Public Power Authority
Suppl emrent al Conment on Proposed AB 32 | nplementation Fees

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/162-300226001nap09230901. pdf'
Original File Name: 300226001nap09230901. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-09-23 11:59:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Sommer

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
Comment:

Attachnment to conment avail abl e upon request.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/164-pillsbury 61.pdf
Original File Name: Pillsbury 61.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-10-08 14:58:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Hansen

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/165-pill sbury62.pdf’
Origina File Name: Pillsbury62.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-10-08 15:03:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pederson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Hanna & Morton LLP
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/126-norman_pederson.pdf
Original File Name: Norman Pederson.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:36:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Jill

Last Name: Whynot

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SCAQMD
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/127-jill_whynot.pdf
Original File Name: Jill Whynot.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:37:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Plotkin

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: CIPA
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/128-norman_plotkin.pdf
Original File Name: Norman Plotkin.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:37:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: McLaughlin

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: CMUA
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/129-bruce_mclaughlin.pdf
Original File Name: Bruce McL aughlin.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:38:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: French

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Kern River
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/130-patricia_french.pdf
Original File Name: Patricia French.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:38:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Michaeleen

Last Name: Mason

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: WSPA
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/131-michaeleen_mason.pdf
Original File Name: Michaeleen Mason.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-06-30 14:39:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09). (At Hearing)

First Name: Jill

Last Name: Whynot

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SCAQMD
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/163-jill_whynot.pdf
Origina File Name: jill whynot.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-10-06 13:43:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Kirstin

Last Name: Wallace

Email Address: kirsdess555@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease note that your attenpt to enact the following bill and its
fee provisions will further bankrupt this State and cause greater
econonmic turmoil than already exists in California. This attenpt
by the State government to access fees on producers of carbon

em ssion, and thus "greenhouse gasses" will do no nore to protect
the health and welfare of this State than it will to create
jobs...and that it to say that it will do nothing but drive

i ndustry and those that bring jobs and properity to this State
away. This is Iike punching holes in a sinking ship and I would
hope you woul d scrap this bill and its fee arangenents and bring
sone sanity back to how |aws are created and enforced on the
public. The fact that your reviewers can sonehow neasure that the
consurmer wWill only receive a $4.00 a year surge in utility and fue
costs is nothing nore than | aughable in that the ripple of affects
of this legislation will end up causing the people of California so
much nore in jobs |ost and wel fare/unenpl oyment benefits as
industry is driven away. Please take in to consideration those that
| ove and take care of this State on a practical day-to-day |evel
because it is those of us that do that realize nore and nore that
our representative do not have this States best interesets in mnd
in crafting this type of legislation. Please reconsider the

i mpl enentation of AB 32 and its correspondi ng anmendnents and work
i nstead on spending within our neans and bringing private industry
back to California.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-02 16:54:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Claudio

Last Name: Mariotta

Email Address. C.Mariotta@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

The whol e prem se of your Agency, global warming is caused by man,
i s based on enmptions rather than science. Your legislation wll
further cripple our econony, which is already burdened by taxes
and regul ations.

Cease and desist, you will make a great contribution.

VWhat we need is to promote and hel p devel op nucl ear power and off
shore drilling. This will reduce our dependency on foreign oil

i nprove the bal ance of trade and clean the air which should be your
goal

The ARB shoul d be abolished al ong with nany ot her governnent
agencies involved in this effort, That will reduce our deficit,
stinmul ate busi nesses and nove us toward financial solvency.

Regar ds,

Cl audio Mariotta

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-02 20:49:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: landrus

Last Name: pfeffinger

Email Address: |.pfeffinger@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

| am adamantly opposed to this proposed | egislation. AB32. At a
tinme that California is "underwater”, sonme of the highest taxes in
the country, high unenpl oynent and busi nesses | eaving the state
this is the one of the DUMBEST proposals that can be nade.

CGestapo tactics of mandatory reporting of "greenhouse gases”
smacks of a fascist state nmentality/approach to governing.

| believe that the CARB shoul d be di sbanded. There is increasing
evi dence based upon recent discoveries is the scientific comunity
as well as adm ssions by the scientists thenselves who are in the
field that the data does NOT support the conclusions and that the
data was "cooked". The agency (CARB) with its' plethora of
environnental i st should do the people of California a service and
RESI GN

The people of California are FED-UP with high taxes and
OVERREGULATI ON. Pl ease just go away. Stop being so self-righteous.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-03 12:02:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Craig

Last Name: Stelck

Email Address. cardifO3@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

To the peopl e who gave us deadly MIBE, please kill AB 32.
Craig Stelck

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-04 11:12:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Kyle

Last Name: Davis

Email Address: kyle.l.davis@pacificorp.com
Affiliation: PacifiCorp

Subject: Comments of PacifiCorp Concerning the AB 32 Administrative Fee
Comment:

Paci fi Corp, dba Pacific Power (or, the “Conpany”), respectively
submts these comments on the California Air Resources Board s
(“CARB") proposed administrative fee regul ations for sources of
greenhouse gas (“GHG') em ssions (“Fee Regul ation”) pursuant to
Assenbly Bill 32 (“AB 32"), as revised and anended, in ternms of its
applicability to the Conpany’s multi-state operations. PacifiCorp’'s
comments are intended to clarify any outstandi ng questions
regarding the inpact on multi-jurisdictional retail providers
(“MIRP"), like PacifiCorp, and the specific applicability of the
Fee Regul ation. Pacifi Corp appreci ates the opportunity to subnit
conments in this proceeding and Staff’'s efforts to address the
Conpany’s particul ar circunstances.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/171-
pacificorp_carb_ghgadminfee_cmts__ 2010march04_.pdf

Origina File Name: PacifiCorp_ CARB_GHGAdminFee Cmts_ 2010March04 _.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-05 14:54.58

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Jm

Last Name: Hancock

Email Address: jimhancock@cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Bad for California
Comment:

Dear CARB Board,

To hold California hostage in order to decrease gl obal warm ng

is sinply irresponsible. This state can't do it al one and
certainly cannot afford it. No matter how nmany penalties you put
on Californians, there will be NO nmeasurabl e decrease in gl obal

t emper at ur es. Si npl y none. But you want Califonians to pay for

it. On March 4th, the independent Legislative Analyst's Ofice
said, "Californiais likely to see nbdest job |losses in the near
termfromits aggressive climte change policy due to higher energy
costs and other factors". Further it said, "W believe that the
aggregate net jobs inpact in the near termis likely to be
negative. Reasons for this include the various econonic

di sl ocati ons, behavioral adjustnents, investnent requirenents, and
certain other factors."

California cannot afford further job | osses and enforcenent of
AB32 will be a disaster for California. Fortunately the citizens
of California will be able to vote on this in Novenber and finally
put this entire disaster to bed, once and for all.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-09 19:39:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Clare

Last Name: Breidenich

Email Address: clare@wptf.org
Affiliation: Western Power Trading Forum

Subject: Comments on modifications to the Administrative Fee Regulation
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/173-3-10-
10 wptf_on_modifications to_administrative fee regulation.pdf

Original File Name: 3-10-10 WPTF on modifications to Administrative Fee Regulation.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-09 21:44:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Patricia M.

Last Name: French

Email Address: trish.french@kernrivergas.com
Affiliation: Kern River Gas Transmission Company

Subject: AB32 Fee Implementation Final Staff Report
Comment:

Pl ease see attached coments in support of the proposed regul ations
submtted by Kern River Gas Transm ssion Conpany.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/174-comments on fee regs to board 15-
day kern_river_ab 32 final.pdf

Original File Name: Comments on Fee Regsto Board 15-DAY Kern River AB 32 FINAL .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-12 16:20:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Joy

Last Name: Warren

Email Address: joyw@mid.org
Affiliation: Modesto Irrigation District

Subject: Modesto ID's Comments on 15-Day Fee Language
Comment:

Pl ease find Modesto Irrigation District Conments on 15- Day
Modi fications to the Oiginally Proposed AB 32 Cost of
| npl enent ati on Fee Regul atiion.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/175-
docs n212950 vl comments on_ghg administrative fee 15 day language.pdf

Original File Name:
DOCS n212950 vl _Comments on_GHG_Administrative Fee 15 Day L anguage.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 14:41:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: John

Last Name: Busterud

Email Address: jwbb@pge.com

Affiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Subject: AB 32 Fee Regulations
Comment:

Attached, in PDF format, are PGE s Comments on the California Ar
Resources Board's 15-Day Mdifications to the Originally Proposed
Assenbly Bill (AB 32) Cost of Inplenmentation Fee Regul ati on.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/176-clean_00096383.pdf
Original File Name: clean_00096383.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 14:50:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Joe

Last Name: McCawley

Email Address: joseph.mccawley@sce.com
Affiliation: SCE

Subject: SCE's comments on AB32 Admin Fee Regulation (Feb 25 '10 rel ease)
Comment:

SCE's comments are provided on the attached. Thank you for the
opportunity to participate.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/177-
sce_comments on_ab32 admin_fee regulations 10 03-15.pdf

Original File Name: SCE Comments on AB32 Admin Fee Regulations 10 _03-15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 15:57:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Jon

Last Name: Lambeck

Email Address: jlambeck@mwdh2o0.com
Affiliation: Metropolitan Water District of So. CA

Subject: Comments
Comment:

Attached are comments fromthe Metropolitan Water District of
Sout hern Cal i f orni a.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/178-
feereg09_mwd_comments _on fee regulation_03152010.pdf

Original File Name: feereg09_ MWD Comments on Fee Regulation_03152010.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 15:48:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Tamara

Last Name: Rasberry

Email Address: trasberry@sempra.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Sempra Commentsto AB 32 Fee Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached comments on this subject matter.

Si ncerely,
Tamara Rasberry /s/

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/179-
sempra_energy_comments _ab_32_admin_fee 03152010.pdf

Original File Name: Sempra Energy Comments_AB 32 Admin Fee 03152010.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 16:31:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Susie

Last Name: Berlin

Email Address: sherlin@mccarthylaw.com
Affiliation: Northern California Power Agency

Subject: Comments on 15-Day Language
Comment:

Comments of the Northern California Power Agency (NCPA) on
Revi sed 15-day Language for Proposed AB 32 Cost of |nplenmentation
Fee Regul ati on.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/180-ncpa_comments re_admin fee 2-26 15-
day language 3-15-10 .pdf

Original File Name: NCPA comments re Admin Fee 2-26 15-day language _3-15-10_.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 16:24:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Martin

Last Name: Hopper

Email Address: msr.general.manager@gmail.com
Affiliation: M-S-R Public Power Agency

Subject: AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee 15-day Language
Comment:

COMMENTS OF THE M S-R PUBLI C POAER AGENCY ON REVI SED 15- DAY
LANGUAGE FOR PROPOSED AB 32 COST OF | MPLEMENTATI ON FEE REGULATI ON.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/181-m-s-r_comments_on_admin_fee 15-
day language 3-15-10 .pdf

Original File Name: M-S-R Comments on admin fee 15-day language _3-15-10 .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 16:46:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Lily

Last Name: Mitchell

Email Address: Imitchell @hanmor.com
Affiliation: SCPPA

Subject: Southern California Public Power Authority comments on changesto AB 32 Fee
Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the comments of the Southern California Public
Power Authority on the nodified text of the proposed AB 32 Cost of

| mpl enent ati on Fee Regul ati on and proposed anendnment to the

Regul ation for the Mandatory Reporting of G eenhouse Gas Emi ssions.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/182-
3002260011mm03151001_fee regulation_final.pdf

Original File Name: 300226001Imm03151001 fee regulation final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 16:32:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Michaeleen

Last Name: Mason

Email Address: cathy @wspa.org
Affiliation:

Subject: 15 day package WSPA Comment L etter
Comment:

Thank you for your consideration.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/183-
wspa_comments on 2010 _modified text ab32_cost.pdf

Original File Name: WSPA Comments on 2010 Modified Text AB32 Cost.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-15 17:03:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-1.

First Name: Ralph

Last Name: Moran

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: BP America, Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/184-ral phjmoran.pdf
Origina File Name: RalphJM oran.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-16 16:24:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: Nils

Last Name: Tellier

Email Address: nils@robertson-bryan.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Inter-agencies report consolidation
Comment:

W1l ARB consider coordinating efforts with other Agencies (CPUC,
CEC, EPA) to consolidate reports requirements?

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-23 14:34:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: John

Last Name: Dodds

Email Address: jdoddsgw@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Greenhouse Emissions
Comment:

Your law is a fraud. Repeal it.

A paper is available at www scribd.comcalled Gavity causes
d i mat e Changes.
http://ww. scri bd. com doc/ 27343303/ Gravi t y- Causes- Cl i mat e- Change

It clainms that the IPCC and GCMs FAIL to properly inplenent the
Greenhouse Effect, by

1. ignoring that the amount of energy photons coming into the
Earth limts the GHE, and

2. instead clainng that the sinple addition of CO2 wi thout added
energy, causes warnmng in violation of the 2nd Law of
Ther nodynani cs and

3. An additional source of incomng energy in the force of gravity
and gravitational potential ennegy has been totally ignored in the
| PCC anal ysi s.

In sinple terns, Svante Arrhenius in 1896 said that in order to
get the GreenHouse warm ng Effect (GHE), you rmust add an energy
photon to a greenhouse gas (GHG which del ays the photon's
transport to space by a few nanosonds thus causi ng nore warn ng
The GHE results in about 11% (32/287) of the Earths tenmperature
due to the fraction of the spectrum of energy photons that can be
absorbed and rel eased a few nanseconds | ater. The | PCC however
clains that you just need to add a GHGto the air to get the

GHE. (AR4, WGL, Chl, pl16). Cearly the latter is inpossible since
you can not increase the tenperature w tout adding an energy photon
wi t hout violating the Law of Conservation of Energy.

It is claimed that the I PCC mechanismis only valid as the Earth's
at nosphere is coming up to energy equilibrium when there would
exi st sufficient excess energy to provide the GHGs with the

requi red absorbabl e photon of energy. Once the Earth reaches

equi li briumwhen all the energy conming in is equal to the energy
going out, and with both the Water Vapor and CO2 absorbtion spectra
saturated or absorbing 100% of the absorbabl e photons, then the
addition of any nmore GHGs will not result in any nore GHE warm ng
because there are no | onger any absorbabl e photons available. This
then results in an EXCESS of the GHGs in the air. The proof is

si npl e- When you add nore W/ to the air, as when the humdity goes
froma "normal" 33%to 100% when it rains, there is no increase in



the GHE warm ng of the air. By the I PCC | ogic you woul d expect the
W GHE to triple from32C to 96C. This does not happen because al
of the absorbabl e photons are already in use. ie the absorbtion
spectra for W (& CO2) are saturated. This is why all of the Water
in the oceans has not become water vapor in use by the GHE. The
addition of nore GHGs just results in nore excess GHGs in the air
not nore warm ng.

The idea of excess GHGs is al so supported by the fact that

whenever the tenperature decreases, every night, every winter etc,
then the anmount of GHGs in use causing the GHE al so decreases. This
results in nore GHGs becom ng excess. Since the tenperature is
bel ow the record highs and since man has added nore CO2, then

under normal average conditions today on Earth there is excess
GHGs. If there is excess then then any increase is dictated by the
energy conming in and out, and it would use the excess first (as it
does every norning) rather than waiting until nan adds nore excess.

Now i f there is excess GHGs and no avail abl e energy, then the

| PCC/ Model s contention that nore CO2 results in nore feedback
warnming by W/, also is inpossible. due to the |lack of energy
photons. Similarly the contention that nore clouds will result in
nore positive feedbacks is also inmpossible if there are no
avai |l abl e energy photons, even while in the I ab nmore W/ cl ouds
should result in nore warm ng or posotive feedback | F THE PHOTONS
WERE AVAILABLE. Wth the invalidation of the feedback nodels, then
all derivations of forcing functions which depend on the nodel s
are also invalid.

The term nol ogy that a Greenhouse Gas "traps" an energy photon to
cause the Greenhouse Effect is incorrect and m sl eadi ng

The photon is absorbed and rel eased w thin nanoseconds as the
energi zed GHG nol ecul e collides with other air nolecul es and
returns the energy to the air. The concept that the energy is
trapped is absurd. Since the GHE actually causes about an 11%
tenperature increase or (32C/ 287C on average), then if the energy
photons were trapped for a significant period of tine, say 10
days, let alone the 50+ years of disequilibriumclainmd by Hansen
the air would have absorbed all of the energy that woul d have cone
ininasingle day (ie 11%tinmes 10 days=110% yet the dail ytenp
increase is on the order of 10 to 15 degrees C, but the increase in
the GHE only clains 0.8 degrees per century. Clearly trapping does
not happen. You do not see individual GHG nol ecul es at 900C. They
are all at air tenperature.

In sumary, the G SS/HADCRU/ | PCC nodel s are so flawed as to be
totally worthless. They fail to nodel the reality of conditions on
Earth. They mis-apply the GHE. If nore CO2 does NOT cause nore
warnming, then there is no reason to Cap or reduce eni ssions.
However as Hansen points out, the increasing tenperature data is
conpl ete enough to docunent that warning exists, the data on

i ncom ng energy , the sole source used in the nodels, has
essentially not increased since the 1960s, so there MJST be sone
ot her source of energy, eg gravity, that is causing the very real



war m ng. see the paper referenced above for further explanation.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-24 20:08:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: Dr. Thomas

Last Name: Battle

Email Address. tombattlel@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

I wish to subnmit ny opposition to AB 32 and all provisions as
currently witten. It is based on a nunber of false assunptions
and the data are obviously skewed to support political/ideol ogica
positions. The subject needs to be reeval uated by independent
scientists using objective data. Even if the study were accurate,
the econmonic inpact of its provisions should preclude is
adoption/enactnment at this precarious tinme. Please be sensible and
| ook at the entire California picture.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-26 20:41:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: Koji

Last Name: Kawamura

Email Address: kawamura@wapa.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments re: Second Notice of Public Availability of Modified Text for the Proposed
AB 32
Comment:

These coments are in response to the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) request for comments on its Second 15-Day Notice of
Public Availability of Mdified Text for the Proposed Regul ati on AB
32 Cost of Inplenentation Fee.

Western Area Power Adm nistration (Western), a federal agency,
continues to express concerns that the CARB s regul ations include
Western as a regulated entity. Wiile Western respects the state’'s
initiatives to inplenent AB32, Wstern is bound by Federal |aws and
regul ations. The Suprenmacy O ause of the United States
Constitution does not allow a state to directly regulate the
Federal governnment without its consent or within a field regul ated
entirely by the Federal governnent. Western understands the CARB
beli eves the Clean Air Act provides a waiver of sovereign i munity
for these regulations. Wile Section 118 of the Cean Air Act, 42
US.C § 7418, provides a limted waiver of sovereign immunity and
under certain circunstances requires federal facilities to conmply
with federal, state, interstate and local requirenments for the
abatenment of air pollution to the same extent as any

nongover nmental entity, under the Act, there nmust be an action by
the United States to del egate authority over greenhouse gases to
the state before a federal agency may conply with state

regul ations. There are current initiatives associated with

conpr ehensi ve greenhouse gas regul ati ons pendi ng before both the

U S. Congress and EPA. However, as of this witing, Western
understands neither the U S. Congress nor the U S. Environmenta
Protecti on Agency (EPA) has pronul gated any such conprehensive | aws
or regul ations on greenhouse gases. Wile Congress or EPA, in the
near future, nay decide to conprehensively regul ate greenhouse
gases as air pollutants , until such tinme, Wstern does not have
authority to bind Congress, EPA or other federal agencies with
jurisdiction over such nmatters. Furthernore, these regul ati ons that
CARB is proposing to promulgate directly inpact Western' s primry
m ssion of marketing federal power, a field regulated entirely by
the federal government. Therefore, Western continues to believe

t he regul ati ons shoul d not include Western as a regulated party in
t he RES.

In the past, Western has worked with state agencies, including
CARB, to provide infornmation that the state needs. For instance,
Western voluntarily reports its greenhouse gas em ssions to assi st
the state neet its goals. 1In the event CARB would |ike additiona
informati on fromWstern, Western is willing to evaluate the
request and will work with CARB. However, Western, at this ting,
cannot consent to direct state regul ation under AB32.



If you have any questions with regard to the above, please feel
free to contact ne at (720) 962-7017 or kawanur a@wapa. gov.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-30 12:12:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Ryan

Email Address: enviropablo@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: California Refuse Recycling Council

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee Regulation
Comment:

Letter and Comments on Proposed AB 32 Cost of I|nplenentation Fee
Regul ati on

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/194-crrc_- ab32 fees.pdf
Original File Name: CRRC - AB32 fees.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-04-02 11:43:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Administrative Fee Regulation (feereg09) - 15-2.

First Name: Tamara

Last Name: Rasberry

Email Address: trasberry@sempra.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Sempra Commentsto AB 32 Fee Regulation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments from Senpra Energy Utilities.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/feereg09/195-
sempra_energy_utilities comment__2nd 15 notice ab 32 fee and_mandatory_reporting_regul
ations.pdf

Original File Name: Sempra Energy Utilities Comment_ 2nd 15 notice AB 32 Fee and
Mandatory Reporting Regulations.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-04-02 12:51:46

No Duplicates.



