Comment 1 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Victoria

Last Name: Evans

Email Address: Victoria Evans@ERM .com
Affiliation: ERM

Subject: Rice Protocol Comments for CalAg
Comment:

Encl osed find a copy of conmments on the rice protocol on behal f of
Cal Ag (prepared by ERM and Cooper Wiite and Cooper)

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/1-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
UDMCZQdqU2EAY QIW.pdf

Original File Name: CalAG CWC ERM White Paper ARB Workshop.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-03-29 12:55:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Rachel

Last Name: O'Reilly

Email Address: Rachd @wildlifeworks.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Vote of SUPPORT to include REDD in AB 32 and my story...
Comment:

Hel | o,

| ama CA citizen, born in San Francisco and raised in Marin
county. |I'mwiting in support of including REDD (Reduci ng

Em ssi ons from Deforestati on and Degradati on) offset credits in
California's Cap and Trade Program (AB 32).

I am an enpl oyee of CA based conpany, WIldlife Wrks Carbon - the
worl d's | eadi ng REDD proj ect devel opnment and nanagenent conpany. In
ny busi ness devel opnment, marketing and sales roles, | have been a
part of building the voluntary narket place for VCS and CCB REDD+
credits.

I have witnessed first hand the profoundly positive transfornmation
taki ng pl ace on the ground at our flagship REDD+ project in the
Kasi gau Corridor of Kenya. This project is the world's first REDD
project to achieve validation, verification and issuance under both
VCS and CCB (gold level distinction) and is the nodel of a
successful REDD project for world.

When you visit our Kasigau Corridor REDD+ project Kenya, the direct
benefits of carbon finance are clear and the project area is an
oasis of transformation conpared to surroundi ng areas. The forest
is protected and thriving, children are going to school, adults are
going to work, wildlife is roanming free, and there is a comunity
of approxi mately 80,000 peopl e that understand REDD+ and the
inmportant role they play init. |It's apparent that the comunity
takes their role in the success of the project very seriously and
is joyful with appreciation for having the opportunity to do so
while building a brighter future for thenselves and future
gener ati ons.

You al so see local job creation everywhere in a way that is

rel evant to solving the underlying i ssues of deforestation and
creating a sustainable future. You see brave rangers protecting
the increasingly threatened African El ephants that nigrate through
the project. You see dedicated staff tending to tree planting,
seed nursery and jojoba prograns, for both reforestation and food
security purposes. You see teans building water catchment
structures to solve water issues. You see small enterprises |ike
our sustai nabl e charcoal program working. You see wonen's groups
gat hered and strategi zi ng about educating the comunity about HV,
creating | eadership and snall enterprise opportunities for wonen,
and training wonen to be self sufficient. You see a beautiful
richly bio-diverse forest protected with a conmmunity that is



passi onat e about their purpose... A purpose that we all have a
vested interest in.

Most inmportantly the transformati onal change is measurabl e,
transparent, and credi ble offering conpanies an inspiring offset
solution that is virtually risk-free

My job is to tell the remarkable story of our REDD+ projects in
Kenya and The Denocratic Republic of Congo. |In doing so, | engage
corporations to voluntarily offset their unavoidable em ssions with
our high-inpact REDD+ credits. Wth the support of ny coll eagues,

t he excel l ent | eadership of our Founder and CEOQ M ke Korchi nsky,
and our custoners we have been successful in creating denand in the
vol untary market pl ace for REDD+ of fsets.

Cor por at es and organi zati ons who have purchased REDD+ offsets from
Wldlife Wrks include: Mcrosoft, Alianz, UPS, Mrks & Spencer
Eneco Energy, PUMA, and La Poste to nane a few.

California has the opportunity to solidify itself as the world's

| eader in REDD by devel opi ng protocols for sector-based of fset
credits fromREDD in AB 32. |In many ways, CA already has been a
strong | eader in REDD: CA organizations — such as the CGovernors
Cimate and Forests Task Force (GCF) and Avoi ded Deforestation
Partners (ADP) — are now gl obal |eaders in pioneering
public-private partnerships for sustainable | and use and

devel opnent. California conmpanies — such as Wldlife Wrks and
Terra G obal Capital — are now the worl d’ s | eadi ng REDD+

devel opnent and managenent firns. California technol ogy and
software corporations are now | eading the rapidly grow ng industry
of earth nonitoring technologies, fromESRI's renpte sensing
software to Google' s partnership with the indigenous Surui for
handhel d GPS mappi ng & nonitoring systens. Finally, California
universities — fromBerkeley to Stanford to Santa Barbara — are now
gl obal | eaders in | and use change, clinate, and REDD+ research and
devel opnent. This growh of California | eadership in REDD+ is
creating unprecedented advances in conservation and clinmate

sci ence, while also generating jobs, revenue, and education right
here at hone.

As a concerned CA citizen, an enployee of a CA conpany, and sonmeone
working with CA corporates that want to use REDD in their em ssions
reduction prograns, | urge the California Air Resources Board to
send a positive market signal with regards to formalizing protoco
for the inclusion of REDD+ within AB 32 |egislation. Including
REDD+ not only nmakes good busi ness sense for California commrerce,
but al so advances one of the nobst inportant global climte change
mtigation strategies of our tine.

REDD+ is an effective and cost efficient tool in stopping the 17%
of gl obal annual greenhouse gas eni ssions caused by deforestation
by ensuring that standing tropical forests are valued for the
carbon and ecosystem services they provide to the gl obal econony.

We continue to lose an area of tropical forest three tines the size
of San Francisco every day. The world sinply cannot afford to
wait.

Wth sincere hope and thanks for your consideration
Rachel O Reilly

17 Shelley Drive

M1l Valley, CA 94941



415-328-3974

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-07 16:10:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Raphael

Last Name: Bruneau

Email Address. raphael.bruneau@biothermica.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Support for Timely Adoption of CMM
Comment:

Bi othermica would first like to thank the California Air Resources
Board (ARB) for the opportunity to provide comrents in the context
of the offsets workshop held in Sacramento on March 28, 2013.

Qur coments are provided fromthe perspective of a coal mnine
ventilation air nethane (VAM carbon project devel oper and

t echnol ogy owner, havi ng devel oped and inplenmented the first VAM
destruction project at an active coal mine in Anerica. This project
is currently registered with the Climte Action Reserve (CAR), and
foll ows the guidance of CAR s Coal M ne Methane (CVMM Project

Pr ot ocol

Bi ot herm ca strongly supports ARB in its efforts to bridge the
expected gap between the supply and denmand for high quality and
additional offsets over the cap and trade program s conpliance
periods. W do believe that CMM of fsets can significantly
contribute to these efforts and help maintain the cost of
conpliance at a reasonable |evel for covered entities.

Based on our expertise in this field, we remain fully available to
share our experience with ARB and ensure that the CWM Protocol is
in accordance with the reality experienced by CMM proj ect

devel opers.

We have al so acknow edged the pl anned adopti on schedul e, which
nmentions Board consideration in Fall 2013 and a Protocol effective
date in Spring 2014. Wiile we understand and respect ARB' s
adnmi ni strative constraints, we do wish to underline the inportance
of not delaying this schedule in order to ensure CVWM projects will
be able to deliver offsets in tine for the second conpliance

peri od.

Indeed, in order to fully nmove forward with these projects,

devel opers and investors need franmework certainty, which will only
be achieved followi ng the final adoption of the CWM Protocol by
ARB. Followi ng this adoption, several activities nust take place
bef ore new CMM projects can ultimately start supplying offsets to
the system These activities, typically spread out over fifteen
mont hs, include construction, conm ssioning, nonitoring,
verification and final offset issuance by ARB.

In this context, we also strongly support ARB with regard to the
recognition of rigorous early action prograns such as CAR and the
Verified Carbon Standard (VCS). This will indeed provide covered
entities with a quicker access to high quality offsets generated



under these prograns.
Si ncerely,

Raphaél Bruneau
Director — Carbon Markets
Bi ot herm ca Technol ogi es I nc.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/3-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
VMRTZQc3UTECKYV Bg.pdf

Original File Name: 2013-04-19 Biothermica Comments_Offsets.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-19 13:51:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Claire

Last Name: Halbrook

Email Address: cehu@pge.com
Affiliation: PG& E

Subject: PG& E Comments on New Offset Protocols
Comment:

P&E Conments on New Offset Protocols

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/4-mar28-newprotocol -ws-
UilGZ1wCV2EEXQZI.docx

Origina File Name: PG& E Comments on Offset Protocol s.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-19 15:32:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: VICTORIA

Last Name: EVANS

Email Address: victoriaevans@erm.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CALAG Comments on Rice Protocol Devel opment
Comment:

Encl osed find conments to ARB on behal f of Cal Ag.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/5-mar28-newprotocol -ws-
UzBSNQZrADIJWNwWNCc.zip

Origina File Name: CalAg CWC ERM Supplemental Public Comments Rice v3FINAL
04222013 .zip

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-22 13:29:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Hughes

Email Address: ron.hughes@solvay.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Inclusion of methane reduction projects at tronamines in the Coal Mine Methane

protocol
Comment:

Sol vay Chemicals, Inc. encourages CARB to consider including
net hane reduction projects at ninining operations producing
m neral s other than coal in the Coal M ne Methane (CVvM protocol.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/6-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
BnVROFU4U3Y KbQNG6.pdf

Original File Name: Solvay comments to CARB on the CMM protocol 4-21-22.pfd.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-22 14:24:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Rachel

Last Name: Tornek

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

Subject: Climate Action Reserve Comments on New Offset Protocols
Comment:

Pl ease find the Clinmate Action Reserve's comments on the addition
of new offset protocols to the California GHG cap-and trade program
attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/7-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
BWZcO1ckUVOAZQRr.pdf

Original File Name: CAR Comments on New Protocol Workshop 042213.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-22 14:40:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kenneth

Last Name: Gibson

Email Address: kennethtgibson@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Coal-mine Methane and Rice Cultivation Protocols for California Cap and Trade
Comment:

The protocols are potentially cause for an increase in the
generation of greenhouse gases (GHIGs).

If we take the position that coal mining is essential to "economc
growm h" or "energy sufficiency" we have lost the battle to limt
GHGs before it begins. Any subsidy for the production of coa
shoul d sinply be elinminated. No such subsidy should be added. The
rel ease of methane shoul d be capped since this is a potent nethane
gas. |If coal producers can't stop this release they should be shut
down. If that law isn't on our books, it should be added.
California can't be the rear guard on fighting gl obal warm ng.
Among the States we nust be a | eader and anbng nations the United
States nust become a | eader

Planting rice is a short termsop. Increased cultivation activity
wi |l cause the use of additional fuel and a permanent rel ease of
GHGs, while the rice plants will absorb atnospheric carbon for a
singl e growi ng season. As soon as the plants die they will begin to
rel ease GHG s including potent nethane. Credits should be earned by
pl anti ng and pl edging to mai ntain redwoods - sequoi a senpervirens -
for their natural life. At the very least the generation of credits
shoul d require the | ease of "harvestable tree" |ands and not
cutting trees down. The point is credits should be earned by
actions that will nake a difference of the long term W are in a
forty-year battle. W nust make substantive changes to the way we
use, generate and store energy and replace our entire energy and
transportation infrastructure. The stop-gap nmeasures need a
forty-year life just to bridge us to that future.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-22 21:58:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Peter

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: pmiller@nrdc.org
Affiliation: NRDC

Subject: Comments on Proposed Addition of Coal Mine Methane and Rice Cultivation Offset
Protocolst
Comment:

April 23, 2013

Steve diff, Branch Chief
C i mate Change Program Eval uati on Branch

Raj i nder Sahota, Manager
C i mat e Change Program Operating Section

California Air Resources Board
1001 “1” Street, Sacranento, CA, 95812

Re: Comments on Proposed Addition of Coal Mne Methane and Rice
Cultivation O fset Protocols to the Cap-and-Trade Program

Dear M. diff and Ms. Sahot a:

On behal f of the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and our
nore than 80,000 nmenbers in California, we appreciate the
opportunity to comrent on the proposed addition of coal mne

net hane and rice cultivation offset protocols to the cap-and-trade
regul ati ons.

Over the past six nonths, the ARB has made very substanti al
progress on devel opi ng and adopting the regulatory infrastructure
necessary to incorporate conpliance offsets into the cap and trade
program including the approval of two offset registries, and

conti nued advances in verifier training and accreditation. The ARB
is to be commended for providing advance notice of consideration of
two new of fset protocols, holding a public workshop, and conveni ng
techni cal working groups. This clear and informative public process
will build confidence and credibility in the program

In general, we believe that the proposed rice cultivation protoco
of fers a good opportunity to expand the array of offset project
types eligible for use for conpliance in the cap-and-trade program
In addition to offering em ssion reductions which can neet the
requi renents of AB32, the rice protocol provides an opportunity to
expl ore issues associated with agricultural offsets. Em ssion
reductions in the agricultural sector are often different from

ot her protocol project types, because of the high |l evel of tenporal
and spatial variability and conpl ex chenistry associated with
nitrogen and soil carbon. Wile these issues present chall enges,
the potential for co-benefits fromthe rice cultivation protocol is



significant and there is a substantial opportunity for in-state
proj ects.

In contrast, we believe that the proposed coal m ne nethane
protocol raises a nunber of difficult issues and concerns relative
toits use in the cap-and-trade program First, by providing
addi ti onal revenue to active coal mning operations, the
availability of offset credits has the potential to nmke
coal-mning nore profitable and thereby increase the anount of coa
m ni ng and conbustion. ARB staff recognizes this possibility and
has proposed to consider inclusion of a | eakage discount factor to
account for increased production, but the effectiveness of the
factor — as yet undeveloped — in deterring potential |eakage is by
no neans assured.. Second, even if the em ssion reductions were
fully additional, coal mine nethane offsets do not provide any
co-benefits, unlike the rice cultivation protocol (and, if |eakage
occurs, could in fact exacerbate co-pollutant enissions). Third,
because there is no coal mning in California, the coal mne

nmet hane protocol would not generate any in-state projects or
associ ated in-state co-benefits. Finally, we appreciate ARB s

excl usion of nountaintop renoval mines fromthe list of eligible
projects, but the inclusion of any active nmines — in particular
surface mnes — presents serious environnental concerns. ARB nust
consider the inplications of proposing to allow offsets generated
fromprojects at out-of-state surface mnes to be used for
conpliance with its landmark climte change statute. These issues
are exacerbated due to the very large volume of potential offset
credits, estimated by staff at 50-100 mllion tons CQ2e cumul ative
by 2020. While we | ook forward to eval uating the proposal under
devel opnent by the technical working group, NRDC is skeptical that
the coal nmine nethane protocol is a good fit for California s AB32
cap- and-trade program

Si ncerely,

Peter M1l er
Seni or Sci enti st

Al ex Jackson
Legal Director, California dimate Project

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/9-mar28-newprotocol -ws-
BmgCdlY zBDQL Ugdk.docx

Original File Name: NRDC CMM & rice offset protocol comments 4-23-13.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-23 10:30:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Vessels

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

Subject: Comments to March 28 2013 Cap and Trade workshop
Comment:

Attached please find ny comrents to your workshop.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/10-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
VjVcOwFyU2JX Dgd3.docx

Original File Name: CARB public comments.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-23 14:16:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Cap-and-Trade Public Meeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Nicholas

Last Name: Martin

Email Address: nmartin@winrock.org
Affiliation: American Carbon Registry

Subject: ACR comments on March 28 compliance offset protocols public meeting
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to conment in support of ARB' s work
to adopt additional conpliance offset protocols for the California
cap-and-trade market. Please find attached the Anerican Carbon
Regi stry's coments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/12-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
VDUHYIMgWFQAZV Q7.pdf

Original File Name: ACR comments to ARB on March 28 Compliance Offset Protocols
Meeting 4-23-13.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-23 16:09:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Cap-and-Trade Public Meeting to Discuss New Offset
Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Haya

Email Address. bhaya@berkeley.edu
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: Comments on the development of two new compliance offset protocols for the cap-and-
trader
Comment:

Dear M. diff and Ms. Sahota,

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on CARB s consideration of
rice cultivation and coal nine nethane offsets protocols. As
mentioned in your March 28 presentation, offsets credits nust neet
t he sane accuracy requirenments as enissions under the cap, which
nmeans conparable levels of additionality, verifiability, and the
treatment of measurement uncertainty. | appreciated CARB s
statenments at the March 28 public nmeeting that even though CARB was
not yet able to fully answer questions about the |evel of
additionality, verifiability, and conservativeness of its proposed
protocols, CARB plans to performthese anal yses as part of the
process of devel opi ng these protocols and before naking the
decision to bring these protocols to the Board for adoption

Bel ow are sone of the questions asked at the March 28 neeting
related to additionality, verification, and conservativeness in
slightly elaborated form for further analysis during the protoco
assessnment process. These questions apply to both protocols.

On additionality:

- To what extent are the credited activities already occurring

wi thout offsets crediting? Wiy are they being perforned? How are
condi tions changing that may cause inplenmentation rates to increase
or decrease in the near future w thout carbon offsets?

- Is the expected incone fromoffsets credits | arge enough to
incentivize an increase in the credited activities several tines
nore than without-offsets inplenentation rates, taking into account
nmoni toring and verification costs and the costs and risks to
participating farmers/coal mne owners?

- In other words, what indications do you have that the protocols
will effectively change activity inplenmentation rates and avoid
crediting nmore than a small proportion of credits fromactivities

t hat woul d happen w thout the offsets progran?

On verifiability:
- For the rice cultivation protocol, how are the changed ti m ng of
floodi ng and drai nage, baling of straw and fertilizer use verified?

- For both protocols, are the values used to estinmate project
em ssi ons reductions adequately verifiable by a verifier?

On “perverse incentives” and em ssi ons nmeasurenent uncertainty:



- Mght a coal mine nmethane of fsets protocol increase the
profitability of coal production and thus incentivize an increase
in coal production, counter to the goals of AB 327

- Where are the largest uncertainties in measuring changes in

em ssions fromthe credited practices?

- How | arge are the uncertainties when consi dered together?

- How does the protocol address those uncertainties in a
conservative nanner?

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment and rai se questions.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/13-mar28-newprotocol-ws-
VCFTNIQMBAGQEY QuJt.pdf

Origina File Name: UCS comments on Rice and CMM offsets protocol development.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-04-23 16:41:08

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Cap-and-Trade Public M eeting to Discuss
New Offset Protocols (mar 28-newpr otocol-ws) that wer e presented during the
Workshop at thistime.



