
Form Letter 1 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AllisonLast Name: BarnettEmail Address: allisonbarnett08@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:48:28



Form Letter 2 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: AllenEmail Address: ballen@cooperthorne.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emmissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:50:59



Form Letter 3 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoeLast Name: BolognaEmail Address: jbologna@hollmanbologna.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:51:58



Form Letter 4 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaxLast Name: GreeneEmail Address: max@aes2.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:52:21



Form Letter 5 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: BrencickEmail Address: mark@lmco.netAffiliation: Civil EngineerSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:52:37



Form Letter 6 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenLast Name: DoyleEmail Address: steved@san.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:54:40



Form Letter 7 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StefanLast Name: HorstschraerEmail Address: stefan@reedersutherland.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:55:49



Form Letter 8 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NancyLast Name: DiamondEmail Address: nancy@biasandiego.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on New Emission Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:55:58



Form Letter 9 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: AulicinoEmail Address: Michael.Aulicino@gfrhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:57:04



Form Letter 10 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GlenLast Name: FreyermuthEmail Address: glen@granitehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:58:11



Form Letter 11 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: James Last Name: StichEmail Address: jstich@beazer.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:58:11



Form Letter 12 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoshLast Name: SantosEmail Address: josh.santos@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:58:44



Form Letter 13 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: VanceEmail Address: John.Vance@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:58:50



Form Letter 14 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Michael Last Name: Matamoros Email Address: michael.matamoros@willis.comAffiliation: Subject: SB 375 and AB 32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:58:51



Form Letter 15 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: FordEmail Address: steven.ford@pulte.comAffiliation: Pulet HomesSubject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:15



Form Letter 16 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ErinLast Name: CapagliEmail Address: erin.capagli@pulte.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:22



Form Letter 17 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DAN Last Name: WORSLEYEmail Address: DWORSLEY@SIGNTECHNOLOGY.COMAffiliation: HOME BUILDERS ASSOCIATIONSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:31



Form Letter 18 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: ImmerEmail Address: jim.immer@lewisop.comAffiliation: Lewis Planned CommunitiesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

Sincerely,
Jim Immer

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:38



Form Letter 19 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: FordEmail Address: steven.ford@pulte.comAffiliation: Pulte HomesSubject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:50



Form Letter 20 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: CurrensEmail Address: gcurrens@style-interiors.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:50



Form Letter 21 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: MartinezEmail Address: lmartinez@biasc.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:01



Form Letter 22 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: SlamkowskiEmail Address: lisa.slam@desertchapter.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:NO on new emission burdens for housing.  NO NO NOAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:15



Form Letter 23 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: bjohnson@theRCHgroup.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:20



Form Letter 24 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PatrickLast Name: RevereEmail Address: prevere@rbf.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:40



Form Letter 25 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoeLast Name: RippleEmail Address: joe@schellingerbrothers.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets.

Specifically, we understand that the Board is being asked by someto increase that target to something higher, potentiallysignificantly higher, than 5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. 

Imposing out-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuildersand consumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Joe Ripple

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:53



Form Letter 26 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BeauLast Name: CooperEmail Address: bcooper@unitedeng.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:00:57



Form Letter 27 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Rob Last Name: AragonEmail Address: roba@jtscommunities.comAffiliation: JTS CommunitiesSubject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:02:25



Form Letter 28 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RoyLast Name: KrollEmail Address: roy.k@youngdahl.netAffiliation: Youngdahl Consulting GroupSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:02:34



Form Letter 29 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: HortonEmail Address: rhorton64@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:03:37



Form Letter 30 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: TerwilligerEmail Address: john.terwilliger@imb.comAffiliation: Subject:  “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:03:40



Form Letter 31 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: KeenanEmail Address: biabob@hbatk.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Scoping Plan CommentsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:05:01



Form Letter 32 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: TerandoEmail Address: jterando@griffinindustries.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:06:06



Form Letter 33 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: KeenanEmail Address: build@hbatk.comAffiliation: Home Builders Association of Tulare/KingSubject: CARB Scoping Plan CommentsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


The HBA of Tulare/Kings Counties strongly urges the Board NOT toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.While we question whether sufficient scientific information existsto support quantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions frompassenger vehicles at the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of nocredible scientific evidence that would indicate that largerreductions are reasonably achievable or sustainable without causingdislocations and extreme economic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:07:19



Form Letter 34 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RappLast Name: FitzsimmonsEmail Address: rapp.fitzsimmons@cox.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:07:26



Form Letter 35 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JonathanLast Name: WeldyEmail Address: jweldy@meridianlanddevelopment.comAffiliation: Building Industry AssociationSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:08:09



Form Letter 36 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: MorrowEmail Address: chrism@projectdesign.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping PlanComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Please don't furtherand negatively impact California's economy. Thank you.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:08:14



Form Letter 37 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BruceLast Name: CableEmail Address: bcrable@newhall.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:09:31



Form Letter 38 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PeteLast Name: GiampaoliEmail Address: pete@epickhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:09:47



Form Letter 39 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: BuxtonEmail Address: dick@specialtymetalsfab.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While it is in question whether sufficient scientific information exists tosupport quantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passengervehicles at the proposed 5 MMT level, there isn't any knowncredible scientific evidence that would indicate that largerreductions are reasonably achievable or sustainable without causingdislocations and extreme economic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:09:53



Form Letter 40 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: GlazerEmail Address: gary.glazer@lennar.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:11:07



Form Letter 41 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: toby Last Name: wellsEmail Address: tobntam@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:11:08



Form Letter 42 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: OuelletteEmail Address: souellette@landcappartners.comAffiliation: BIASubject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:14:41



Form Letter 43 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: SzymanskiEmail Address: gszymanski@parklandhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:16:33



Form Letter 44 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: sarah Last Name: HaynesEmail Address: shaynes@unitedeng.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emissions burdnes for housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

<click here>
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:17:39



Form Letter 45 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: MaherEmail Address: mmaher@hsrgb.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:24:15



Form Letter 46 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TrudieLast Name: WilsonEmail Address: trudie.wilson@lennar.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:24:18



Form Letter 47 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: HansonEmail Address: mhanson@sbmcorp.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on New Emission Burdens for HousingComment:To Whom It May Concern:  

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:24:19



Form Letter 48 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: ForestEmail Address: gforest@hsmlaw.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to strongly urge the Board NOT to increase theRegional Transportation-Related Targets any further. Sufficientscientific information does not exist to support quantifyinggreenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehicles at theproposed 5 MMT level.  Such reductions are not reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:27:05



Form Letter 49 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: ColesEmail Address: chrisc@cobblestonehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO ON NEW EMISSIONS FOR HOUSINGComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:28:34



Form Letter 50 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: BurtonEmail Address: rburton@hofmannhomes.comAffiliation: The Hofmann CompanySubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:28:55



Form Letter 51 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LesliLast Name: FellmanEmail Address: lfellman@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:31:50



Form Letter 52 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: KnorringaEmail Address: mknorringa@riversidebia.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:32:18



Form Letter 53 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: robertLast Name: clarkEmail Address: bclark@clarkgreen.comAffiliation: Subject: vote no on new emission burdens for housingComment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:35:28



Form Letter 54 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KenLast Name: CorhanEmail Address: ken.corhan@lewisop.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on New Emission Restrictions on HousingComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:35:50



Form Letter 55 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: jack Last Name: hartungEmail Address: jrhrealestate@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:38:12



Form Letter 56 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlexLast Name: HerrellEmail Address: aherrell@newhall.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:39:13



Form Letter 57 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: BaylessEmail Address: jbayless@treasurehomes.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:39:24



Form Letter 58 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Roger Last Name: GrableEmail Address: rgrable@manatt.comAffiliation: Manatt, Phelps and PhillipsSubject: Vote No on AB 32 Scoping Plan Burden on HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. In factI have heard thatthe Board is being asked by some to increase that target to asignificanlty higher number.


I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. There is really noscientific support to even justify greenhouse gas (GHG) reductiontargets from passenger vehicles at the proposed 5 MMT level. Anything more than this is merely a negotiating posture but thosewith other agendas and ignore the potential economic consequenceson the housing industry, the need for housing in the state and therelated economic consequences that would occur.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:43:15



Form Letter 59 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: WatsonEmail Address: rwatson@rwaplanning.comAffiliation: Richard Watson & AssociatesSubject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

Senate Bill 375 sets out the process to determine the actualregional transportation-related GHG targets. That process needs tobe given deference and allowed to work. It should not be preemptedat this early stage by unilateral action by the Board.

Homebuilders and their consultants have a vested interest in thesuccess of SB 375 and AB 32. They also have a vested interest inassisting the state out of its current and profound economicmalaise. Imposing out-of-proportion burdens on California’shomebuilders and consumers will neither help our struggling economynor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:45:51



Form Letter 60 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrendanLast Name: MckennyEmail Address: lumber@northcoast.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:     I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Best Regards 
Brendan McKenny
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:46:16



Form Letter 61 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DeborahLast Name: CottleEmail Address: dcottle@ptwww.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:05:27



Form Letter 62 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: pierreLast Name: lependevenEmail Address: plependeven@iris-homes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:16:58



Form Letter 63 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BobLast Name: YoderEmail Address: yoderfam@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:16:58



Form Letter 64 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: CintiEmail Address: gary@cinti.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:17:35



Form Letter 65 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LanceLast Name: SmithEmail Address: lsmith@greenbriarhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:40:14



Form Letter 66 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JerryLast Name: De YoungEmail Address: jad@deyoungproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:47:24



Form Letter 67 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: treceLast Name: herderEmail Address: treceherder@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: vote no on new emissions burden for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 19:31:00



Form Letter 68 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: WaiteEmail Address: gregwaite@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 ScopingComment:Please do not add to the already outrageous cost of new housing anymore.  The term "affordable housing" is already a joke.  Cal ARBknows the industry has been weakened by the recent economicdebacle.  Please do not allow this group to kick an entire industrywhile they are down.  This is not the time to be taking action thatwould reduce jobs in our already tenuous economic condition.  

I am writing to express my deep concern over the proposedrecommendation regarding the AB 32 Scoping plan to target areduction of 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhousegases from Regional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically,we understand that the Board is being asked by some to increasethat target to something higher, potentially significantly higher,than 5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 19:51:58



Form Letter 69 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KentLast Name: AdenEmail Address: kaden@otayranch.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:03:20



Form Letter 70 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Randy Last Name: GoodsonEmail Address: Randy@accretive-group.comAffiliation: Property OwnerSubject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:12:48



Form Letter 71 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: PersonsEmail Address: larry.persons@cobaltcc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:43:31



Form Letter 72 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ray Last Name: PearlEmail Address: raypearl@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:50:51



Form Letter 73 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DelLast Name: BarbrayEmail Address: delbarbray@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:52:32



Form Letter 74 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Damon Last Name: NygrenEmail Address: nygrendn@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 20:54:12



Form Letter 75 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: VincentLast Name: RoverEmail Address: vrover@privateislandhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 21:29:16



Form Letter 76 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: UrrutiaEmail Address: purrutia@privateislandhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 21:31:05



Form Letter 77 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: WillhoitEmail Address: Dick@EstrellaAssociates.comAffiliation: Estrella Associates, Inc.Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 21:49:47



Form Letter 78 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Michael Last Name: JagelsEmail Address: mjagels@jagelsdevelopment.comAffiliation: Subject: VoteNo on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 22:54:25



Form Letter 79 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EricLast Name: NelsonEmail Address: enelson@rmrginc.comAffiliation: ICSC, BIA, ULI, APA, AIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:Dear CARB,

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Eric A. Nelson
Vice President
Red Mountain Retail Group, Inc.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 05:33:09



Form Letter 80 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: GillenEmail Address: jgillen@huitt-zollars.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 05:36:16



Form Letter 81 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: SimonettiEmail Address: larrys@laneengineers.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
Larry Simonetti
President, Lane Engineers, Inc.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 06:49:27



Form Letter 82 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: HarryLast Name: MoosEmail Address: harry.moos@yahoo.comAffiliation: PHCC of Ca, GreenPlumbersUSASubject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 06:51:14



Form Letter 83 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MohamadLast Name: YounesEmail Address: mohamad.y@inlandcorp.comAffiliation: Inland Communities Corp.Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 06:56:02



Form Letter 84 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PatrickLast Name: TeterEmail Address: n850@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:01:55



Form Letter 85 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Aaron Last Name: OliverEmail Address: aaron@laneengineers.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:02:53



Form Letter 86 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: CinquiniEmail Address: tcinquini@cinquinipassarino.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:05:43



Form Letter 87 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Alan Last Name: BoudreauEmail Address: alan@boudreaupipeline.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:05:52



Form Letter 88 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaxLast Name: PhillipsEmail Address: mpimax@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on new emission burdens for housingComment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:07:13



Form Letter 89 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RogerLast Name: DavilaEmail Address: rdavila@davilaproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdon for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:12:15



Form Letter 90 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: ScottEmail Address: steve@scottconst.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:15:01



Form Letter 91 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DrewLast Name: ForrayEmail Address: drew@classichardwoodfloors.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: Vote no on new emission burdens for housingComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:19:12



Form Letter 92 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DAVELast Name: BROWNSONEmail Address: DBROWNSON@TAEINC.COMAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:21:15



Form Letter 93 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MauryLast Name: FromanEmail Address: maury@rottmanfroman.comAffiliation: HBACCSubject: VOTE NO on New Emission Burdens on housingComment:I am a home builder who lives and works on the central coast.  I amwriting to express my strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.


I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While I questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, I know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.  Thank you for yourconsideration.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:26:46



Form Letter 94 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EricLast Name: Van DusenEmail Address: evandusen@kbhome.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emmisions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:29:18



Form Letter 95 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: FrithEmail Address: sctrojan79@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:29:23



Form Letter 96 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Kevin Last Name: HeeneyEmail Address: kheeney@cooperthorne.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:32:04



Form Letter 97 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jay Last Name: BullockEmail Address: Jay.Bullock@mac.comAffiliation: Orange County development communitySubject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:33:31



Form Letter 98 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: BerryEmail Address: dave@uborainc.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:39:51



Form Letter 99 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: CheesemanEmail Address: scott.cheeseman@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:42:34



Form Letter 100 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: CostaEmail Address: johnc@northstatebia.orgAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:44:21



Form Letter 101 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jim Last Name: littleEmail Address: jlittle@kscdevelop.comAffiliation: PattersonSubject: Green house gas restrictionsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:46:56



Form Letter 102 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: CanarisEmail Address: bcanaris@cox.netAffiliation: BIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:47:40



Form Letter 103 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: CanningEmail Address: kevin.canning@brehmco.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:49:15



Form Letter 104 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TerryLast Name: KnetEmail Address: tkent@crestwoodcommunities.comAffiliation: Crestwood CommunitiesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:52:35



Form Letter 105 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KayLast Name: CementinaEmail Address: kay@kaycementina.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:55:32



Form Letter 106 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffLast Name: SchroederEmail Address: annsjeffs@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 07:56:04



Form Letter 107 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: jimLast Name: warmingtonEmail Address: jim@warmingtongroup.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thanks for your consideration

JImAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:03:12



Form Letter 108 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: WeinsteinEmail Address: david@charterland.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:06:15



Form Letter 109 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AidaLast Name: Hercules-DodaroEmail Address: aida.hercules@us.bureauveritas.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Vote NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:12:26



Form Letter 110 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: AgeeEmail Address: dagee@khov.comAffiliation: K Hovnanian HomesSubject: Vote "NO" on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:15:55



Form Letter 111 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SuzannLast Name: SnitkoEmail Address: snitkos@pulte.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:20:30



Form Letter 112 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RickLast Name: BianchiEmail Address: rick.bianchi@centex.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:24:18



Form Letter 113 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ValerieLast Name: HoffEmail Address: valvalhoff@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:24:28



Form Letter 114 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: SmithEmail Address: insure@smithkandal.comAffiliation: Smith-Kandal Ins & RESubject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:26:59



Form Letter 115 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: jonLast Name: deyoungEmail Address: jrd@deyoungproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:29:34



Form Letter 116 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EarlLast Name: JefferyEmail Address: earlj@scsdevelopment.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:31:19



Form Letter 117 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlinaLast Name: PerezEmail Address: Alina.Perez@meritagehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:32:16



Form Letter 118 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JillLast Name: WorkmanEmail Address: angeljnw@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:34:19



Form Letter 119 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JillLast Name: CagleEmail Address: jill.cagle@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific info rmation exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California ’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:35:04



Form Letter 120 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Darren Last Name: SmithEmail Address: darren@smithkandal.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing. Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:37:46



Form Letter 121 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EverettLast Name: HughesEmail Address: hugheshomesinc@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:40:02



Form Letter 122 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CharlesLast Name: KlugerEmail Address: charles@pcbinc.comAffiliation: Construction IndustrySubject: Vote No on new emissionburdensfor housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:40:46



Form Letter 123 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: StrobelEmail Address: strobel@softcom.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Burden on HousingComment:Please give 375 a chance to function prior to loading up the burdenon housing by over reaching with the framework of 32.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:41:40



Form Letter 124 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanaLast Name: BieberEmail Address: dbieber@stanpac.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:43:53



Form Letter 125 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Matt Last Name: TinglerEmail Address: mtingler@warmingtongroup.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:44:11



Form Letter 126 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: WinterEmail Address: chris.winter@pulte.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Chris Winter
916-746-6134

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:44:29



Form Letter 127 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: GhielmettiEmail Address: jghielmetti@sigprop.comAffiliation: Signature PropertiesSubject: VOTE NO on New Emission Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:44:34



Form Letter 128 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PatrickLast Name: O'MalleyEmail Address: patrick@asi-inc.netAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:We can not afford these new regulationswith the state of theeconomy. Limiting growth is wrong for these times. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:44:56



Form Letter 129 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertaLast Name: ColmerEmail Address: colmer32@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:51:23



Form Letter 130 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DottieLast Name: PaekEmail Address: dottie.paek@lennar.comAffiliation: Subject:  “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:51:56



Form Letter 131 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WayneLast Name: LeBaronEmail Address: wlebaron@arrival.netAffiliation: Subject: Vote against an additional increase targeting new housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:52:10



Form Letter 132 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: De YoungEmail Address: cbd@deyoungproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:53:14



Form Letter 133 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToniLast Name: RaymusEmail Address: toni@raymushomes.comAffiliation: Raymus Homes, MantecaSubject: Vote No on new emissions burdens for new housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked to increase that target tosomething higher than 5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:54:42



Form Letter 134 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TracyLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: twilliams@fcbhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.




Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:58:03



Form Letter 135 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Steven Last Name: Eggert Email Address: sle@antonllc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:59:30



Form Letter 136 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JerryLast Name: LoveEmail Address: jerry.love@mascocs.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:59:32



Form Letter 137 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ThomasLast Name: ZimmermanEmail Address: tom@pcbinc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Respectfully, 

Thomas Zimmerman
tom@pcbinc.comAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:01:04



Form Letter 138 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JerryLast Name: BuninEmail Address: jbunin@hbacc.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:01:52



Form Letter 139 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: BeckmanEmail Address: johnb@biadelta.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:02:56



Form Letter 140 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SeanLast Name: DoyleEmail Address: sdoyle@stanpac.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:06:06



Form Letter 141 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: CourtneyEmail Address: ccourtney@khov.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:08:57



Form Letter 142 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: FedewaEmail Address: stevef@borm.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NOComment:Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housing.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:12:53



Form Letter 143 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LorenaLast Name: FisherEmail Address: lorena@nceca.orgAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


The Northern California Engineering Contractors Associationstrongly urges the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:16:30



Form Letter 144 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: RayEmail Address: jray@msce.comAffiliation: MacKay & Somps Civil EngineersSubject: VOTE NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:16:31



Form Letter 145 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SeanLast Name: Santa CruzEmail Address: ssantacruz@hallmarkcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:18:45



Form Letter 146 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FrankLast Name: CoyleEmail Address: fcoyle@brandman.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on New Emission Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:21:30



Form Letter 147 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: HosnerEmail Address: Jim.Hosner@BMCWest.comAffiliation: BMC West Building MaterialsSubject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you,

                   Jim Hosner
        Administrative Manager
 BMC WEST BUILDING MATERIALS
4083 RANCHO ROAD, MARYSVILLE, CA 95901
                     (530) 743-7300 
            CELL (707) 249-0116
             FAX (707) 471-4097
          jim.hosner@bmcwest.com
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:22:46



Form Letter 148 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RussLast Name: HaleyEmail Address: russ@citymark.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO  on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:26:16



Form Letter 149 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: RustEmail Address: mrust@newlandcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on CARB AB 32Comment:Please vote no on AB 32 CARB changes.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:28:48



Form Letter 150 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BruceLast Name: BushoreEmail Address: bruce@theenterprisecompanies.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on Gas EmissionsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:28:50



Form Letter 151 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: SumpterEmail Address: davesumpter@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:32:41



Form Letter 152 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ronLast Name: blainEmail Address: ron@blainhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: scopingpln08Comment:a NO vote on emisions for housings  ab 32scoping planAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:39:57



Form Letter 153 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BryanLast Name: StarrEmail Address: bstarr@biaoc.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emmssion burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:42:37



Form Letter 154 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ThomasLast Name: SwansonEmail Address: tswanson@stanpac.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on AB32Comment:Please strongly consider voting NO on AB32. I am writing to expressstrong concern about the proposed recommendation within the AB 32Scoping plan to target a reduction of 5 million metric tons (MMT)annually of greenhouse gases from Regional Transportation-RelatedTargets. Specifically, we understand that the Board is being askedby some to increase that target to something higher, potentiallysignificantly higher, than 5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:44:03



Form Letter 155 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KymLast Name: MarkleyEmail Address: kym.markley@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emissions burden on housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Regards,
Kym Markley

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:45:11



Form Letter 156 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Gary Last Name: Casper Email Address: casperces@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on Emissons  Burdens for New Housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:45:38



Form Letter 157 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RalphLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: rwalker@ponderosahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:50:20



Form Letter 158 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MonicaLast Name: PerataEmail Address: mperata@hbanc.orgAffiliation: Home Builders AssociationSubject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:54:48



Form Letter 159 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: HoisingtonEmail Address: Scotth@woodside-homes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:56:01



Form Letter 160 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: MassonEmail Address: johnmasson@masson-assoc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:58:54



Form Letter 161 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Zandra Last Name: MorrisEmail Address: zjmorris@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.




 

 

            

 

 





 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:02:44



Form Letter 162 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KennethLast Name: ConnorsEmail Address: crwdev@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:03:11



Form Letter 163 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LarryLast Name: WilmotEmail Address: lwilmot@camarilloengineering.comAffiliation: BIA / SCCASubject: Vote NO on New Emssion Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:04:31



Form Letter 164 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GretchenLast Name: GutierrezEmail Address: avbia@earthlink.netAffiliation: Building Industry Association of So CalSubject: CARB Reduction Recommendation concerning Greenhouse Gas EmissionsComment:Please receive and review the attached letter documentation aspresented by the Antelope Valley Chapter of the Building IndustryAssociation of Southern California.

Thank you,
Gretchen Gutierrez
Executive Officer
AV Chapter/BIA Southern California
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1090-carb_ltr_re_5_million_ton_reduction_dec_2008.docOriginal File Name: CARB ltr re 5 million ton reduction Dec 2008.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:07:38



Form Letter 165 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: laurenLast Name: freyermuthEmail Address: lauren@granitehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:09:16



Form Letter 166 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LeeLast Name: TerryEmail Address: leeterry@lterryrecruiter.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:25:32



Form Letter 167 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: VacccarezzaEmail Address: davevac@cal-waste.comAffiliation: California Waste Recivery Systems LLCSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:28:53



Form Letter 168 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Al Last Name: cohenEmail Address: acohen1068@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:29:59



Form Letter 169 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SmokeyLast Name: ImesEmail Address: smokey@axiommoney.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:35:39



Form Letter 170 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: WarrenEmail Address: dwarren@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:36:34



Form Letter 171 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JanieLast Name: GliddenEmail Address: jbglidden@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO ON NEW EMISSIONS BURDENS FOR HOUSING!Comment:PLEASE BE COGNIZANT OF THE ECONOMY AND 'LOGICAL' SOLUTIONS.  

MAYBE CARB SHOULD TAKE A HUGE LOOK AT THE DEVICES THAT HELP CARS &LIGHT TRUCKS MORE EFFICIENTLY....ON THE MARKET NOW, INEXPENSIVELY &AVAILABLE!  WHY IS IT ALLOWED IN ALL OTHER STATES, CANADA, UK,ETC....AND NOT ABLE TO BE CONSIDERED BY SMOG TESTERS INCALIFORNIA???????

I WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHO TO CONTACT REGARDING THIS ISSUE....PLEASEREPLY.

Janie GliddenAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:42:18



Form Letter 172 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Dave Last Name: DmohowskiEmail Address: daved@projectdesign.comAffiliation: Premier Planning Group LLCSubject: AB32 Scoping Meeting--Residential ImpactsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:44:51



Form Letter 173 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Pete Last Name: GibsonEmail Address: pgg4646@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 10:58:25



Form Letter 174 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: MullinEmail Address: john@adcoatings.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on using emissions to stop housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 11:01:06



Form Letter 175 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Richard Last Name: BalestreriEmail Address: rbalestreri@khov.comAffiliation: K. Hovnanian HomesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 11:21:46



Form Letter 176 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DebraLast Name: GaylordEmail Address: dgaylord@mhmb.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on AB 32Comment:I represent the third generation of my family in the housingindustry. Two of my sons represent the fourth. People in thehousing industry are experienceing the most terrible loss of jobssince the Great Depression. 

AB 32 would make it difficult and expensive to build new homes orcommercial buildings. We already have a new requirement for "green"building to deal with that is slowing the housing sector even more.

Even if AB 32 would help the enviroment, which has not beenproven, now is not the time to add another burden on the alreadystruggeling housing sector.

Please vote no on AB 32.

Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 11:30:03



Form Letter 177 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: ZalesEmail Address: szales@obrienhomes.netAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 11:31:21



Form Letter 178 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: ClevengerEmail Address: clevenger@geoconinc.comAffiliation: GEOCON, Inc.Subject: VOTE NO Comment:I am writing as an engineering geologist to express strong concernabout the proposed recommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan totarget a reduction of 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually ofgreenhouse gases from Regional Transportation-Related Targets.Specifically, I understand that the Board is being asked by some toincrease that target to something higher, potentially significantlyhigher, than 5 million metric tons.  

As a geologist, I have studied the geologic history of the earthincluding global plate tectonic events, ice ages, climate historyand astronomical history.  It is my strong opinion that globalclimate change cannot be altered by man to any significant degree. Man is arrogant to believe that such power is within his grasp. Therefore, it is absurd to mandate such policies with the globalclimate change excuse.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Not only do I questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, there is no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.  In fact, I believethat you should look toward relaxing those targets altogether.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 11:32:45



Form Letter 179 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DennisLast Name: BradleyEmail Address: d.m.bradley@att.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further

Thank you
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 12:11:14



Form Letter 180 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Steve Last Name: MadisonEmail Address: smadison@biacc.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote "No" on new emmission standards for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 12:27:36



Form Letter 181 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: KempEmail Address: makarc@aol.comAffiliation: American Institute of ArchitectsSubject: Proposed AB 32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 12:28:15



Form Letter 182 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RandyLast Name: BlingEmail Address: rbling@florsheimhomes.comAffiliation: Builder / ResidentSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 12:55:41



Form Letter 183 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: MurphyEmail Address: timothy.murphy@gencorp.comAffiliation: Rancho Cordova Chamber Govt. AffairsSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:On behalf of the membership of the Rancho Cordova Chamber ofCommerce, I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

The Rancho Cordova Chamber of Commerce strongly urges you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Tim Murphy
Chair, Government Relations Committee
Rancho Cordova Chamber of CommerceAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 12:59:37



Form Letter 184 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: susanLast Name: championEmail Address: ojo316@yahoo.comAffiliation: Lee & AssociatesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I  am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:14:08



Form Letter 185 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AdamLast Name: SmithEmail Address: smithac1974@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:16:34



Form Letter 186 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Dave Last Name: DugginsEmail Address: dave@ccinsul.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:17:13



Form Letter 187 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JayLast Name: BedecarreEmail Address: jay@lbbadvertising.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:17:25



Form Letter 188 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JillLast Name: WorkmanEmail Address: jworkman@biaoc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:17:28



Form Letter 189 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: GaouetteEmail Address: rgaouette@uhcllc.netAffiliation: Urban Housing CommunitiesSubject: NO on AB32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:18:30



Form Letter 190 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Greg Last Name: NorrisEmail Address: gnorris@horizon-communities.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:19:32



Form Letter 191 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: HardingEmail Address: daveharding1225@yahoo.comAffiliation: noneSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

David Harding
6 Mozzoni Aisle
Irvine CA 92606 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:20:09



Form Letter 192 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MelindaLast Name: AndradeEmail Address: melindaandrade@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:20:41



Form Letter 193 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AidaLast Name: Hercules-DodaroEmail Address: aida.hercules@us.bureauveritas.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emission burden on housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:21:26



Form Letter 194 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ReggieLast Name: MorganEmail Address: rmorgan@amesgrenz.comAffiliation: BIA Association Member BIA of the DeltaSubject: Vote NO Comment:Dear Board Members:

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Respectfully, 
Reggie Morgan
Ames Grenz Insurance Services, Inc.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:22:46



Form Letter 195 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lucy Last Name: DunnEmail Address: ldunn@ocbc.orgAffiliation: Orange County Business CouncilSubject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:24:08



Form Letter 196 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimothyLast Name: CaseyEmail Address: tim.casey@geolabswv.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:24:42



Form Letter 197 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: RossollEmail Address: rossoll_1002@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:25:32



Form Letter 198 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: PalazzoEmail Address: greg.palazzo@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:25:50



Form Letter 199 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DeborahLast Name: FriasEmail Address: sfrias@biasc.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:27:26



Form Letter 200 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: DouglassEmail Address: rdouglass@pacbell.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

TAKE ACTION 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:27:59



Form Letter 201 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: SheleyEmail Address: kevin.sheley@pulte.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:28:52



Form Letter 202 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephanieLast Name: DrysdaleEmail Address: sdrysdale@nossaman.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:29:13



Form Letter 203 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: MooteEmail Address: p2moote@moote.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:35:30



Form Letter 204 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: FranklinEmail Address: john@franklinred.comAffiliation: Subject: vote NO on new emmissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:38:02



Form Letter 205 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: YoungEmail Address: jyoung@younghomes.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation -Related Tarkets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board Not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.
The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation related GHG tarkets.
That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of AB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB32 goals.

I srongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-related tarkets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:39:28



Form Letter 206 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToddLast Name: PriestEmail Address: todd@curtpringle.comAffiliation: Subject: Don't Burden HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:42:08



Form Letter 207 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CraigLast Name: LawsonEmail Address: craig@pinnacle-homes.comAffiliation: Pinnacle HomesSubject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:42:56



Form Letter 208 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MervynLast Name: BoydEmail Address: mboyd@calpacifichomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely yours,

Mervyn J Boyd
California Pacific Homes 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:44:28



Form Letter 209 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: MartinezEmail Address: lmartinez@biasc.orgAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:45:38



Form Letter 210 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JuleighLast Name: BurkeEmail Address: juleighburke@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:48:00



Form Letter 211 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MicheleLast Name: SkupicEmail Address: mskupic@ctt.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32Comment:VOTE NO ON AB32!
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. I strongly urge you not toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:55:35



Form Letter 212 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToddLast Name: leiblEmail Address: todd@victoryhomesinc.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Todd Leibl

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:58:36



Form Letter 213 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: WoodardEmail Address: gwoodard@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
Greg Woodard
Woodard Homes Inc


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:02:52



Form Letter 214 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AprilLast Name: FislerEmail Address: afisler@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
April Fisler
Woodard Homes IncAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:05:11



Form Letter 215 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SaiedLast Name: NaasehEmail Address: saiedn@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:05:26



Form Letter 216 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SaiedLast Name: NaasehEmail Address: saiedn@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:05:40



Form Letter 217 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: FranzEmail Address: jfranz@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
John Franz
Woodard Homes Inc


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:06:13



Form Letter 218 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: WattEmail Address: wwatt@baywooddevelopment.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emission burdens on housingComment:I urge you to let the SB375 and AB32 process work to determine theGHG targets, rather than imposing arbitrary and questionabletargets that have the potential for extreme economic dislocationsand hardships.  Please do not increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:06:57



Form Letter 219 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: BalsamoEmail Address: Balsamo3@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:07:33



Form Letter 220 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoanLast Name: GillhamEmail Address: jgillham@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
Joan Gillham
Woodard Homes Inc.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:09:08



Form Letter 221 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LynnLast Name: ConleyEmail Address: lynn_conley@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:10:34



Form Letter 222 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LeahLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: leah@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
Leah Williams
Woodard Homes Inc.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:10:50



Form Letter 223 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CindaLast Name: WoodardEmail Address: cwoodard@woodardhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,
Cinda Woodard
Woodard Homes Inc.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:18:22



Form Letter 224 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: WestcottEmail Address: davewestcott@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on AB 32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:23:23



Form Letter 225 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TracieLast Name: MadisonEmail Address: tlmadison10@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on addional emmissions burdens to housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:28:10



Form Letter 226 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StanLast Name: StringfellowEmail Address: Stan@noramres.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emissions burden on housingComment:The legislation burden Sacramento has/is placing on housing hasburied the idea of affordable housing in the State.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:29:17



Form Letter 227 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: FitzpatrickEmail Address: efitzpatrick@shopoff.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:30:02



Form Letter 228 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: SandsEmail Address: JohnSands@MBK.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:35:27



Form Letter 229 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: SandsEmail Address: johnsands@mbk.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:49:08



Form Letter 230 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: HumlicekEmail Address: davehumlicek@mbk.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:52:00



Form Letter 231 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichelleLast Name: ProutyEmail Address: michelleprouty@mbk.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:53:19



Form Letter 232 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: OdleEmail Address: odleassociates@aol.comAffiliation: Vote NoSubject: Vote NoComment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:55:43



Form Letter 233 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndrewLast Name: WeisserEmail Address: aweisser@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas EmissionsComment:As someone living with asthma, I urge the CARB Board to adopt astrong global warming scoping plan for California to both slowglobal warming and achieve immediate reductions in smog and otherdangerous air pollutants that cause illness and death.  A strongplan will set the standard for national and international action. I also urge the state air board to include a stronger focus onmeasures to reduce emissions from driving which contribute both thelargest percentage of greenhouse gases and dangerous air pollutantsin California.  Therefore, the plan should include a much moreaggressive statewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measuresto promote progressive action by local governments.  To reach thestate's targets for greenhouse gas reduction targets, the planshould additionally include a strong goal and additional regulatorymeasures for reducing pollution from industrial sources such aspetroleum refineries and cement manufacturing facilities. It isalso critical that any measures taken to reduce greenhouse gasescontain do not increase hot spots of pollution  in communitiesalready impacted by multiple sources of pollution.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:01:49



Form Letter 234 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: MusellaEmail Address: musella@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:08:46



Form Letter 235 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: HenryEmail Address: timhenry@conquestconcrete.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:14:05



Form Letter 236 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: GuithuesEmail Address: mguithues@jdtplaw.comAffiliation: Jackson DeMarcoSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing Comment:Pick the low hanging fruit, the houses like mine which were builtin the 70's where minor changes make a big difference. 

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:20:26



Form Letter 237 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: JacobsonEmail Address: bmichaelj@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emissions burden for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:36:14



Form Letter 238 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Marie Last Name: BasdakisEmail Address: Mbasdakis@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Thank you, 

Marie 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:44:25



Form Letter 239 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: McMillanEmail Address: dpmcmillan@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: CBIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:45:45



Form Letter 240 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: lesterLast Name: tuckerEmail Address: lester.tucker@lennar.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:46:59



Form Letter 241 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: J.P. Last Name: KappEmail Address: jkapp7676@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emmissions standards for housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:56:40



Form Letter 242 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: norman Last Name: SkinnerEmail Address: jay.skinner@pardeehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: NO on new emission burdens for housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:56:43



Form Letter 243 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LarsLast Name: DennertEmail Address: lars@larsdennert.comAffiliation: BIASubject: AB 32Comment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships.

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Thank you
Lars DennertAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:06:09



Form Letter 244 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: RaganEmail Address: cragan@msce.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:22:18



Form Letter 245 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EthenLast Name: ThacherEmail Address: ethent@makarproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:40:45



Form Letter 246 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: McGinnisEmail Address: tmcginnis@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on emissions burdens for new housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:44:18



Form Letter 247 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: CampanellaEmail Address: john@bdcdevelopment.comAffiliation: Bermant HomesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:49:41



Form Letter 248 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: eddieLast Name: wangEmail Address: ew913@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 17:04:53



Form Letter 249 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: HixsonEmail Address: m.hixson@ryness.comAffiliation: Subject: NO Vote Requested on Increased Transportation Target ReductionsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 18:04:14



Form Letter 250 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DonaldLast Name: BabbittEmail Address: don@heartwoodcommunities.comAffiliation: Heartwood CommunitiesSubject: VOTE "NO"Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Happy Holidays!
Don BabbittAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 18:22:27



Form Letter 251 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Marisa Last Name: CornejoEmail Address: build_dream_homes@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emissions burden for housingComment:I am expressing my  extreme concern for AB32.
Please vote NO!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 18:55:47



Form Letter 252 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: stephenLast Name: lyonsEmail Address: slyons@crestwoodcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: vote "no" on emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 07:17:41



Form Letter 253 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NicoleLast Name: BurdetteEmail Address: nburdette@brookfieldsouthland.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 07:32:20



Form Letter 254 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanLast Name: BoatwrightEmail Address: dboatwright@castlecompanies.comAffiliation: Subject: Please vote NO on higher emmission targetsComment:I am concerned about the proposed recommendation to increase thetarget amount of the AB 32 Scoping Plan to more than 5 millionmetric tons.


Please do NOT increase the Regional Transportation Targets anyfurther. The burdens will already be tremendous and our economysimply cannot bear the weight of additional requirements.  


I have been following the implementation possibilities of SenateBill 375.  It is readily apparent that there is still no clearprocess and outcome for SB 375.  That process needs time and effortto work. Any action by your Board to increase limit numbers willmake SB 375 implementation more cumbersome, more uncertain, andultimately make SB 375 implementation take longer.


Home builders want to see SB 375 and AB 32 work, but we want to doit in a manner that is predictable, and works for our State'seconomy as well. If you create a moving target, then I'm afraidthere will be a backlash against SB 375.  You need to keep the AB32 limits realistic in order to maintain the support of theconstruction industry throughout California and eventuallythroughout the United States.

Again, please do not increase the Regional Transportation-RelatedGreenhouse Gas Targets.  Thank you for your consideration.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 08:12:16



Form Letter 255 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: WinterEmail Address: mwinter@sares-regis.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

TAKE ACTION 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 08:14:53



Form Letter 256 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RussLast Name: DavisEmail Address: r.davis@elliotthomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Russ DavisAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 08:23:55



Form Letter 257 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: GrableEmail Address: tom.grable@lyonhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing"Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Tom Grable
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:46:07



Form Letter 258 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JasonLast Name: WilsonEmail Address: jason@phwsinc.comAffiliation: Subject: “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Regards,

Jason Wilson
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:48:22



Form Letter 259 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: stevej@stjamesproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:55:04



Form Letter 260 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TrudyLast Name: ZarnowiecEmail Address: trudy_z@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:58:39



Form Letter 261 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KendallLast Name: CarreEmail Address: kendallc@ambrosiainteriors.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 10:36:51



Form Letter 262 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MelissaLast Name: AutenEmail Address: mauten@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:NO!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 10:57:04



Form Letter 263 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeanetteLast Name: RobertsEmail Address: jroberts@calpacifichomes.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:05:02



Form Letter 264 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: HostinEmail Address: rhostin@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject:  AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in California Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:31:13



Form Letter 265 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RyanLast Name: OrtmanEmail Address: rortman@trumark-co.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:46:23



Form Letter 266 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CrisandLast Name: GilesEmail Address: crisand.giles@pardeehomes.comAffiliation: Pardee HomesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am concerned about the proposed recommendation within the AB 32Scoping plan to target a reduction of 5 million metric tons (MMT)annually of greenhouse gases from Regional Transportation-RelatedTargets. Specifically, I understand that the Board is being askedby some to increase that target to something higher, potentiallysignificantly higher, than 5 million metric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing extremeeconomic hardships adding to our current economic crisis. 


Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Crisand Giles 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:46:25



Form Letter 267 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: DixEmail Address: pdix@biasc.orgAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO! on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:54:00



Form Letter 268 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: MedeirosEmail Address: pmedeiros@shhomes.comAffiliation: Land development consultantSubject: Vote No on new emissions burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 12:08:07



Form Letter 269 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DaveLast Name: BottariniEmail Address: daveb@obriengroup.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 SCOPING PLANComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 13:22:34



Form Letter 270 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StanLast Name: WeilerEmail Address: stanweiler@hwplanning.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Stan Weiler

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:17:09



Form Letter 271 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DyanLast Name: LorenzenEmail Address: dyanl@benchmarklandscape.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:17:41



Form Letter 272 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TeriLast Name: McHughEmail Address: tmchugh@brookfieldhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:17:55



Form Letter 273 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NicoleLast Name: ZillioxEmail Address: nzilliox@hgfenton.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:19:47



Form Letter 274 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WesleyLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: wanderson@desadesign.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:22:15



Form Letter 275 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: jdasd@san.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:22:46



Form Letter 276 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToniLast Name: RicordEmail Address: sthompson54@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions In Calif.Comment:Please Vote No - this is not a fair bill.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:23:00



Form Letter 277 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Katie Last Name: HansenEmail Address: khansen16@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO!!!!!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:23:32



Form Letter 278 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanielleLast Name: GouldEmail Address: dani.gould@mdch.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:25:51



Form Letter 279 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: MetzEmail Address: metzpr@san.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas EmmisionsComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:26:24



Form Letter 280 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: ManningEmail Address: pmanning80@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:28:06



Form Letter 281 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DAVIDLast Name: OCHOAEmail Address: daveochoa@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO ON NEW EMISSION BURDENS FOR HOUSING"Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:28:48



Form Letter 282 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: M.Last Name: KilfoilEmail Address: mkilfoil@firstam.comAffiliation: Subject: Proposed AB 32 scoping planComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Regards,

M. Kilfoil

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:29:10



Form Letter 283 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: McCainEmail Address: tmccain@propertyenterprises.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:29:23



Form Letter 284 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KristinLast Name: ChambersEmail Address: kristiechambers@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Thank you.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:29:48



Form Letter 285 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PeteLast Name: ReebEmail Address: reeb@san.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:30:35



Form Letter 286 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DawnLast Name: NortonEmail Address: dnorton@paccoastcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:31:15



Form Letter 287 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DianeLast Name: IngramEmail Address: dingram@hunsakersd.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:33:24



Form Letter 288 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndrewLast Name: CabreraEmail Address: acabrera@motivational.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:33:28



Form Letter 289 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: KellyEmail Address: kevinkelly.hotrod@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:33:41



Form Letter 290 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: GustafsonEmail Address: rich@citymark.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:34:09



Form Letter 291 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarenLast Name: Van ErtEmail Address: kvanert@rickengineering.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTEN NO for new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:34:46



Form Letter 292 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FredLast Name: MartinEmail Address: fred@martinroofing.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO ON AB32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:35:13



Form Letter 293 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: PooleEmail Address: dpoole@brookfieldhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: ABN 32Comment:Please vote against imposing new requirements on the HomebuildingindustryAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:35:33



Form Letter 294 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Michael Last Name: PursgloveEmail Address: pmpursglove@drhorton.comAffiliation: Subject: SB 375Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:38:04



Form Letter 295 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToryLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: tory@trwengineering.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:38:22



Form Letter 296 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FredrickLast Name: AndersonEmail Address: fanderson@isidc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:38:45



Form Letter 297 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Gregor Last Name: Connors Email Address: gconnors@newlandcommunities.comAffiliation: Nelwand Communities Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:39:18



Form Letter 298 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DannLast Name: MallecEmail Address: dmallec@rickengineering.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on the neww emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:39:28



Form Letter 299 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RhondaLast Name: WilkersonEmail Address: rhonda_wilkerson@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:45:42



Form Letter 300 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlexLast Name: MerrillEmail Address: alex_merrill@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.


I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While I questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, I know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:47:32



Form Letter 301 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BryanLast Name: BinneyEmail Address: bryan.binney@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emissions standards on housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:50:34



Form Letter 302 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Chris Last Name: HallEmail Address: chris.hall@brehmco.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:50:49



Form Letter 303 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LesLast Name: LeiningerEmail Address: lleininger@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:51:29



Form Letter 304 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: TaylorEmail Address: ttaylor@taylortrim.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:52:01



Form Letter 305 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: WissbaumEmail Address: swissbau@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:55:49



Form Letter 306 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: BrusseauEmail Address: sbrusseau@newportnational.bizAffiliation: Subject: CARBComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:56:58



Form Letter 307 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PeteLast Name: RelphEmail Address: prelph@motivational.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:57:38



Form Letter 308 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: jeremyLast Name: loudenEmail Address: louden72@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:02:47



Form Letter 309 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: DeGolerEmail Address: sdegoler@imfunds.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:04:40



Form Letter 310 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ralph Last Name: SnyderEmail Address: rsnyder@firstam.comAffiliation: Subject: ScolpingPln 08Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:08:01



Form Letter 311 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: RossollEmail Address: markrossoll@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:09:19



Form Letter 312 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffryLast Name: BrusseauEmail Address: jbrusseau@newportnational.bizAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on New Emmissions BurdensComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Thank you for your consideration
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:11:06



Form Letter 313 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: BirchEmail Address: tbirch@hunsakersd.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:15:33



Form Letter 314 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrendaLast Name: BenderEmail Address: brenda.bender@lyonhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for new housingComment:Homebuilders do not make or sell automobiles; thereforehomebuilders should not be burdened with GHG bills.  These billsshould be targeted toward the automobile manufacturers, or aspecial tax to the purchaser should the automobile NOT meetspecific criteria.

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:17:10



Form Letter 315 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JerryLast Name: GreenEmail Address: jgreen@prestigeconcrete.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote no on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:20:19



Form Letter 316 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: TomlinsonEmail Address: ttomlinson@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of 
greenhouse gases from Regional Transportation-Related
Targets. Specifically, I understand that the Board is 
being asked to increase that target to something higher,potentially significantly higher, than 5 million metric
tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we
question whether sufficient scientific information exists
to support quantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions
from passenger vehicles at the proposed 5 MMT level, we
know of no credible scientific evidence that would
indicate that larger reductions are reasonably achievable
or sustainable without causing dislocations and extreme
economic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process
to determine the actual regional transportation-related
GHG targets. That process needs to be given deference and allowedto work. It should not be preempted at this early
stage by unilateral action by the Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB
375 and AB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest inassisting the state out of its current and profound economicmalaise. Imposing out-of-proportion burdens on 
California's homebuilders and consumers will neither help
our struggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the Regional 
Transportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:27:20



Form Letter 317 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: BwarieEmail Address: tom@bwariegiftbaskets.comAffiliation: Subject:  "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Tom Bwarie
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:35:35



Form Letter 318 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Joe Last Name: ShiellyEmail Address: jshielly@gmail.comAffiliation: San Diego BIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:43:00



Form Letter 319 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RayLast Name: EmnaceEmail Address: Ray@phwsinc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:45:56



Form Letter 320 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlexLast Name: PlishnerEmail Address: alex.plishner@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:02:39



Form Letter 321 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Chris Last Name: PisanoEmail Address: capisano@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:08:26



Form Letter 322 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: BadeauxEmail Address: tony.badeaux@paladinreg.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for business and housing Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:37:24



Form Letter 323 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NealLast Name: ReynoldsEmail Address: neal@reynoldscommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping planComment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:54:11



Form Letter 324 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: TallmanEmail Address: jtallman@kmscommunities.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on New Emisson Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 18:00:57



Form Letter 325 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: MerkinEmail Address: rob.merkin@cbre.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
RobAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 18:17:47



Form Letter 326 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenLast Name: NietoEmail Address: swcstephennieto@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 07:18:58



Form Letter 327 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: MertzEmail Address: mertz16514@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 11:30:55



Form Letter 328 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PATRICIALast Name: TOLPINGRUDEmail Address: pattie.tolpingrud@pardeehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO"Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,

Patricia Tolpingrud
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 13:51:35



Form Letter 329 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: marieLast Name: keefeEmail Address: trctldy@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan- vote no!!!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 15:22:25



Form Letter 330 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: WinterEmail Address: mwinter@sares-regis.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 17:23:02



Form Letter 331 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Marc Last Name: KaplanEmail Address: mkaplan@aspeninsbrokers.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emissions burden for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 10:45:00



Form Letter 332 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JulieLast Name: HarwoodEmail Address: jharwood@brookfieldhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 11:03:22



Form Letter 333 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ConnieLast Name: SundstromEmail Address: bmwfav@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing"Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 12:01:57



Form Letter 334 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GeoffLast Name: ScottEmail Address: geoffscott@hotmail.comAffiliation: BIASubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 14:10:35



Form Letter 335 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: KeltingEmail Address: jkelting@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 15:26:00



Form Letter 336 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: HammarEmail Address: dhammar@hunsakersd.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 18:48:49



Form Letter 337 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Peter Last Name: VahidEmail Address: petev@msland-llc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:In this economic climate, we need to be encouraging theconstruction, building and home building industries by allowinghome buyers to be able to purchase and sell homes. While I am anadvocate for the clean business practices as well as consumerpractices, the jump to levels above 5 MMT would cause unreasonableeconomic hardship through excessive regulation on homebuilding andcommunity building. There is a housing problem in California withovercrowding. Legislating mandates on homebuilding will decreaseconstruction activity and cause more loss of jobs to an alreadyhard hit construction industry which provides good paying jobs toAmerican and Californian families. Lets be reasonable and realizethe effects for driving businesses into severe financialdifficulties and driving up home prices and adding to theaffordability problem with regulations discussed in the Sacramento.

Thank YouAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 19:57:37



Form Letter 338 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Peter Last Name: VahidEmail Address: petev@msland-llc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 20:35:41



Form Letter 339 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AllenLast Name: DonnellyEmail Address: adonnelly@khov.comAffiliation: K. Hovnanian HomesSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 
I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 
Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 
As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Thanks, Allen DonnellyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:17:12



Form Letter 340 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChadLast Name: BrownEmail Address: Chad@empirehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:54:11



Form Letter 341 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StuartLast Name: SkoglundEmail Address: sskoglund@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:56:32



Form Letter 342 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: PonceEmail Address: greg.ponce@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: "VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing."Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:59:05



Form Letter 343 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaxLast Name: GreeneEmail Address: max@aes2.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO Comment: am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 08:18:30



Form Letter 344 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Kevin Last Name: VogelsangEmail Address: vogelsang.kevin@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping planComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons.


I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. There is no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions thanthose already legislated are reasonably achievable or sustainablewithout causing dislocations and extreme economic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board. These bills were supported by the homebuildersassociation - administratively bypassing them makes a mockery ofthe legislative process that is necessary for the type of broadbased consensus necessary for this legislation to work.
 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 08:33:45



Form Letter 345 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Bob Last Name: CummingsEmail Address: bcummings@barratt.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Thank you,

Bob


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 08:42:29



Form Letter 346 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanielLast Name: KoserEmail Address: koser@utilityspecialitst.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing. Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,  Daniel L. Koser

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 08:44:30



Form Letter 347 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LynnLast Name: AssmanEmail Address: lassman@younghomes.comAffiliation: Exec. AssistantSubject: Vote No On New Emissions Burdens for HousingComment:To Whome it May Concern,

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

Sincerely,

Lynn Assman
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 08:59:10



Form Letter 348 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: TexterEmail Address: ctexter@ktgy.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:04:14



Form Letter 349 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JasonLast Name: ShepardEmail Address: jshepard@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:06:12



Form Letter 350 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: MitchellEmail Address: dmitchell@mcmillin.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No!Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,

Don MtchellAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:11:08



Form Letter 351 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: HedenkampEmail Address: scott@hedenkamp-architecture.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:12:31



Form Letter 352 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: HarrisonEmail Address: chris @lightfootpg.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:18:01



Form Letter 353 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarcusLast Name: CookEmail Address: mcook@integralcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:24:31



Form Letter 354 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JerryLast Name: GaeirEmail Address: jgaeir@cassconstruction.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote No on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Click here for CARB Scoping Plan Comments
 

 

 

 

 

 
 Unsubscribe Instructions
  
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:35:29



Form Letter 355 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: RecordEmail Address: bill@trwengineering.comAffiliation: Concerned Citizen and EngineerSubject: Vote NO on AB32Comment:Dear Public Servant,

I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Sincerely,

Bill Record, a member of the publicAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:40:38



Form Letter 356 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WalterLast Name: HeibergEmail Address: wheiberg@mcmillin.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: AB 32 Vote NoComment:I strongly oppose AB-32 and any increased requirements of greenhouse gases and particulate reduction over 5 million metric tons.

We have thousands of people out of work in many industries and toforce further reductions without a cost benefit analysis of jobs isirresponsible.

Walter Heiberg Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:56:09



Form Letter 357 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TonyaLast Name: ShortEmail Address: tonya@kernhba.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE No on new emission burdens for housingComment:The Home Builders Association of Kern County has a very strongconcern about the proposed recommendation within the AB 32 ScopingPlan to target a reduction of 5 million metric tons (MMT) annuallyof greenhouse gases from Regional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, we understand that the Board is being asked by someto increase that target to something higher, potentiallysignificantly higher, than 5 million metric tons.
We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.  While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.
The recently enacted SB 375 sets out the process to determine theactual regional transportation-related GHG targets.  That processneeds to be given deference and allowed to work.  It should not bepreempted at this early stage by unilateral action by the Board.
Homebuilders have a vested interested in the success of SB 375 andAB 32.  Homebuilders also have a vested interested in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise.  Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders, consumersand families will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.
I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Sincerely,
Tonya Short
Home Builders Association of Kern CountyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:09:30



Form Letter 358 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NikiLast Name: MooreEmail Address: nmoore@isidc.comAffiliation: Subject: No on AB32 Scoping Plan 08Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:28:40



Form Letter 359 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GladysLast Name: Eddy-LeeEmail Address: geddy-lee@brookfieldhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:08:38



Form Letter 360 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: SwanekEmail Address: Cwanek@netzero.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Land Use Sector TargetComment:I wish to offer comments on the Land Use Sector Target, and to urgeit NOT be increased to a higher level. The Planning andConservation League suggests the "land use" target should be raisedfrom 5 million metric tons of C02 equivalent (MMT) to 11-14 MMT.They state "as shown by the analysis of Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr.Arthur C. Nelson, the 5 MMT target is based upon models that arewidely acknowledged to underestimate the benefits of dense,mixed-use development, while the higher target is achievable withpolicies California is already considering". 

It is incredibly elitist to suggest no one but the rich in thefuture need dream of a new home on its own newly platted lot.  Therich will always be able to buy enough offset credits to buildtheir mansions in outlying areas on huge estates, but to positpolicies that deny everyone else the right to have a home on itsown lot in a new suburban area is elitist and racist.  I used towork for the Watts Labor Community Action Committee, and its greatfounder Ted Watkins.  He knew as well as anyone thatAfrican-American families wanted and needed the reduced stress oflower density neighborhoods than the inner city provided (notHIGHER densities!), and it would racist now to deny that dream topeople who have passed their entire lives in poverty just trying tosave up enough for their kids to actually live that dream...Doesanyone really believe the folks in South Central would prefer afuture (mandated for them!) of a stacked flat in a 20 storybuilding near Skid Row over a nice home with its own yard inCorona?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:24:12



Form Letter 361 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: PowersEmail Address: dpowers@breproperties.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:55:53



Form Letter 362 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: BeuclerEmail Address: cbeucler@beuclerhomes.comAffiliation: BuilderSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:16:37



Form Letter 363 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Steve Last Name: JohnsonEmail Address: sjohnson@cassconstruction.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:26:43



Form Letter 364 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JenniferLast Name: PhillipEmail Address: jphillip@hbacc.orgAffiliation: Subject:  “VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.”Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:19:02



Form Letter 365 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: thereseLast Name: fairbanksEmail Address: tdfairbanks@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing" Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:06:21



Form Letter 366 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DonnaLast Name: CarpenterEmail Address: dcarpenter@sikand.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:47:34



Form Letter 367 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AmyLast Name: GladEmail Address: amy.glad@pardeehomes.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NO on further increases to Transportation Targets Comment:Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the Board:

On behalf of Pardee Homes, I am writing to urge the you NOT toincrease the Regional Transportation-Related Targets beyond theproposed 5 MMT level in the AB 32 Scoping Plan.  

This year the Legislature passed and Governor Schwarzeneggersigned Senate Bill 375, which sets out the process to determine theactual Regional Transportation-Related GHG Targets. That processneeds to be given deference and allowed to work. 

As a builder of master planned communities and a company that hasbeen recognized by the Governor and the US EPA for green buildingand land development practices, Pardee Homes has a vested interestin the success of SB 375 and AB 32. We also have a vested interestin helping the state and the home building sector out of itscurrent and profound economic malaise. Imposing out-of-proportionburdens on new housing will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

We strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets beyond the current proposal of 5MMT. 

Thank you for your consideration of our position.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:05:36



Form Letter 368 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LucyLast Name: Kajrys-DietzEmail Address: RealtorLucy@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Proposed A.B. 32 Scoping Plan – Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Target for Regional TraComment:Ladies and Gentlemen:

Concerning the pending Scoping Plan for A.B. 32, I write toexpress concern about the proposed recommendation to target areduction of 5 million metric tons annually of greenhouse gasesfrom regional transportation and land use.  Specifically, Iunderstand that the Board and its staff are being asked by some toincrease the recommended target for reductions from regionaltransportation even higher still, above the 5 million metric tons.

I strongly urge the Board not to increase the reduction target forregional transportation any further.  First, we are unaware of anyevidence that would indicate that even larger reductions arereasonably achievable and would not cause harsh dislocations andextreme economic hardship.   Moreover, local governments, countytransportation commissions and transportation planning agencies,and countless stakeholders are already faced with implementing therecently-enacted Senate Bill 375, which sets forth a difficultprocess to spur changes to transportation and land use planning inorder to achieve A.B. 32 compliance.  Bigger reduction targets forregional transportation in a scoping plan – above the 5 millionmetric tons annually last proposed – would lead to economic ruinfor many sub-regions if they were to be translated, in any way,into S.B. 375 regional reductions.  

Accordingly, I respectfully urge the Board not to increase anymore the recommended, targeted reduction of greenhouse gases fromregional transportation.

Sincerely,

Lucy Kajrys-Dietz
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:17:15



Form Letter 369 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: RiceEmail Address: steve.rice@coldwellbanker.comAffiliation: RealtorSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 17:27:43



Form Letter 370 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: matthewLast Name: tippellEmail Address: mjtippell@studiotippell.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships. 

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 22:15:50



Form Letter 371 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: JacksonEmail Address: jjackson@jacksonpendo.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 08:42:10



Form Letter 372 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BessLast Name: WakemanEmail Address: bess@wakeman.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on AB 32 no burdens for housing.Comment:I  strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. This is not a goodsolution for California. Please vote NO.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 09:01:30



Form Letter 373 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: LaMarEmail Address: lamar@legisight.comAffiliation: CBIASubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:35:46



Form Letter 374 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GailLast Name: FitzsimmonsEmail Address: gfitzsimmons@engeo.comAffiliation: ENGEO IncorporatedSubject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:40:58



Form Letter 375 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: AispuroEmail Address: david@phwsinc.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:45:39



Form Letter 376 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Mary EllenLast Name: SiewerthEmail Address: msiewerth@propertyenterprises.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO ON NEW EMISSION BURDENS FOR HOUSINGComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:12:18



Form Letter 377 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lawrence Last Name: ConleyEmail Address: larryconley@anastasi.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping plan - residential constructionComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:56:40



Form Letter 378 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarwanLast Name: YounisEmail Address: marwan@maygroupinc.netAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CaliforniaComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 14:00:43



Form Letter 379 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JasenLast Name: TorbettEmail Address: jasen.torbett@sheahomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NOComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 15:09:52



Form Letter 380 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ToddLast Name: SmithEmail Address: todds@cannoncorp.usAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on New Emissions Burdens for HousingComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:48:27



Form Letter 381 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: PerkinsEmail Address: bperkins@curtishomes.netAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:
I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:11:10



Form Letter 382 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DarrylLast Name: StephensonEmail Address: dstephenson@rancongroup.comAffiliation: Subject: Vote NoComment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.

We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  

The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.

Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California’s homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:48:07



Form Letter 383 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LauraLast Name: LaflammeEmail Address: llaflamme@brandman.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 16:04:06



Form Letter 384 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: BrandmanEmail Address: mbrandman@brandman.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housing.Comment:I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, weunderstand that the Board is being asked by some to increase thattarget to something higher, potentially significantly higher, than5 million metric tons.


We strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. While we questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, we know of no credible scientificevidence that would indicate that larger reductions are reasonablyachievable or sustainable without causing dislocations and extremeeconomic hardships.  


The recently-enacted Senate Bill 375 sets out the process todetermine the actual regional transportation-related GHG targets.That process needs to be given deference and allowed to work. Itshould not be preempted at this early stage by unilateral action bythe Board.


Homebuilders have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. Homebuilders also have a vested interest in assisting thestate out of its current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on California's homebuilders andconsumers will neither help our struggling economy norrealistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 


I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 16:05:39



Form Letter 385 for Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MattLast Name: HamiltonEmail Address: matthamilton@mbkhomes.comAffiliation: Subject: VOTE NO on new emission burdens for housingComment: I am writing to express strong concern about the proposedrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. I not only questionwhether sufficient scientific information exists to supportquantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions from passenger vehiclesat the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know of no crediblescientific evidence that would indicate that larger reductions arereasonably achievable or sustainable without causing dislocationsand extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 15:04:21


