
Comment 1 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: WalterLast Name: BrewerEmail Address: catcar38@verizon.netAffiliation: SelfSubject: Plan Mismatch with SB-375Comment:Accessment of San Dirgo’s 2050Regiomal Transportation & SustainableCommunities Strategies Plan in SB-375 Terms.
A Structural Mismatch:
   A reader is supposed to learn the mass transit oriented SCS,following SB-375 guidelines, is responsible for meeting energy andemissions reduction values at least through year 2035.
But while SCS provides attractive opportunity for such savings inthe non-mobile category, the vigorously promoted associated masstransit contribution is nearly meaningless.
Instead, on-road vehicles, even assuming only short term mpgimprovement, provide 95% of the savings in support of meeting theGHG CARB standards through 2035. The remaining 5% provided by anextensive mass transit overlay, along with walk/bike provisions,spends nearly 50%, ~$47 billion, of the transportation capitalbudget and absorbs only 4% of travel growth. With very optimisticmode share assumptions, 2.5% of total.
   Considering the amount of land used, access to mass transitcommuting increases significantly especially for low incometravelers. But autos continue 3 times more accessible. OverallRegion work trips in less than 30 minutes actually decrease in theprocess.
(Tables TA 3.1, an d 5.2 in 2050RTP/SCS provide concise numericalproof.)
    Thus the Sustainable Communities Strategy with emphasis onexpensive mass transit, does not contribute meaningfully to SB-375central transportation improvement objectives. 
Looking Forward:
   The Supreme Court in San Diego has ruled against 2050RTO/SCSbecause it dies not meet GHG levels directed by Executive Order.
   Traffic congestion is also higher than the Plan’s 2008 baselineyear, and Regional Total mobility is decreased. Trips to work forexample take 10% longer.  
   Energy and emissions savings planned to start for vehicles in2025 will assist meeting 2050 standards. Even lighter weightautomated personal vehicles should also be given consideration.Resources from SCS less effective mass transit can be reallocated.

Planning Process.
   This Region devotes insufficient resources to an independentobjective facts based process of checks and balances to correctdeficiencies encountered before major commitments are made byresponsible officials. And offer a range of alternatives forcomparison by the public on a consistent basis.
In the 2050RTP/SCS case, with emphasis on the environment andenergy and emissions reductions, there is a clear mismatch betweenRegional system performance analysis, and allocations that wereapproved for facilities. The Superior Court finding of oneimportant deficient aspect, should prompt a reassessment andreallocations that should have occurred before the Plan’s approval.
2050RTP/SCS is not a suitable template State-wide for other MPOs.
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Comment 2 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchonbrunnEmail Address: David@Schonbrunn.orgAffiliation: TRANSDEFSubject: Inadequate analysis of SB 375 ImplementationComment:Please see attached file.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/3-2014sb375-BXEBdQdnAz4EcQRg.pdf'Original File Name: TRANSDEF Comments on SB 375 Implementation.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-21 14:15:52No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: DeidreLast Name: KelseyEmail Address: dist4@co.merced.ca.usAffiliation: Merced County Board of SupervisorsSubject: Support for Valley TargetsComment:Dear CARB members:

As a Merced County Supervisor for 18 years and a member of theMerced County Association of Government’s (MCAG) Governing Board Iwould like to go on record as opposing MCAG’s recent action takenregarding SB 375’s emission reduction targets set by your board in2010.  

Unfortunately, none of the scenarios presented to the GoverningBoard by our staff achieved the Valley’s targets.  However, morecan and should be done in Merced County to achieve the goals setout by this important law.  As you know, CA is facing a seriouswater shortage in 2014.  This will hurt the Valley more than anyother region in terms of our agriculture-based economy.  I find itironic that in an area where so many jobs are dependent on farming,the MCAG Board overwhelmingly voted for a scenario that willconsume the most farmland and promote the continued decline of theSierra Nevada snowpack by doing the least amount of work to reduceclimate changing gases. 

The San Joaquin Valley has an important place in the culture,economy and heritage of our State.  Please do not leave the Valleybehind.  Our residents deserve to live in a County, region andState that value their long-term livelihood and health.

Sincerely,

Deidre Kelsey
Supervisor, District 4
Merced County
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Comment 4 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: Mary-MichalLast Name: RawlingEmail Address: mrawling@gvhc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Support the San Joaquin ValleyComment:Greetings Board members!

First and foremost, thank you for supporting strong San JoaquinValley targets in 2010! In the last 3+ years there have been manylocal struggles throughout the Central Valley to achieve the goalsset forth by ARB.  The Valley has a tremendous challenge when itcomes to air pollution given our geography and breadth of ouremissions inventory.  Being a pass-through region of the state alsoadds to our struggle.  But, the gravity of the problem is exactlywhy we need strong leadership from you, our State leaders.  Morethan 20% of our children are diagnosed with asthma, allergies andother respiratory disease.  This winter has been a powerfulreminder of how our environment makes us sick on a daily basis.  

As a Merced County resident, I was particularly shocked by thedecision of our local MPO to abide by our “status quo” pattern ofland use (ie sprawl) especially after having participated in thepublic process where local residents overwhelmingly supported ascenario that was in line with the San Joaquin Blueprint.  Thisscenario would have at least that demonstrated a willingness towork with regional partners to achieve a unified goal despite notattaining SB 375 targets.

Please continue to stand strong for the people in the San JoaquinValley, especially the residents of Merced.  Please know that thereare people who live here that do care about achieving these targetsand do not want to live in the only area of the state out ofcompliance with this law.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Mary-Michal Rawling
Merced Resident and former City Council Member (2009-2013) 
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Comment 5 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: AutumnLast Name: BernsteinEmail Address: autumn@climateplanca.orgAffiliation: ClimatePlanSubject: SB 375 priorities for 2014Comment:Please find the attached letter, submitted by ClimatePlan on behalfof 22 signatory organizations.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/6-2014sb375-VzRWPFI6UG4LbAVx.pdf'Original File Name: ClimatePlan letter to ARB Jan22  2014 FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-01-22 11:28:55No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) - Non-Reg.First Name: JennyLast Name: BardEmail Address: jenny.bard@lung.org Affiliation: Subject: Health Group letter on SB 375 implentation reviewComment:Attached please find our letter from health organizations withrecommendations for the California Air Resources Board in its Jan.23 review of SB 375 implementation and targets.
Thank you very much.
Jenny Bard
Manager, Advocacy
American Lung Association in California
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There are no comments posted to Senate Bill 375 Implementation Status (2014sb375) that were presented during the Board Hearing at this time.


