Comment 1 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Lopinski

Email Address: thel opinskis@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Lowering Gasoline Use and Emissions
Comment:

Hel | o,

| read the article in the LA Times today about your proposal for
[ owering em ssions, which I amfull heartedly in support of.
|'ve thought of another way to | ower these em ssions and save
hundreds of thousands of gallons of gas for automobiles in
California wi thout adding nore regulations or incurring too nmuch
extra costs.

Have you ever noticed how peopl e approach a stop light? They
either race up and try to beat the yellow light or try to sl ow
down just enough to catch the green Iight before coming to a stop
Sone people, of course, speed fromone |ight to another and stop
burni ng up precious fuel

What if every stop light had a digital timer installed on top of
the lights that could be seen hundreds of yards away that

i ndi cated how much time was | eft before the Iight changed? That
way people could adjust their driving habits (and save gas) by
sl owi ng down or speeding up in order to catch a green light. You
could also install caneras to keep the speeders fromracing to
beat a red light.

St udi es have shown that this would increase fuel efficiency by at
| east 5-10% (probably nore). W need to train people to be
"smarter' drivers and break the bad habits nbst have now of
racing fromone light to another. This neasure, over tinme, would
do that.

Thank you for your tine.
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-16 14:22:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Craft

Email Address: dcraft@mbuapcd.org
Affiliation. MBUAPCD

Subject: Shipping CO2 emissions reductions
Comment:

Current technol ogy exists to reduce the ship engine CO2 emi ssions
by the equival ent of 10-35%using giant kites. This technology is
of fered by the European conpany SkySail s.

http: //ww. skysai | s. i nfo/index. php?i d=472&L=2

"Currently, SkySails is offering towi ng kite propul sion systens
for cargo vessels with an effective | oad of between 8 and 32 tons.
The pl anned product program conprises tow ng kite propul sion
systenms with an effective |l oad of up to 130 tons.™

A California based conpany, not as far along in developing this
technol ogy, is Kite Ship.

http://ww. ki t eshi p. com news. php

Shi ppi ng conpani es investing in this technolgy are able to see a
positive rate of return on their investnent.

A CGHG control measure shoul d be devel oped that requires |arge
ships entering California ports to have used this technology in
their travels here. The CO2 enissions reductions could be very
large even if the enmission reductions are only 10%

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-16 14:49:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anthony

Last Name: Wexler

Email Address. aswexler@ucdavis.edu
Affiliation: UC Davis

Subject: Scoping Plan: Tracking and Measuring Progress
Comment:

| recently attended the Bay Area Council Energy Committee mneeting
as UC Davis's representative where Bob Fl etcher presented the
proposed | ow carbon fuel standard in the Scoping Plan and Theresa
Cho (CPUC) presented their Building Energy Efficiency Plan. These
and ot her advances are very exciting -- as usual, the state is

| eadi ng the country.

In reading the scoping plan, ny attention was drawn to section D
on page 107, Tracki ng and Measuring Progress. A key portion of
the Plan is understanding if we really are inproving by perform ng
at nospheri c neasurenents and so the Plan reads "Conti nuous

at nospheric nonitoring of greenhouse gases may al so be useful for
determ ning the effectiveness of em ssions reduction strategies
and for future inventory devel oprment."

This phrase "... may al so be useful " weakens the statenent
unnecessarily. As we know from | ong experi ence devel opi ng

em ssions inventories for conpounds such as NOx and VOCs rel at ed
to snog production, these inventories are highly uncertain. W

know this from at nospheric neasurenments and nodeling. If we do
not measure greenhouse gas concentrations in the atnosphere, we
wi I I not have any checks on the greenhouse gas eni ssions

i nventories |eaving the uncertainties unexpl ored.

By neasuring greenhouse gases and a range of co-pollutants, we
cannot only verify the GHG em ssions inventory, but also associate
shortcomngs in the inventory with enissions sources because
processes that emit greenhouse gases al so emt other conmpounds and
particles that identify the sources.

Qoviously, this is way too much detail for the scoping plan. The
point of this comrent is to encourage that this portion of the
pl an be strengthened. | suggest that the wordi ng be changed to
"Conti nuous at nospheric nonitoring of greenhouse gases is
essential for determning the effectiveness of em ssions reduction
strategies and for future inventory devel opnent."

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-17 08:47:54



No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Peevey

Email Address: eeg@cpuc.ca.gov
Affiliation: CA Public Utilities Commission

Subject: Response to questions regarding appropriateness of electric sector cap and trade
Comment:

The attached letter is in response to questions presented by
Assenbl ynenber Dave Jones in comrents he submitted to CARB
regarding el ectric sector cap and trade.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/5-jones_dave sep 16 2008 cap n trade in_ca mjd.pdf’

Original File Name: JONES Dave _Sep 16 2008_Cap n Trade in Cal_mjd.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-20 17:46:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Tollner

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Feebates in the Scoping Plan for AB 32
Comment:

Cct 21, 2008
California Air Resource Board Menbers
Dear Menbers,

| support the inclusion of a Cean Car Di scount program--also
known as

a "feebates" program--in the Scoping Plan for AB 32, the

d obal Warm ng Sol utions Act of 2006.

St udi es show that a wel | -desi gned feebates program coul d reduce
em ssions from California cars and trucks by an additional 30
per cent

beyond the expected reductions fromCalifornia's gl obal warm ng

pol lution regul ations for vehicles. The self-financing program
provi des

one-time rebates and surcharges on the purchase of new cars and
trucks

based on each vehicle's [ evel of global warm ng pollution, helping
to

make cl ean cars and trucks nore affordable for all Californians.

Approximately 1.7 million new passenger cars and |ight-duty trucks
are

purchased each year in California. Even with existing | aws and
regul ations, the bulk of global warnming emssions in California
continue to cone from passenger vehicles.

The California Cean Car Discount is an urgently needed part of
California s ground-breaking package of gl obal warm ng sol utions.
I

urge you to include a feebates programin the Scoping Plan for AB

Si ncerely,
Ms. Margaret Tol |l ner

4138 Marwi ck Ave
Lakewood, CA 90713-3032

Attachment: "



Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:00:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Peter
Last Name: Wilson
Email Address: psfw_66@roadrunner.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Cost-benefit analysis

Comment:

To say that AB 32 inplementation will increase net enployment and

income is to nake an econoni c prophesy that nay, or nay not, cone
true, regardl ess of the conplexity of your econonic nodeling. To
properly eval uate these regul ati ons you nmust conduct a
cost-benefit analysis. And the jobs and investnent you foresee are
properly categorized as a COST, not a BENEFI T, of inplenentation

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:06:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: D.

Last Name: Dustin

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: Keep the AB 32 Scoping Plan Strong
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/8-dustin0001.pdf'

Original File Name: dustinO001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:07:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jon

Last Name: Van Bogart

Email Address: jvb@cleanfuelusa.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached file

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/9-perc_ghg_full_report.pdf'

Original File Name: PERC GHG Full Report.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-27 14:58:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: W.R.

Last Name: Overman

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Country of Siskiyou- Board of Supervisors
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/11-siskiyou0001. pdf'

Original File Name: siskiyouOOOL1.paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:31:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: Knorr

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: County of Alpine- County Admistrative Office
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/12-al pine0001. pdf’

Original File Name: apine0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:36:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: Torliatt

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Pentaluma
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/13-pental umad001. pdf'

Original File Name: pentaluma0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:42:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Reginald

Last Name: Burgess

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Reginald Burgess, CEO Hydrogenpowercentral.com
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/14-reginal dOOO01. pdf’

Origina File Name: reginaldOOOL1.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:50:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julia

Last Name: Cato

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: JuliaA. Cato
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/15-jcato0001. pdf'

Original File Name: jcato0001. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:53:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Rivas

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Regional Legidative Alliance
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/16-regional 0001. pdf’

Origina File Name: regional 0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 17:03:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Diane

Last Name: Dillon

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Napa County California
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/17-napal001. pdf'

Original File Name: napa0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 17:04:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Irene

Last Name: Farlee

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Form Letter 1- CitizenL etter
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/18-scoping0001. pdf*

Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-29 11:16:20

1500 Duplicates.



Comment 17 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Bernstein

Email Address: pbernstein@crai.com
Affiliation: CRA Internationa

Subject: Economic Analysis Supplement to the Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear ARB,

Pl ease see our attached comments on the Economic Anal ysis

Suppl emrent to the Draft Scoping Plan. Thank you for considering
our concerns.

Regar ds,

Paul Bernstein

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/20-eas_comments_crai.pdf'

Original File Name: EAS Comments CRAI.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 10:35:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Molinari

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Montebello
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/21-montebel|00002. pdf*

Original File Name: montebel|00002. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 10:49:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Canning

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: "Feebates’ Program
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/22-scoping0002. pdf

Original File Name: scoping0002.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 11:01:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Gavric

Email Address: elizabethg@car.org

Affiliation: California Association of REALTORS

Subject: California Association of REALTORS Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease disregard the earlier post and see the attaced docunent for
conmments fromthe California Association of REALTORS on the
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Thank you,

El i zabeth Gavric

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/24-arb_arb_proposed scoping_plan_-_car_comments.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB ARB Proposed Scoping Plan - CAR Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 15:24:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Reginald

Last Name: Burgess

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Hydrogenpowercentral.com
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/25-reginal dOOO1. pdf’

Origina File Name: reginaldOOOL1.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-31 09:32:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: shawn

Last Name: johnson

Email Address: shawn_jones@hurley.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB, pl ease consider

The Scoping Plan should use 2 strong and efficient measures:
Feeding Tariffs (Fi Ts) and Carbon Fees. Mre than 37 countries

al ready use FiTs, which require utility companies to pay a fixed
price to anyone generating renewable electricity. This fixed price
gi ves renewabl e energy generators return on costs plus a fair
profit. Carbon Fees establish a fixed price per ton of carbon

di oxi de emi ssi ons.

And regarding the Carbon Pollution Trading Program any program
set up in California should auction pollution allowances. Auction
revenues should then go towards devel opi ng cl ean energy technol ogy
and other public benefits.

t hanks for your consideration,

Shawn Johnson
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-01 09:57:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Grimes

Email Address: stevenlgrimes@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Hydrogen co-generation nuclear power plants
Comment:

Is the Board aware of any efforts to explore the possibility of
produci ng hydrogen using Hi gh Tenperature Gas Reactors? No doubt
nore study or a research facility would be required. Wuld
Californians be willing to explore increased use of nucl ear power
i n exchange for cleaner air?

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/27-hybrid_process.pdf’

Original File Name: hybrid_process.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-01 19:29:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lynn

Last Name: Axelrod

Email Address: lynnl@rri.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Is Not Comprehensive on Water
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/28-ab32_water notcomprehensive.doc'

Original File Name: AB32:Water:NotComprehensive.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-03 14:51:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Dichner

Email Address. ddichner@zss.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Strengthening the draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

The draft Scoping Plan should be strengthened in one or nore of the
fol |l owi ng ways:

1. The recomrendation that electricity providers get 33% of their
energy fromrenewabl e sources by 2020 needs to be mandated by
either legislation or regulation

2. The 21%reductions in G eenhouse Gas eni ssions should be
| owered and pol lution all owances shoul d be aucti oned.

3. The Scoping Plan should use Feedin Tariffs and Carbon Fees.
4. The Scoping Plan should nandate nany nore el ectric vehicles.

5. The Scoping Plan nust utilize "Conmunity Choice" which lets
cities and counties pool the buying power of all local electric
cust oners.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-04 10:24:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Rothrock

Email Address: ssullivan@onemain.com
Affiliation: AB 32 Implementation Group

Subject: AB 32 Implementation Group -- Comments on CARB Economic Analysis
Comment:

Attached please find the AB 32 Inplenentation Group's coments on
CARB' s economnic analysis for the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

If you have any trouble opening the zip file, please let ne know
Thanks for you hel p.

Shelly Sullivan

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/32-letter_to_carb_econ_analysis.zip'

Original File Name: Letter to CARB_Econ Analysis.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-05 11:10:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jeff

Last Name: Donovan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Support Union of Concerned Scientists
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/33-scoping0001. pdf*

Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-05 14:12:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Patterson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The City of Benicia
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/34-scoping0003. pdf*

Original File Name: scoping0003.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-05 14:14:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joyce

Last Name: Walker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Form Letter 3- Comprehensive Cap and Dividend
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/37-forml etter0001. pdf’

Original File Name: formletterO001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 15:05:02

34 Duplicates.



Comment 30 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Hannah

Last Name: Borthwick

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Climate Change Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/38-scop0001. pdf’

Original File Name: scop0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:16:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tracey

Last Name: Drabant

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Bear Valley Electric Service
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/39-scop0002. pdf

Original File Name: scop0002.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:18:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Barry

Last Name: Vesser

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Climate Protection Campaign
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/40-ca_global _warming_petition.zip'

Original File Name: CA Global Warming Petition.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:49:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ray

Last Name: Weiss

Email Address: rfweiss@ucsd.edu
Affiliation: Scripps Oceanography, UCSD

Subject: Scoping Plan: Tracking and Measuring Progress
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/43-weiss psp 11-7-08_comments.pdf'

Origina File Name: Weiss PSP_11-7-08_Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-07 17:00:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Helfrich

Email Address: john@helfrichtool.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

ARB Fi nal Scoping Plan, there remain several points of serious
concern to our conpany.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/45-ab32_calif air_board.doc'

Original File Name: AB32 Calif Air Board.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 09:02:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Pieter

Last Name: Tans

Email Address: Pieter. Tans@noaa.gov

Affiliation: NOAA Earth System Research Laboratory

Subject: Section 1V D Tracking and Measuring Progress
Comment:

Section IV D of the proposed scoping plan can be inproved in
essential ways in ny opinion. 1In the process of severely reducing
eni ssi ons, enornous investnents will be nmade by governnent, the
private sector, and individual citizens. W need to know to what
extent each of these policies or strategies is really successful as
opposed to what is being claimed for themor desired. It would be
foolish to rely primarily, as the current plan appears to do, on
cl ai med reductions. These accounting practices are indeed
necessary, but society needs independent verification, on the scale
of counties and states, of the accounting in the place where it
counts, namely the atnosphere itself. There is too nuch noney at
stake, nor can we afford the climate risk of mtigation neasures
bei ng not as effective as we hope they are. |'Il nention just two
exanpl es, out of nmany, pertaining to em ssions inventories. There
i s overwhel mi ng evidence from at nospheric neasurenents that the EPA
overestimates U. S. enissions of carbon nonoxide by a factor 2-3.
There is al so good evidence that they underestimate sul fur
hexaf | uori de emi ssions (reported to the UN Franework Convention on
Cimate Change) by a factor of ~two.
What | would like to see CARB propose is a plan to conbine GHG
neasurenents with many ot her chenical species, nmany of which are
al ready bei ng neasured, such as HCFCs, HFCs, CO, hydrocarbons, etc.
The observation of correlated variations in the atnosphere hel ps
to apportion the variation of GHGs to specific processes, and
simul taneously it allows for better quantification of the em ssions
of species contributing to air pollution. To be fully effective,
all of these neasurenments need to be a part of, and enbedded in, a
| arger franmework. Air flows into, above, and out of California,
contributing to informati on about em ssions in California.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 09:09:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dale

Last Name: Congelliere

Email Address: dale@crenshawdiemfg.com
Affiliation: Crenshw Die and Mfg.

Subject: RE: Concerns with AB32 Final Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attachnent

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/48-ab32_crenshaw.pdf’

Original File Name: AB32 Crenshaw.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 10:11:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jeff

Last Name: Mock

Email Address: thorockl@aol.com
Affiliation: California Metals Coalition

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

On behal f of our enployees, | encourage the staff to reconsider
sone of the provisions of the AB 32 Scoping proposals. Thank you.

Jeff Mock, Thorock Metals, Inc.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/49-ab32_review_request.doc’

Original File Name: AB32 Review Request.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 11:45:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Angus

Last Name: Crane

Email Address: acrane@naima.org
Affiliation: NAIMA

Subject: NAIMA's Comments - CARB's "Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan: A
Framework For Change"
Comment:

Novenber 10, 2008

Attached please find NAIMA s coments on the California Ar
Resources Board's "Cimate Change Proposed Scoping Plan: A
Framewor k For Change" (Cctober 2008).

Pl ease contact Angus Crane at 703/684-0084 if you have any
guesti ons.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/50-rac1865.doc'

Origina File Name: RAC1865.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 13:26:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ken

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Sec. 38560
Comment:

Pl ease see the attachment.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/51-psp_comments_kenjohnson. pdf*

Origina File Name: PSP_Comments_KenJohnson.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 16:07:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Sutton

Email Address: becky @ewg.org
Affiliation: Environmental Working Group

Subject: AB32, environmental justice, and agriculture
Comment:

The Air Resources Board estimates that agriculture in California
rel eases 6% of our gl obal warm ng em ssions. Research indicates
that nodifying our existing agricultural systems can transform
agricultural lands fromenissions sources to enissions sinks. Yet
the Air Resources Board proposed scoping plan includes just 1 page
of proposals relevant to agriculture, suggesting voluntary nethane
digestion facilities at large dairies, and describing an on-going
research project on agricultural em ssions of the global warm ng
gas nitrous oxide.

The proposed scoping plan ignores many opportunities to use
agricultural nmeans to reduce gl obal warm ng em ssions, including
nmeasures that would directly benefit underprivil eged communities in
the inner city and farmworkers. W ask that the Board eval uate
fully the universe of global warm ng em ssions reductions possible
in the agricultural sector, with special attention to those
neasures that benefit disadvantaged comunities. W recomend
amendi ng the proposed scoping plan to include neasures and research
in the following 3 areas:

Urban agriculture

The Air Resources Board is actively encouraging urban forestry

t hrough approval of a nethodol ogy for quantifying voluntary
reductions accrued by planting trees. The Board should outline a
sim | ar methodol ogy associated with the creation of community
gardens in urban areas. Community gardens can sequester carbon in
the soil, and reduce the use of fuel to transport fresh produce to
urban areas. Mddeling a program after QCakland s Food Policy and
Plan (Oakland City Council Resolution No. 79680) to require urban
areas to source a percentage of their food locally would al so
dramatical ly decrease the nunber of food niles needed to transport
food, thus decreasing fuel use and greenhouse gas eni ssions.
Decreasing the size of inner city areas known as “food deserts,”
areas, in which the only food avail able is expensive, highly
processed and packaged, or low quality would benefit mnority,
imm grant, and | owincone communities. Environnental justice
co-benefits include inproved nutrition and health of the

conmuni ties served, and creation of welcom ng public spaces for

| ocal residents to enjoy.

Organic agriculture

Decreased use of pesticides and synthetic fertilizers can reduce
the significant energy inputs required to produce these chem cals,
whi | e sinultaneously reducing harnful chem cal exposures to farm
wor kers. Agricultural research also indicates organic farns
sequester nore carbon within the soil, and may rel ease sinilar



amounts of nitrous oxide. W reconmend i medi ate inpl enentation of
a targeted research programto quantify the overall gl obal warm ng
footprint of organic versus conventional farm practices.

Agriculture within the cap and trade framework

Agricultural offsets nay be a useful means of reducing gl oba
warnmng emssions in California. If offsets becone a najor neans by
whi ch capped sectors reduce enissions, however, the cap and trade
systemw || fail to foster the technol ogical innovations necessary
to nove California away fromfossil fuels, and will allow continued
exposures of fenceline conmunities near refineries and power plants
to toxic air contam nants.

Revi ew of the proposed scoping plan and rel ated docunents

i ndicates that the Air Resources Board has not provided a
conprehensi ve investigation of these and other opportunities to
reduce gl obal warm ng em ssions through agriculture. As part of “an
open public process,” the Board should publish feasibility and cost
eval uations of the measures described above.

We are pleased to have the opportunity to provide public comments
for the Board' s consideration. We ask that the Board anend the
scoping plan to take full advantage of the additional opportunities
to achi eve greenhouse gas enission reductions through inprovenents
in the environmental performance of agriculture. W also ask the
Board to provide a clear and detail ed account of the reasoning it
uses to identify and eval uate nmeasures to reduce gl obal warm ng

em ssions in agriculture and all other sectors in California.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-11 09:23:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julee

Last Name: Malinowski-Ball

Email Address: julee@ppallc.com
Affiliation: Public Policy Advocates

Subject: Revised Comments from the California Biomass Energy Alliance
Comment:

I would like to recall the conments filed yesterday 11/10/08 by the
California Biomass Energy Alliance and submit the attached comments
date 11/11/08 in its place.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/53-carb_comments on_proposed ab-32 scoping_plan3__ 2 .doc'

Original File Name: CARB comments on Proposed AB-32 Scoping Plan3 (2).doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-11 10:01:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Brink

Email Address: steveb@foresthealth.org
Affiliation: California Forestry Association

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissionsin California
Comment:

Comments are in attached word document

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/54-081103 cfa response to _arb_scoping_plan.doc'

Original File Name: 081103 _CFA_response_to ARB_Scoping_Plan.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-11 14:05:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kenny

Last Name: Zaucha

Email Address: kenny @kenwalt.com
Affiliation: None

Subject: AB32
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter fromne on behalf of ny company. Thank
You.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/55-ab32 letter cal air_resources board 11-11-08.doc’

Original File Name: AB32_Letter Cal_Air_Resources Board 11-11-08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-11 14:52:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Alicia

Last Name: Hancock

Email Address: aleeshk@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please auction off all emission credits and limit offsets
Comment:

California has a unique opportunity right now to set an exanple for
the nation in how we collectively attack the problem of gl oba

warmi ng. CARB shoul d be commended for devel oping a Scoping Plan
that is appropriately anmbitious. But, | wite to encourage CARB to
make sure that the potential of this Plan is not destroyed by a
failure to address the details.

Cap and trade can be an effective method of reducing eni ssions,
but CARB's current Plan still does not specify how polluters wll
receive these credits. European countries provided eni ssion
credits for free to their industries, which contributed to the
crunbling of their nascent cap-and-trade system Please do not
subject us to the sanme mistake. To provide the appropriate

i ncentives (and disincentives), all of these em ssion credits
shoul d be auctioned. Not only will this contribute to faster
adopti on of clean technol ogi es, but revenue from such an auction
can be reinvested to create green jobs and aid | owincone consuners
and smal | businesses in reducing their energy bills. In addition
CARB shoul d pl ace greater i medi ate enphasis on other narket
nmechani snms, such as feed-in tarrifs and carbon fees.

It is disappointing to see that offsets are still playing a role
in the Plan. Allow ng offsets often encourages continued em ssions
in | owincone neighborhoods and in defensel ess habitats. It also

weakens the demand for clean energy technol ogy and green jobs in
California. Any offsets allowed should at nbst represent only a
smal |l portion of a polluter's required em ssion reductions. To the
extent that CARB retains offsets in the Plan, please inclue
stringent protocols ensuring that the reductions are quantifiable,
new, permanent, subject to i ndependent third-party verification
enforceabl e by CARB, and only |located in California.

CARB shoul d be commended for including a 33% renewabl e electricity
standard by 2020, but standards can becone sinply aspirational if
they are not given the force of law. Please couple this standard
with approprate regulatory action. |In addition, please nake it
easier and nore affordable for California communities to neet and
exceed this standard by pronoting and enabling Community Choice
Aggr egati on.

Thank you for all of your work in developing this Plan and in
seeki ng public comrent.



Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 07:54:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kirk

Last Name: Marckwald

Email Address: Kirk@ceaconsulting.com
Affiliation: Association of American Railroads

Subject: Railroad Industry Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear M. DuVall:

The nmenbers of the Association of Anerican Railroads -- the O ass
| freight railroads operating in California and Pacific Harbor
Lines (the Railroads) -- appreciate the opportunity to provide
comments on ARB's AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan (the Plan) rel eased
on Cct ober 15, 2008. Pl ease see our conments in the encl osed
docunent .

Regar ds,

Ki rk Marckwal d

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/58-railroad_industry_comments to_arb_proposed_scoping_plan_111208.pdf'

Origina File Name: Railroad Industry Comments to ARB Proposed Scoping Plan 111208.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 15:04.47

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Pike

Email Address: ed@theicct.org
Affiliation: The ICCT

Subject: ICCT/E2 comments on proposed scoping plan & economic analysis
Comment:

Attached are comments fromDr. Al an LlIoyd, President of the
International Council on Cean Transportation, and Dr. Bob Epstein,
co- founder of Environmental Entrepeneurs.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/59-scoping_plan _ econ_analysis letter final _11-12-08.pdf’

Original File Name: scoping plan & econ analysis letter final 11-12-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 16:31:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Silva

Email Address: rsilva@westartransport.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Westar Transport
Comment:

Dear ARB Board Menbers,

| operate a fleet of 150 Large Senmi Trailers in California. The
New Rul e before you will have little inpact in Reducing Geen
House

Gases AND will drastically increase ny cost of doing business in
California. The Benefits assuned by Trailer Wngs and Wde Tires
are nostly unproven. Many statistics are at speeds above 55

M| es

per Hour. The legal Truck Speed in California. | urge you to
delay this rule until the Benefits can be proven in Real Life
Trucking Operations. Like the ARB the Trucking Industry al so
want s

Cleaner Air. How ever we cannot afford to bear the cost al one.
Trail er Modification should be proven then applied to New
Trailers

only. The Cost of Retrofitting old trailers is prohibitive. W
are currently in the worst econony seen in this country in 100
years. This is NOT THE TI ME FOR ANY NEW RULES. You nust

consi der

giving the industry tine to recover fromthe econony before you
force nore costs upon us. | suggest you put off any New Rul es
for

3 years and we all work together to expand Fleet and Trailer
Moder ni zati on programs. This will clean the Air Faster and share
the cost with all Californians. It should NOT be the Trucking
Industries burden to provide all the finances to fix the Air in
California. W bought our Trucks and Trailers in good faith,

t hey

were | egal and compliant. Now the ARB is changing the Rul es
after

we have nade our investments. |If this rule passes ny trailer
fleet

worth over 3 mllion dollars will be all but worthless. This is
no different than elimating anyone's 401K plan. M/ persona
wealth | have built over nmy life time will be elimnated with
this

rule. This NOT Fair. Like cars and Catalytic Converters we need
to Phase in this new technology. | urge you NOT to Bankrupt a

| arge percentage of the Trcucking Industry in California. W
need

nore tine to conply if we are going to stay in business. Thank
for

allowing me to subnit these comments.

Ron Sil va



CEO
West ar Transport
Sel ma, CA

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 08:59:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cara

Last Name: Eichorn

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Strengthen the Scoping Plan and Protect Public Health
Comment:

Honorabl e Mary Nichol s
California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

Sacr ament o, CA 95814

Dear Honor abl e Nichol s,

The state is al ready experiencing up to 24,000 premature deaths
fromair pollution, 350,000 asthna attacks, thousands of
hospitalizations and enmergency roomyvisits, and mllions of

m ssed school days from asthma and other respiratory synptons.
In addition, children in polluted areas of the state are grow ng
up with reduced |ung capacity due to pollution exposures that
slow | ung growt h and devel opnent. d obal warming will increase
tenperatures and emi ssions and |l ead to heat waves and weat her
conditions that accelerate snbg formati on, worsening these very
serious health concerns.

In order to reach statew de goals for greenhouse gas reduction
the state plan nust include the strongest possible neasures to
reduce enissions fromthe |and use, transportation and

i ndustrial sectors. Wiile the proposed state plan is a good
start, stronger neasures nust be included. For exanple, the
state nust establish the strongest possible statew de target for
greenhouse gas reduction fromthe | and use sector. A stronger
state target will spur local action to pronote healthier

comuni ties, conpact devel opment patterns and alternative
transportati on choices to help reduce driving .Reduci ng gl oba

warmng is a vital clean air strategy that will help
Californians breathe easier and prevent suffering fromlung and
heart di sease, and other illnesses. Please vote in favor of a

STRONG, health protective, greenhouse gas reduction plan

Si ncerely,

Cara Eichorn

2402 North Lamer Street
Bur bank, CA 91504

Attachment: "

Original File Name:



Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 09:11:52

220 Duplicates.



Comment 49 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Fraser

Email Address: bfraser@alumni.ucsd.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Exact form of "carbon price"
Comment:

| amwiting to convey ny strong preference for a carbon tax over a
cap-and-trade system The main reasons for this preference are:
Because any cap becones not just a maxi num but also a mini mum
Because, as the recent econom c turnoil underscores, it is very
hard to set the correct cap. Because any uncertainty in the future
costs of permits could make it difficult to finance |long-term
carbon reduction projects.

In the event that a cap-and-trade systemis used, | would like to
express ny preference for auctioning as |large a percentage as is
feasible, and doing so as soon as possible.

In the case that either a carbon tax or auctioned pernmits are in
the plan, the vast najority of the proceeds should be rebated

equal ly per capita to all California residents (with perhaps a 50%
reduced share going to residents who are | egal non-citizens).

Finally, in order to keep California business conpetitive, there
shoul d be a border tax adjustnment.

Thank you for your tine,

bi Il

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:20:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Christina

Last Name: Smith

Email Address: smichrl@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming Solutions Act
Comment:

Dear CARB Board nenbers:

Thank you for your hard work so far envisioning a plan to
i mpl enent the G obal Warmi ng Sol utions Act.

| have a few requests that | believe will nake this plan even
stronger. | hope you will consider themduring your neeting.

- Pl ease auction off all em ssion all owances. Program
revenues should go toward GHG reduction prograns, such as cl ean
t echnol ogi es, green jobs, and aid for | owinconme consuners and
snmal | businesses to reduce their utility bills.

Pl ease work to reduce the role of offsets in the Plan.
PrOV|d|ng too many of fsets encourages continuing enissions in
| owi nconme nei ghbor hoods and i n defensel ess habitats, and weakens
t he denmand for clean energy technol ogy innovati on. Liniting of fsets
will create nore clean-energy jobs, stinulating our state's
econormy.

- Pl ease increase the targets for |local governnents to
reduce emi ssions caused by poorly planned growh that drives up
vehicle nmles travelled

- Pl ease require businesses to recycle their naterials.

W have a chance to nake California even better as we address one
of the worst crises our planet has ever faced. Strong CARB policies
will help our state’'s residents realize sone of the benefits we
will receive by taking on global warmng pollution: reduced air
pol I ution, nore cl ean-energy jobs, |ess waste and heal thier
communities.

Thanks again for your work on behalf of clean air for California.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:26:09

368 Duplicates.



Comment 51 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gregory

Last Name: Doty

Email Address: dotys4@cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Our Planet First
Comment:

It's time to stop the politics of greed and put our planet first.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:33:22

38 Duplicates.



Comment 52 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Harvey

Email Address: richard@infinitefunctions.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

CARB Board and Staff:

| congratul ate CARB for issuing draft recomrendations for

i npl enenting AB 32 that mandate cl ean energy standards, energy

ef fici ency measures and clean vehicle requirenments. Particularly, |
was happy to see a 33-percent renewabl e energy requirenment for the
state's electricity supply.

However, CARB rnust go farther if we are going to make the maj or
changes needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our clinate.
Pl ease include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to:

- Make sure all polluters pay a price for greenhouse gas em ssions
t hrough carbon fees or auctions. W can use those funds to create
clean energy jobs and infrastructure for California.

- Reduce vehicle mles traveled (VMI) through performance-based
public transportation prograns, such as Bus to Transit
connecti ons.

- Speed production of zero-emni ssion vehicles (ZEVs), by mandating
hundreds of thousands of battery powered electric cars on our roads
in the next decade.

- Adopt Zero-Waste policies built around life-cycle tracking of
manuf act ured products and the "Three R s": Reduce waste, Reuse
products, and Recycle solid waste materials and conpost.

- Support California cities converting to clean energy using
"Communi ty Choi ce" prograns that pool the buying power of |oca
utility custoners.

- Create "feed-in tariffs” requiring utility conmpanies to pay a
fixed, fair price for renewable electricity.

- Mandate nore | and-use & pl anni ng neasures so that increasing
vehi cl e use doesn't erode the gains fromfuel efficiency and

| ow car bon fuels.

- Mnimze "offsets" polluters use to claimthey have reduced

em ssions & establish rigorous standards to hold them account abl e
for all greenhouse gases.

Thank you very nmuch for all your hard work.

Si ncerely, Richard Harvey



Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:33:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sherry

Last Name: Boschert

Email Address: sherry.boschert@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Strengthen AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

The AB32 Scoping Plan is our big chance to get it right. Please
don't be timd. Two main things need to be changed in the draft
Scoping Plan to make it really work -- otherwise we'll do too
little and create only the illusion that we're having any inpact on
climate change.

1) Change cap-and-trade to cap-and-auction. Mke polluters pay for
em ssion all owances, or we'll get nowhere.

2) Severely limt the use of offsets in the Plan. That's the only
way we'll get change in practices.

Wiile you're at it, stronger requirenments for businesses to
recycle and for better comunity planning would be good too, but
wi t hout the two neasures above, these won't be effective by

t hemsel ves.

Thanks,

Sherry Boschert
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:38:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Epstein

Email Address. moccasinbarb@cox.net
Affiliation: Public Citizen, Educator, Sierra Club,

Subject: AB32 EMISSIONS
Comment:

CAP AND TRADE IS A RI DI CULQUS | DEA. ElI THER WE STOP POLLUTI ON OR VE
DON' T. RESPONSI BLE BUSI NESSES SHOULD BE DELI GHTED TO DO THEI R PART
FOR THE | DEALS OF A HEALTHY WORLD.

THANKS,

BARBARA EPSTEI N AND FAM LY,
MEMBERS OF ALL MAJOR AND LOCAL ENVI RONMVENTAL ORGANI ZATI ONS

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:42:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Greninger

Email Address: billgreninger@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gases
Comment:

Dear CARB

Your plan for dealing with global climte change over the next

t hree decades, to be considered Novenmebr 20, allows a | arge portion
of pollution to come froma "cap-and-trade" systemthat wll
essentially allow polluters to trade permts for putting out
greenhouse gases. |In addition the proposal |eaves open the chance
the state will give away these em ssion allowances for free, even

t hough the pollution they allow can hurt Californians.

Further, the proposed plan would allow polluters to neet half of

t hese emi ssions caps by buying “offsets” — essentially buying their
way out of conplying with state | aw by paying others to reduce
their gl obal warm ng pollution. This would di scourage devel opnent
of clean energy technologies in California.

"Cap-and trade" should be replaced by a carbon tax on polluting

i ndustries. This would result in nmeaningful em ssion reductions
and accel erate the pace toward renewabl e, pollution free energy.
"Offsets" could nean, for exanple, conpanies contracting with a
foreign nation to maintain their forests while our conpanies
continue to pollute. W mght have little supervision over whether
that country will honor its conmitnents. Again, this has the
potential for a disingenuous "solution" to the problem of globa
climate change.

Si ncerely,

Bill G eninger
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 12:52:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Colbert

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: Evergreen Qil, Inc.

Subject: Including Re-Refined QOil in State's Calculations for GHG reductions
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conment.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/181-11 13 08 evergreenoil .pdf’

Original FileName: 11_13 08 evergreenoil.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 15:13:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rob

Last Name: Neenan

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov

Affiliation: California League of Food Processors

Subject: Economic Evaluation Supplement
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conment

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/183-11 06 08 clfp.pdf’

Origina FileName: 11_06_08_clfp.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 15:16:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Galpern

Email Address: galpern@westernlaw.org
Affiliation: Staff Attorney

Subject: Proposed Scoping Plan, AB 32 - Sec. 38560
Comment:

In the attached, the Western Environnental Law Center subnmits
conments ained for consideration at the Novenber and Decenmber ARB
neetings with respect to the AB Scoping Plan. These conments are
directed to the question whether the Plan fulfills the mandate
under AB 32, Sec. 38560.

Dan Gal pern, Staff Attorney
Western Environnmental Law Center

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/194-welc_comments_on_proposed rulemaking_-_20081113.pdf’

Original File Name: WEL C Comments on Proposed Rulemaking - 20081113.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 16:48:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: lianne

Last Name: dillon

Email Address: liannedillon@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

G aduate Student, San Diego State University

Novenber 13, 2008

RE: Comments on Clinmate Change Proposed Scoping Pl an

Dear Chair N chols and Menmbers of the California Air Resources
Boar d:

We comend the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for its
groundbreaki ng efforts to develop a

conpr ehensive plan to reduce greenhouse gas em ssions, and we are
very pleased to see that the fina

version of the Scoping Plan is a significant inprovenent over the
earlier draft.

We appl aud the plan’s greater enphasis on the role of |and use

pl anni ng and | ocal governnent efforts in

neeting the greenhouse gas reduction goals:

e The new plan nore than doubles the goal for emnission reductions
fromthe | and use sector

(fromjust 2 mllion metric tons to 5).

e The plan also calls on |ocal governments to reduce their

em ssi on by 15% over projected

2020 emnission |evels.

We al so greatly appreciate the inclusion of the California
Department of Public Health (CDPH) as the

newest nenber of the Cinmate Action Team (CAT).

But before the Board adopts the final plan, we urge you to take
the following actions to nmaxim ze the

public health benefits of the Scoping Plan and protect vul nerable
and | owi ncone conmunities.

1. Establish a formal role for public health in the inplenentation
of AB 32 regul atory and

mar ket strategi es.

VWi |l e CARB has trenendous expertise and know edge about the air
quality benefits of gl oba

warm ng strategies, there is a strong need for a broader range of
i nformati on on health inpacts

and health benefits of mtigation strategies. It is inportant that
t he Scoping Plan include a clear

conmtrment fromthe Board to reach out to the broad range of
heal t h constituenci es.

We ask that you direct staff to cone back within three nonths with
reconmendati ons for

establishing a formal process to include state and | ocal public
heal t h agenci es and organi zati ons

in the devel opnment and review of all proposed greenhouse gas
reducti on nmeasures, including

proposed regul atory and mar ket nechani sns, so that they can



provi de i nput and anal ysis of the

broad range of health benefits and concerns related to those
neasur es.

2. Ensure protection for already over-inpacted conmunities.
Mtigation strategies, such as cap-and-trade progranms or siting of
new “green” facilities, must not

exacerbate already existing health inequities in | owincone
comunities. Such communities are

al ready unequal |y burdened by extrenely poor environnental
conditions and poor health. This

pl an nust include adequate safeguards for these communities. |
Insert specific information about

your comunity and how it is already burdened by poor air quality.
] The Board must insure that

each nmeasure included in the Scoping Plan will not only assi st

st at ewi de greenhouse gas

reduction goals but will also inprove conditions in |oca
comunities. This neans that the

nmeasures must both prevent creation of |ocalized pollution “hot
spots” and denonstrate the

ability to achieve real inprovenents in air quality and health
conditions in all conmunities in the

state.

2

We ask that you establish additional neasures in the Scoping Pl an
to identify and ensure

protection of vulnerable and | owinconme conmunities and prevent
any backsliding on air quality

protections. This includes directing CARB staff to do the
fol | ow ng:

a. Establish within one year a cunul ative inpacts screening
protocol to identify those

conmuni ties nost inpacted by air pollution

b. Design regul ator and narket - based conpli ance mechani sms to
achi eve maxi mum

em ssion reductions and co-benefits in these conmunities; and

c. Initiate a public process to determnine how resources generated
t hr ough

i mpl ement ati on of AB 32 neasures can be allocated to mininize
adverse health

i mpacts and create climate resiliency in our nost vul nerable
comunities.

3. Set a higher target for greenhouse gas reductions fromthe | and
use sector.

The current target of 5 million netric tons (MMI) does not keep us
on track for achieving our

2050 greenhouse gas reduction goals. W need to reduce vehicle
mles traveled (VMI) by 10%

by 2020, but the current 5 MMI target equates to only a 4%
reduction in VMI. By assigning

only mniml emssion reduction targets to |land use and transit
policies, CARB m sses a critica

opportunity to spur neani ngful change in the built environnment to
mtigate climte change and

i nprove the public’s health.

Requiring better |land use and transportation planning will reduce
gr eenhouse gas eni ssions,

improve air quality and physical activity |levels, and reduce
obesity-related ill nesses such as

di abet es and cardi ovascul ar di sease. Twenty-five percent of al
devel opnent on the ground in

2020 wi Il have been built between 2010 and 2020. This presents a



tremendous opportunity to

i nprove the design of new devel opment so that it allows people to
choose alternatives to driving

and provide access to public transit. Wen transit is convenient
and reliable people use it: 42%

of Bay Area residents who live within 2mle of public transit use
it to get to work. Wen people

live in conpact, m xed-use conmunities they drive 30% | ess that
those who live in sprawing

subur ban devel opnents.

CARB shoul d i ncrease the goal for em ssions reductions due to
snmart | and use planning to 11 —

14 MMI. This would send an inportant signal to create comunities
t hat enabl e people to get

our of their cars and wal k, bike, or take public transit—nproving
their own health while

i mproving the health of the planet.

Thank you for considering these suggestions.

Si ncerely,

Lianne Dillon

Masters of Public Health Graduate Student, San Diego State

Uni versity

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
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Comment 60 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Phil

Last Name: Graf

Email Address: editor@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Cap & Trade is a Rip-off
Comment:

The proposals for cap & trade are skewed to favor brokers and ot her
i nsiders who stand to make fortunes on the flawed concepts of

man- nade gl obal warming. Certainly, no one, not even industry wants
pol lution, which is why we have mechani snms in place to control it.
However, even if we could elimnate 100% of man-produced gl oba
warm ng, the net result would be barely neasurable in overal
climate change, which is a natural phenonenon, unrelated to man's
activities.

In short, please stop trying to play God, and pl ease stop con ng
up with schenmes which benefit the few, at the expense of the many.

Thank you. Remenber, governnent is not the solution to the
problem you in government ARE the problen

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 18:03:34
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Comment 61 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jonathan

Last Name: Baty

Email Address. founder@bikecommuter.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping plan to reduce GHG emissionsin CA
Comment:

California should devel op enforceabl e urban growth boundaries so
that the continuous creep of sprawl devel opnent is stopped. No
buil d zones shoul d be devel oped in disaster prone hazard areas such
as teep slopes, alluvial fans, wildfire prone regions, flood zones
and seismic faults. No new residential devel opment over 10 hones
shoul d be permitted that does not provide an equival ent nunber of
long termjobs for the |local conmunity. Bedroom comunities need
to be transforned with corner grocery markets and cafes so that
peopl e don't have to drive a 2000 Ib vehicle for a litre of juice.

Agricultural |and should be preserved for both its carbon
sequestration abilities as well as its ability to provide |ocalfood
sources. Refocus efforts on sustainable regional econom es
produci ng hi gh quality durable goods instead of cheap, pollution

| aden, disposable inports flooding our markets. Pronote nixed use
transit oriented devel opnent which connects to |ocal recreationa
open spaces should be incentivised.

Create schools that are wi thin wal king and cycling di stance of the
students they serve. Davis has elimnated their school bus system
because it is not necessary! Everyone wal ks and bi kes to schoo
just like we used to. Fund every Safe Routes to School funding

request that conmes in and get rid of 30% of norning congestion
caused by parents driving their kids to school

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 21:21:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anonymous

Last Name: Advocate for Factual
Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: National Average Temperatures Declining
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conment

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/240-11 10 08 advocatefactual science.pdf’

Original FileName: 11_10_08_advocatefactual science.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 08:33:45
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Comment 63 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Thera Jane

Last Name: Mercer

Email Address: z1tj@juno.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Clean Air, Clean California
Comment:

Dear CARB Board Menbers,

Thank you for all your hard work for Californians and towards
i mpl enenting the d obal Warming Sol utions Act.

| have a personal story to relate. Yesterday, | helped in a loca
action on behal f of Forest Ethics and the Long Beach chapter of the
Sierra Club. | decided to take the bus to downtown Long Beach
saving fuel and noney for parking. Wile waiting for the bus on
busy Bel | fl ower Avenue, | becane overconme fromthe flumes of the
passing cars. | literally had to cover ny nose with ny vest to
breat he appropriately. By the way, our action handed out fortune
cookies to the attendees with a message regarding a conpany in the
convention that clear cuts California forests and our hope that

t hey woul d not buy any products fromthat conpany. Such mnidevil
procedures continues to threaten our air

So, | have a few suggestions for you regardi ng the d obal Warm ng
Sol uti ons Act:

1. M first, is that if there are no drastic reductions to
air pollution, or all pollution for that fact, the econonmy won't
matter nuch. Wthout a viable environment, the econonmy will go
down with us. So, auction off all enission allowances to provide
noney for cleaner technol ogies and green jobs.

2. Reduce CGREATLY the role of offsets. W are just deluding
ourselves with this strategy.

3. GREATLY I NCREASE targets for |ocal governments to reduce
em ssions. Everyone needs to hel p.

4. Require businesses to recycle all of their materials. W
can no | onger be a throw away society.

5. And lastly, | suggest you google David Suzuki and hear
his message to Canada's round table (Cct. 30,08) on d obal Warm ng

It is sobering and not at all encouraging, but with help from
i ndi vidual s who run organi zations |ike you, who have the power to
put the environnent as nunber one, perhaps we all won't self
i mpl ode.

Thank you for your tine and efforts.
Si ncerely,

Ms. Thera Jane Mercer
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Comment 64 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Morgen

Last Name: Marshall

Email Address: mmarshall @rideshare.org
Affiliation: SLO Regional Rideshare

Subject: Scoping Plan for AB32
Comment:

California Air Resources Board:

| amwiting in support of AB32, but also to encourage a nore
anbi ti ous goal of 11-14 MMTI and the integration of Safe Routes to
School as a conmponent of this goal. The Safe Routes to Schoo
Program shoul d be specifically nentioned as a nmeasure to achieve
the 11-14 MMT in both infrastructure and non-infrastructure
capacities. | would also |ike to encourage school siting and
comunity centered schools. Instead of building mega school s that
require long travel distances fromstudents, | encourage you to

i ncl ude requirenents that encourage smaller schools nore centrally
| ocated within comunities. This will not only pronote wal ki ng and
bi king to school, but also increase vehicle safety and inprove air
quality.

Thank you for the consideration of ny comrents.

Si ncerely,

Mor gen Mar shal

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 11:03:31
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Comment 65 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Howard

Last Name: Strassner

Email Address; RUTHOW@DSLEXTREME.COM
Affiliation:

Subject: CA GLOBAL WARMING RESPONSE
Comment:

Cap and trade can only work if the cost to emit CO2 IS CONSTANTLY
| NCREASED UNTI L TOTAL EM SSI ONS ARE REDUCED.

CARB SHOULD ALSO DEAL W TH CO2 FROM DRI VING | NCREASI NG THE GAS
TAX UNTIL THE CO2 FROM DRIVING | S ON TRACK TO REASONABLE LEVELS
WLL INDUCE US TO DRI VE LESS.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 11:33:37
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Comment 66 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: gerald
Last Name; cauthen
Email Address: cautn1@aol.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Implementing AB 32

Comment:

VWi le nmy understanding of AB 32 is far fromtotal, | do know that

it constitutes a serious attenpt to reduce GHG production in
California. How CARB enforces AB 32 is therefore of critica

i mportance to anyone who cares about the future of this state and
t he pl anet.

In the Bay Area, the regional transportation authority has

decl ared that 87% of the $222 billion it expects to receive in
transportati on funds over the next 25 years has al ready been
allocated to "conmtted" projects, and that these projects, even

those still in the planning stages, are not subject to change or
reeval uation. Roughly $100 of the $222 billion is slated to be
spent on new projects, at |least $60 billion of which would lead to

i ncreases rather than decreases in GHG production

So the question becones: how will CARB cope with an intransigent
public agency that insists on conducting business as usual
regardl ess of the new environmental circunstances and the

provi sions of AB 327

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
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Comment 67 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Alexander

Email Address. sushibar@excite.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Seven Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Al'l comments are in the seven .rtf files conpressed within the
attached .zip file.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/258-scoping_plan_comments.zip'

Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comments.zip
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Comment 68 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Siebert

Email Address: eesolar@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Zero Emission Vehicles
Comment:

The scoping plan for AB 32 seens to carry |less of a feeling of
urgency than did the bill itself 2+ years ago. In the nmeantinme we
have nearly a permanent fire season, the intensity of hurricanes is
growi ng, glaciers continue to retreat, etc.

Overall the scoping plan seens to hit all the right "buttons" but
sometines it comes across as just listing the issues.

We need a much clearer and bol der stance on plug-in vehicles
(especially hybrids). Regardi ng power generation the cap and trade
system should not start off with free credits -- they tried that in
Europe and are just now getting things straightened out.

At hone generation of power (rooftop PV) should get greater effort
on the part of the state. Arunning tally of PV-installed Watts
shoul d be nmi ntai ned and counted toward present RPS goals and as a
guide to inmproving those goals over tine. On the other hand, carbon

of fsets are tenuous at best; certainly accounting problens arise
for sites beyond California's borders.
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Comment 69 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kyra

Last Name: Ross

Email Address: mmckelvey@cacities.org
Affiliation: League of California Cities

Subject: League of California Cities Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/263-ab_32 scoping_plan_loc_comments final _14nov08 2 .pdf’
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Comment 70 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robin

Last Name: Dean

Email Address: rdean@partnershipph.org
Affiliation: Partnership for the Public's Health

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

To whomit may concern

In your efforts to inplenent a conprehensive AB32 Scoping Pl an,
urge you to consider the foll ow ng:

1. During plan devel prent, consult with | eaders of the California
Conver gence (see http://ww. californiaconvergence.org/), whose
goals to pronote access to physical activity converge with climate
change goal s.

2. Consider requiring every community to establish a standard of
the di stance each child needs to walk to reach a safe place to play
(parks, etc.) |If we create greater access to parks closer to where
people live, this will reduce driving tinme and em ssions expended
to get to these places, and i ncrease access to physical activity.

3. To acconplish said standard (2 above), provide incentives to
school s and cities/counties to enter into joint use agreenents.

4. Repeat: Ofer incentives for joint use agreenents to expand
opportunities for physical activity, especially when it cones to
exi sting schools (not new schools to be built).

Thanks, Robi n Dean
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Comment 71 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Shankar

Last Name: Prasad

Email Address: shankar@coalitionforcleanair.org
Affiliation: Coalition for Clean Air

Subject: Scoping Plan Comments - Cumulative Impacts & Community Benefits
Comment:

Pl ease distribute our comments letter to all the Board Menbers

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/269-cca_scopingplancomments with_signatures.pdf’

Original File Name: CCA_ScopingPlanComments_with_Signatures.pdf
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Comment 72 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: sigrid

Last Name: mclaughlin

Email Address: sigrid@coincidence.net
Affiliation:

Subject: your plan to stop global warming
Comment:

The California Air Resources Board (CARB)

On Novenber 20, you will consider the elenments of your plan to
stop gl obal warm ng
As it stands, the plan allows that nmore than one-fifth of the
reductions can come froma “cap-and-trade” systemwhich will |et
polluters trade permits for putting out greenhouse gases. The
proposal | eaves open the chance the state will give away these

em ssion all owances for free, even though the pollution they allow
can hurt Californians.

Furthernore, the proposed plan would also |let polluters neet half
of these em ssions caps by buying “offsets” — that is they can buy
their way out of conplying with state | aw by paying others to
reduce their global warm ng pollution. This could not only worsen
air pollution in our nost polluted comunities, but would

di scourage devel opment of clean energy technologies in California.

This is no way to achieve our goal to tackle the pollution that
causes gl obal warm ng. The |laws rmust not allow any of the above

| oop hol es and give all possible incentives to speedy devel oprent
alternative sustainable energy sources (NO COAL< End of oil; no
drilling)--as other devel oped countries are doing, eager to get the
technol ogy and the nmarkets for their econony!!

sincerely,

Sigrid nclaughlin
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Comment 73 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Arthur

Last Name: Boone

Email Address: arboone3@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Northern Calif Recycling Assn.

Subject: Recycling
Comment:

The existing reconmendations to inprove recycling with its |large

i mpact on industrial emssions (well known and well-docunented

| ower energy use and costs to remake old materials into new
material s and products than to use virgin resources) are seriously
deficient. The ClWB has had over three years to nove on the zero
wast e high recycling goal given it by the CAT in Septenber, 2005
and to date has produced only a contract with a consultant to study
the costs and effects of conmercial recycling. This is wefully

i nadequate. CARB nmust hold the CIWWB's feet to the fire to devel op
nmore tinely and significant work. THERE IS NOTHI NG I N THE AB32
PLANS THAT W LL HELP RECYCLI NG NOT A THI NG ARBoone

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 07:35:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Bernitt

Email Address: bernitt@aol.com

Affiliation: Duke Environmental Leadership Program

Subject: Global Warming Solutions Act
Comment:

Pl ease consi der the recomrendati ons proposed by the Sierra C ub.
As an added incentive, the strengthening of GHG CC laws in
California will help prompote an econonic incentive for new and

i nnovati ve green businesses in California. Look to Detroit for a
nodel of how to |l ook in the rear view mrror on the econony and
thus what not to do. California has always been a | eader and this
opportunity is no different.

Thanks i n advance,

Tom Berni tt

Duke Environmental Leadership Program

Nati onal University School of Business
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Comment 75 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Macy

Email Address: nbbm@cruzio.com

Affiliation: Valley Women's Club of San Lorenzo Valle

Subject: Recycling and AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

| amDirector of Recycling for the Valley Wnen's Cub of the San
Lorenzo Vall ey, which has been operating recycling centers in the
Coastal Mountains of Santa Cruz County for over thirty years. W
are concerned that recycling has been discounted in the Scoping
Pl an.

Qovi ously, the em ssions reductions associated with Measure RW3
Hi gh

Recycl i ng/ Zero Waste should definitely be counted toward the AB 32
goal in the

Cct ober 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan). Specifically, footnote
#43

in Table 20 on page 63, Section Il.15 Recycling and Waste,

st at es,

"Reductions fromRW2 and RWM3 are not counted toward the AB 32
goal ." This nust be anended to include them The goal of Zero
Waste is a direct link to i nproved greenhouse gas reductions.

Furthernore, the Plan reconmends no specific actions or policies
to

i mpl ement RW 3, again an untenable oversight. W urge ClWB & CARB
to take

urgent action to ensure that the Plan is revised to count RW3
eni ssi ons

reductions towards the AB 32 goal, and to add specific actions
and

policies to achieve RWM3 reductions, including: mandatory
conmer ci al

recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green waste
alternative

daily cover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility

f ramewor k

| egi sl ation.

This is a vital part of what AB32 is trying to achieve.
Si ncerely,

Nancy B. Macy, Director of Recycling
Val l ey Wonen's Club of the SLV

PO Box 574 Ben Lonond, CA 95005
831-338-1728

"Dedi cated to community action, awareness and | eadership in
environnental, educational, social and political concerns which
affect the health and welfare of the San Lorenzo Valley."
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Comment 76 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Billy

Last Name: Newbery

Email Address: bnewbery @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Law requiring movement of vehiclesin street
Comment:

San Diego, CA has the follow ng requirenent in the Minicipal Code.

Subj ect: Revision to Parking Code — 86.23(G SDMC

Pl ease hel pin epealing or nodifying the subject parking code.
This code reads as foll ows:

86. 23 Use of Streets for Storage, Service or Sale of Vehicles or

for Habitation.

Pr ohi bi t ed

(g) No person shall store or cause to be stored any vehicle upon
any street. A vehicle shall be considered stored when it has been
left standing on a street w thout having been noved nore than
one-tenth 1/10 of a nmle within a seventy-two (72) consecutive hour
peri od.

The requirenent to unnecessarily nove any vehicle at | east every
72 hours is inconpressible. particularly in view of the

envi ronnent al pol | utants exhausted when driving, the shortage of
gasoline, the traffic congestion, and traffic safety. The code
shoul d be deleted or revised to a nore reasonable tinme period (at
| east two weeks or nore), or notor homes exenpted.

In nmy particular case, | own a notor home which I park on the
street (no other space available). The notor honme is not being
stored on the street. It is used on occasion for tailgating,

tow ng boat to go fishing, long vacations (up to two nonths each
year), short visits to the desert, beaches and Arizona, etc. The
not or hone is al so noved frequently to conply with the law. To nove
the vehicle, | must drive around a |ong bl ock, a distance of
approximately 0.6 mles, nake 4 left turns and cross 2 streets, and
then park it right back where it was! Wat has been gai ned?
Not hi ng!  But what has occurred — pollutants, fromthe exhaust,
have been added to the atnosphere, rubber has been added to the
streets, gasoline has been wasted (not to nmention the wear and tear
on a cold motor) and the vehicle novenent has added to the traffic
congestion and safety. When the vehicle is a notor hone, the
result of these occurrences is probably tripled. M notor hone
consunes about 1/12 of a gallon for that 0.6-mile trip around the
bl ock. Miltiply this by a mninumof 121 noves per year, a
significant amount of gas is wasted and a significant anmount of
pollutants is added to the already taxed atnosphere. |[If every
vehicle in San Diego conplied with the 72-hour standing or parking
[imt, our snbg would be far worse than it is and we woul d have



nore traffic congestion. On the contrary to this |aw, people not
driving their vehicles, unnecessarily, should be AWARDED, NOT
PENALI ZED!

Bil| Newbery
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Comment 77 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Haase

Email Address. smhaase@cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB Board Menber:

Thank you for your consideration of nmy follow ng comments to
i mpl enent the G obal Warmi ng Sol utions Act.

- O fsets are a critical conponent of the Plan. The
i medi ate reduction of CO2 will provide global benefits. Linmting
of fsets could delay em ssions reductions by Iimting the incentive
for innovation in the nmarketplace.

Local government targets should be respectful of

d|fferences in land use patterns and transit opportunities
t hroughout the State. Performance based targets provide | oca
governments the flexibility to engage the private sector and new
devel opnent in entrepreneurial solutions to achieve the reductions
defined by AB 32.

Require all existing residences and busi nesses to
recycle. This will leverage the efforts made by new devel opnent
with efforts fromexisting devel opnent built prior to current
recycling and energy efficiency codes.

Only by all Californians sharing the responsibility of reducing
green house gas em ssions and setting an exanple for the nation and
the world will our State-wide efforts truly result in globa
benefit.

Thanks again for your work on behal f of clean air for California.

Stephen M Haase, AICP
Attachment: "
Original File Name:
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Comment 78 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sherman

Last Name: Lewis

Email Address: sherman@csuhayward.us
Affiliation: too many environmental groups

Subject: Climate Scoping Plan
Comment:

How do you put a price tag on environnmental costs, and who
pays it? A free em ssion allowance is not a price; it's a give
away. An auction sets a price at no higher than what a buyer is
willing to pay.

Odinarily 1'd like to see the income spent of GHG reduction
progranms and social equity, but in these tinmes it makes sense to
apply it to the state budget deficit, or to the Resources Agency
and Cal EPA with a simlar result.

O fsets are anot her problem too nmany encourage conti nui ng
pol | uti on of di sadvantaged nei ghborhoods. The challenge is to limt
and reduce offsets so as to stinulate optimal elasticities of
response fromclean energy industries and their jobs and benefit to
t he econony and environnent. Done right, these benefits outweigh
costs to old industries.

Local governnents can nmeet higher targets than those you are
setting. They (and the state) are still building subsidized new
roads and subsi di zed parki ng structures.

Busi nesses should be required to recycle their materials
wher e obvi ously possible, and incentives should encourage nore
recycling where it is not.

The econony, properly including the environment, will grow
with clinate protection.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
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Comment 79 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Sandler

Email Address: mike@climateprotectioncampaign.org
Affiliation: Climate Protection Campaign

Subject: Auction, Dividend, and Fees
Comment:

Dear CARB

Pl ease see the attached conments on the Final AB32 Scoping Plan
In summary, we reconmend:

- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap
Pol luters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free permts
t hat subsi di ze coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner energy.

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues wll
be used to provide a Dividend to conpensate consuners. G ven the
state of the econony, helping consuners deal with fuel and
electricity costs is the best use of auction revenues. Mre

i nfornmati on on consuner conpensation is avail able at

www. capanddi vi dend. org and www. car bonshar e. or g.

- We support CARB' s proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conpanies to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. Carbon Fees
can al so provide funding sources for clean technol ogi es, green

j obs, energy efficiency progranms, and nore.

Si ncerely,

M ke Sandl er

Car bon Share Program Manager
Cimate Protection Canpaign

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/388-cpcab32scopplncomment11-16-08.doc’
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Comment 80 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Glen

Last Name: Scorgie

Email Address: g-scorgie@bethel .edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming Solutions Act
Comment:

Dear CARB Board nenbers:

Thank you for your efforts to date. | believe that this inportant
effort will be enhanced if the follow ng inprovenents are
i ncor por at ed:

1. Elimnate em ssion all owances. Though well-intentioned, their
exi stence only prolongs polluting behaviors and stalls bol der green
i nnovati ons.

2. Devel op stronger urban planning incentives to reduce suburban
sprawl and the resultant | ong commutes for residents of these
outlyi ng areas

3. Require businesses and institutions to recycle, and then
vi gorously nonitor their performances in a no-nonsense way

Anerica can still be an innovative nation, |eading the way into

t he next phase of healthy, sustainable global econonic develop. It
si mply needs encouragenent to nove beyond the bankrupt rust-belt
nmentality that has no viable future. Let's reject every and al
foot-dragging on this! Californians will respond sacrificially to a
chal l enge that is presented to themin an honest and inspirationa
way .

Thanks again for all your work. W know you care, and for that you
have our admiration

G@en G Scorgie, PhD
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Comment 81 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sandra

Last Name: Trutt

Email Address: s.trutt@verizon.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Cap and Trade
Comment:

Dear CARB

VWhat a wonderful job you have done on this Scoping Plan
It's well thought out and it gives nme hope that it will have a
great inpact on the environnment. Thank you for all your hard
wor k.

The only troubling part of this plan is the Cap & Trade
provision. It seens to me that this will increase the toxic |oad
on the areas that already are heavily inmpacted by pollution because
conpani es can trade their em ssions from soneone who is planting
trees, has a greener business or is located in a cl eaner
envi ronnent .

Under the Executive Summary it is stated that "Creating
targeted fees, including a public goods charge on water use,
etc..." would be an effective part of the plan. That is an
excel | ent idea. This leads directly to the question, Wiy not
create a carbon fee? |If raised rates on water will reduce use, so
will a fee on carbon enmtted by conpanies. | know it is probably
| ess popular, but it would surely work. And there are no negative
i mpacts on any one region. Al inpacts would be positive. Yes, a
Carbon fee would hurt nmanufacturers and busi nesses, but they would
change their behavior quickly in order to avoid paying the fee.

Pl ease consider this informati on and do what is best for al
parts of California.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sandra Trutt, Los Angel es
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Comment 82 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Davis

Email Address: mark.davis7@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: Concerned Citizen

Subject: Strengthen the Scoping Plan and Protect Public Health
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board

Qur state is already experiencing up to 24,000 premature deaths
fromair pollution, 350,000 asthna attacks, thousands of
hospitalizations and emergency roomvisits, and mllions of mssed
school days from asthma and other respiratory synptons. In
addition, children in polluted areas of the state are grow ng up
wi th reduced |ung capacity due to pollution exposures that slow
lung growt h and devel opnent. G obal warming will increase
tenperatures and eni ssions and | ead to heat waves and weat her
conditions that accelerate snbg formation, worsening these very
serious health concerns.

In order to reach statew de goals for greenhouse gas reduction

the state plan nust include the strongest possible neasures to
reduce em ssions fromthe | and use, transportation and industria
sectors. Wiile the proposed state plan is a good start, stronger
nmeasures must be included. For exanple, the state must establish

t he strongest possible statew de target for greenhouse gas
reduction fromthe | and use sector. A stronger state target will
spur local action to pronote healthier communities, conpact

devel opnent patterns and alternative transportation choices to help
reduce driving .Reducing global warming is a vital clean air
strategy that will help Californians breathe easier and prevent
suffering fromlung and heart disease, and other illnesses. Please
vote in favor of a STRONG health protective, greenhouse gas
reduction plan.

Si ncerely,

Mark Davis (A Very Concerned Citizen)
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Comment 83 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julia

Last Name: Donoho

Email Address: jdonoho@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Carbon Sequestration
Comment:

Dear CARB board,

In regards to your scoping plan, | believe all efforts are

i mportant to reduce greenhouse gases and incentivize all forms of
renewabl e energy. And, | believe your efforts should not be
focused on the type of fuels used as much as the capture and
management of em ssions. | undertand that the carbon sequestration
i ndustry is changing in | eaps and bounds this year, and can have
great inpact on power plants reduction of pollution. Wth your
focus on clean air, your plan should be focused on the result of
energy production, not so nmuch on the nethod. The ultinmate
solution to our problens involves a diversity of industries and
opportunities. W should all work toward cl eaner air together

Jul i a Donoho
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Comment 84 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Audrie

Last Name; Clark

Email Address: booker@sdcoe.k12.ca.us
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: global warming plan
Comment:

You, (CARB), have al nost approved your plan for dealing with globa
warm ng over the next three decades.

Unfortunately as witten, the plan calls for nore than one-fifth
of the reductions to cone froma "cap-and-trade" systemthat will
let polluters trade permts for putting out greenhouse gases. The
proposal | eaves open the chance the state will give away these

em ssion allowances for free, even though the pollution they allow
can hurt Californians.

Further, the proposed plan would allow polluters to nmeet half of

t hese em ssions caps by buying "offsets" - essentially buying their
way out of conplying with state | aw by paying others to reduce
their gl obal warm ng pollution. This could not only worsen air
pollution in our nmost polluted comunities, but would discourage
devel opnent of clean energy technologies in California.

Pl ease do not approve this flawed plan. You can and you nust nake
it better for all of California.
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Comment 85 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Alison

Last Name: Stauffer

Email Address: astauffer@ka-pow.com
Affiliation:

Subject: comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Upon review of the final Cimte Change Scoping Plan put forth by
the California Air Resources Board (CARB), we renmain concerned that
it does not adequately assess the inpacts to small businesses. Wth
a 7.7 percent unenploynent rate and all-around tough economc
tinmes, we are worried that California s small businesses will be
saddled with billions of dollars in required upfront investnents
necessary to inplenent AB 32. Small businesses often operate on
very small profit margins and we do not have the luxury of waiting
several years to see a return on our investnents. The unique
chal I enges and circunstances of California s small businesses need
to be exani ned and evaluated in greater depth before CARB noves
forward with the actions and guidelines in its proposed Scoping

Pl an.

The proposed Scoping Plan increases taxes, energy costs, fuel
costs, vehicle costs and building costs, which will hurt small
busi nesses that play a vital role in California's econony. Wile
we are hopeful that the climate change initiative will create new
jobs and increase revenue, we are concerned about the significant
short-terminpacts and the undeterm ned | ong-term costs indicated
in the plan. Because the effects of the plan will not be uniform
across all sectors, detailed analysis and understandi ng of the

i ndi vidual i zed costs and benefits to each sector or industry is
critical

There is not a straight correlation between who will pay the costs
and who will receive the benefits under AB 32. The recent conments
to CARB by Judson Jaffe and Jonat han Borck of the Analysis G oup
noted that “While all businesses will experience increased energy
prices as a result of AB 32's inplenentation, the forecasted
energy-efficiency inprovenents will be unevenly distributed and may
occur even without AB 32's inplenentation. As a result, sone

busi nesses will inevitably experience a net increase in their
energy costs and a reduction in their conpetitiveness as a result
of AB 32.”

Jaffe and Borck found that businesses nust reduce their

electricity and natural gas use by no |l ess than 10 percent and 7
percent respectively in order to just break even and conpensate for
the increases in price that will cone under AB 32. For the many
busi nesses that can't achieve the efficiency changes quickly, they
wi Il be burdened with higher bills for gas and el ectricity that

will place additional strain on their already tight budgets. As
CARB acknow edges, snall businesses “typically spend nore on energy
as a percentage of revenue conpared to | arger enterprises”

nmeani ng the snall business conmmunity will be disproportionately



hurt by these cost increases.

Unfortunately, the significant costs associated with the Scopi ng

Pl an have not drawn the appropriate |level of attention from CARB
thus far. W understand that CARB sees nmany benefits that wll
come with AB 32 inplenmentation, and we | ook forward to experiencing
many of those benefits as well. However, by gl ossing over the
costs that will acconpany the benefits, we are reducing the chances
that California actually creates a successful clinmate change nodel.

Only with straightforward acknow edgnent of the costs will
California s experts and decision-nmakers be able to face the
chal | enges head on and identify creative and workabl e sol uti ons.
California needs to create a climte change programthat will be

i mpl enented effectively and replicated el sewhere, not one that wll
have to be abandoned when the state suffers too severely from cost
i mpacts. Therefore, we recommend that CARB fully understands the
cost inpacts of the AB 32 inplenentation policies before approving
the plans and noving forward. W believe that it is possible to
reduce our greenhouse gas emi ssions w thout putting an unnecessary
burden on snall businesses and consuners.

We recogni ze that the Scoping Plan | ays out the direction and
steps of AB 32 inplementation and is not itself the regul ations

wi th which small businesses must comply. As your agency begins the
rul emaki ng and regul ati on process we hope that you will place the
hi ghest val ue on adopting the nost cost effective measures to neet
the goals of AB 32. W appreciate the steps CARB has taken to
better educate small busi nesses about the Scoping Plan and
understand the views of these vital econom ¢ engines. Also, we

| ook forward to participating in this process and hope that we can
work together to craft a plan that protects the environnent while
al so pronoting econonic grow h.

Thank you for your attention to this very inportant issue.
Si ncerely,

John Kabat eck
Nat i onal Federation of |ndependent Business - California

Mary Griffin
Nati onal Association of Wnen Busi ness Omers — Sacranmento Vall ey
Chapt er

John Handl ey
California | ndependent G ocers Association

Matt Sutton
Cal i fornia Restaurant Associ ation

Joel Fox
Smal | Busi ness Action Committee

Larry Dick
Ri ddl e Servi ce Conpani es

Betty Jo Toccol
California Small Busi ness Associ ation

Joel Ayal a



California Hispanic Chanber of Conmerce

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
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Comment 86 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Roberta

Last Name: Lawson

Email Address: roberta.lawson@cdph.ca.gov
Affiliation: CA Conference of Local Health Officers

Subject: CCLHO AB comments to revised scoping plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached letter fromDr. Ann Lindsay, President,
California Conference of Local Health O ficers, comenting on the
C i mate Change Proposed Scoping Plan. Thank you.

Roberta Lawson
CCLHO Executive Adm nistrator

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/414-cclho_arb_comments to revised scoping_plan.pdf’
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Comment 87 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Siegel

Email Address: preserve@preservenet.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Pass Strong Standards to Control GHG Emissions
Comment:

| urge the California Air Resources Board to adopt a strong plan
to conmbat global warming in California and to set the standard for
national and international action. | also urge the state air board
to include a stronger focus on nmeasures to reduce enissions from
driving that contribute the |argest percentage of greenhouse gases
in California. The plan should include a much nore aggressive
statewi de goal for reducing vehicle trips and nmeasures to pronote
progressive action by |local governnents. The plan should al so
i nclude a strong goal and additional regulatory neasures for
reduci ng pollution fromindustrial sources such as petrol eum
refineries and cement manufacturing facilities.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthen
these key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan
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Original File Name:
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Comment 88 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kathleen

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address: ksullsal @cox.net
Affiliation: Mother of kid with asthma

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan comments
Comment:

Dear CARB Boar d:

Thanks for the opportunity for public input at this crucial tine
in history. This is where we take a stand and decl are that wi thout
a conmtment to healthier environnent nothing el se nuch matters in
the future

Pl ease adopt a strong gl obal warm ng scoping plan for California
to both slow gl obal warm ng and reduce snmog and ot her dangerous air
pol lutants that cause illness and death.

The evidence is clear that air pollution is linked with excess

deat hs, excess lung and heart disabilities, and is a great econonic
burden to our state. It is also clear that reducing global warm ng
will reduce many of our air pollution problens.

| urge the California Air Resources Board to adopt a strong plan
to conmbat global warming in California and to be the nodel for
other states and indeed other nations. Please add a stronger focus
on neasures to reduce enmissions fromdriving that contribute the
| argest percentage of greenhouse gases in California. The plan
shoul d i nclude a nuch nore aggressive statew de goal for reducing
vehicle trips and neasures to pronote progressive action by |oca
governnents. The plan should also include a strong goal and
additional regulatory neasures for reducing pollution from

i ndustrial sources such as petroleumrefineries and cenent
manufacturing facilities.

In addition, the plan must denonstrate that the variety of

proposed nmeasures will not only nmake rapid progress toward
reduci ng greenhouse gases, but will also provide |ocal benefits to
vul nerabl e individuals and conmunities and assist w th adaptation
to the negative effects of gl obal warn ng.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthen
these key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan

Si ncerely,

Kat hl een Sul |l i van

Attachment: "
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Comment 89 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Eric

Last Name: Grant

Email Address: blissfieldslim@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments for California Air Resources Board
Comment:

- Big polluters should pay for all their emissions: 100% auction of
ermi ssions pernmits, no free giveaways.

- Consider cap-and-trade just a mnor tool anmpng market

mechani sms. Ot her tools should be brought forward nore robustly,
including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan's near-term
action agenda.

- Make sure the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020
is given the force of law, either through I egislation or regulatory
action.

- Pronpte and enabl e Community Choice Electricity Aggregation
(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reduction potential for
cities and counties.

- Gve nore specificity and anplitude to the goal of electrifying
transportati on, especially greatly expandi ng ZEV nunbers (plug-ins
and el ectric cars) beyond CARB' s currently too | ow projected

| evel s.

- Geatly strengthen the too-nodest |and use and agricul tura
sections of Plan. The Plan greatly underestinmates the significance
of methane em ssions, by using the 100-year gl obal warm ng
potential. Over a shorter tine horizon, methane accounts for 17%to
per haps well over 30% of the state's GHGs, rather than the 5.7%in
the 2004 inventory.

- Further increase requirements for zero waste and recycling, as
wel | as Extended Producer Responsibility.

- Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases al so hel p,
whenever possible, to clean up California 's unhealthy air

- Limting offsets will strengthen the denand for clean energy
i nnovation, which in turn provides nore good jobs for
Cal i forni ans.

- Any offsets allowed should at nost represent only a small
portion of a polluter's required em ssion reductions. They shoul d
have stringent protocols ensuring that the reductions are
quantifiable, new, pernmanent, subject to independent third-party
verification, enforceable by CARB, and only located in California

- Ofsets fromsinks, such as planting trees or avoiding tree



cut - downs, should not be allowed, since they are too difficult to
nmeasure and often under-perform
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Comment 90 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Liss

Email Address: gary@garyliss.com
Affiliation: Gary Liss & Associates

Subject: Zero Waste and Scoping Plan
Comment:

The USEPA and nany others have documented that elimnating waste
and recycling nore will have both a direct and significant indirect
i npact on reduci ng greenhouse gas emissions. As a result, the ARB
should follow the lead of the CA Integrated Waste Managenent Board
in adopting Zero Waste as one of its key goals of the Cctober 2008
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an

Foot note #43 in Table 20 on page 63, Section Il.15 Recycling and
Wast e, states, "Reductions fromRW2 and RW3 are not counted toward
the AB 32 goal." This is a serious error. Zero Waste is one of
the nost significant, quickest and nbst cost effective ways that

| ocal governnments can contribute to addressing clinmate change.

The em ssions reductions associated with Hi gh

Recycl i ng/ Zero Waste shoul d be counted toward the AB 32 goa

in the Plan by amending the Plan to include Measure RW3. The
Pl an should al so recomrend specific actions and policies to

i mpl ement RW 3, including:

- mandatory commercial recycling;

- phase-out of diversion credit for green waste alternative
daily cover;

- and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility franework

| egi sl ati on.

Gary Liss
Attachment: "
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Comment 91 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Power

Email Address: nancyrpower@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: cap and trade
Comment:

Let's face it, the cap 'n trade won't have teeth unless ALL the
credits are auctioned off. W need to nake fossil fuel energy to
cost nmore to discourage it, to make it |ess subsidized, and to make
alternative energy sources nore conpetitive while they are being
devel oped.

We especially need to invest in solar energy, the best choice for
the long run, and to harvest the | ow hanging fruit of energy
efficiency, especially when the efficiency pays for itself in the
| ong run.

--Nancy Power
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Comment 92 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: jainendra

Last Name: sharma

Email Address: jai @zerowastesol utions.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Zero Waste Measures Must Be Included in Scoping Plan
Comment:

The emni ssions reductions associated with Measure RM3 High

Recycl i ng/ Zero Waste should definitely be counted toward the AB 32
goal

in the

Cct ober 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan). Specifically, footnote
#43

in Table 20 on page 63, Section Il.15 Recycling and Waste,

st at es,

"Reductions fromRW2 and RW3 are not counted toward the AB 32
goal . "

The Scopi ng Pl an nust be amended to include Measure RW 3. The goal
of

Zero Waste is a direct link to reduced greenhouse gas em ssions.

Furthernore, the Plan reconmends no specific actions or policies
to

i mpl enent RW 3, again an untenabl e oversight. W urge ClWB & CARB
to

t ake

urgent action to ensure that the Plan is revised to count RW3
eni ssi ons

reductions towards the AB 32 goal, and to add specific actions
and

policies to achieve RM3 reductions, including: mandatory
conmer ci al

recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green waste
alternative

daily cover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility

f ramewor k

| egi sl ati on.
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Comment 93 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Diane

Last Name: Nygaard

Email Address: dandd2@peoplepc.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB Board nenbers:

| appreciate the hard work you have put into preparing this
first plan to address California's greenhouse gas enissions.

Pl ease consider the followi ng additional changes as you refine
t he plan

- the nunber of offsets allowed seens way too high. Please
reduce these as the result will |ikely end up being continuing air
pol lution in | owincome nei ghborhoods

- the target for |ocal governnents should be higher so they
aren't rewarded for poorly planned | and use that increases niles
travel ed and makes it harder to use alternative transportation like
wal ki ng and bi ki ng

- i nclude nore incentives for recycling- particularly for
busi nesses to provide for recycling of the itenms that they have
created.

Thank you for consiering these comrents- we will all benefit from
maki ng t hese changes.

Di ane Nygaard
Cceanside, California
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Comment 94 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jay

Last Name: Jones

Email Address: joneg @ulv.edu
Affiliation: University of LaVerne

Subject: AB32
Comment:

Regar dl ess of ones view of the validity of anthropogenic gl oba
warm ng, the steps for reducing carbon enissions are a rmust. From
a national security standpoint and froma health standpoi nt we nust
wean oursel ves from burning fixed fossil fuels. Thousands die
annually fromthe effects of fossil fuel based pollution. Strict
regul ati on may be painful but inthe long runit is the only way to
foster the changes we need to carry us through the niddle of this
century. How would our economny be if California had not rel axed
the inplenentation of electric vehicles? How many |ives would have
been saved by now? How do board nmembers live with the
understanding that their rulings literally determne norbidity and
nortality rates.

Pl ease thi nk about your |egacy and make this bill as strong as it
can be. There is so nuch nore at stake than just greenhouse gases.

Thank you for your serious consideration. | would be delighted to
di scuss this at length with anyone who is interested.

Very best,

Jay Jones

Prof essor of Biology and Bi ochem stry
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Comment 95 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Timothy

Last Name: Jasper

Email Address: Imayfield@applevalley.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter for the Town of Apple Valley's
comments. Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/533-arb_scoping_letter.doc'

Original File Name: ARB Scoping L etter.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 07:46:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Wonsidler

Email Address: mwonsidler@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Zero Waste Measures Must Be Included in Scoping Plan
Comment:

The emni ssions reductions associated with Measure RM3 High
Recycl i ng/ Zero Waste shoul d be counted toward the AB 32 goal in

t he Cctober 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan). Specifically,
footnote #43 in Table 20 on page 63, Section Il.15 Recycling and
Waste, states, "Reductions fromRW2 and RW3 are not counted
toward the AB 32 goal." The Scoping Plan nmust be amended to include
Measure RW 3.

The goal of Zero Waste is a direct link to reduced greenhouse gas
eni ssions. Furthernore, the Plan reconmrends no specific actions or
policies to inplement RW3, again an untenable oversight. W urge
CIWB & CARB to take urgent action to ensure that the Plan is
revised to count RW3 enissions reductions towards the AB 32 goal
and to add specific actions and

policies to achieve RW3 reductions, including: nandatory
conmer ci al recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green waste
alternative daily cover; conprehensive strategy to renove

nmet hane- produci ng organic materials fromlandfill disposal; and
adopti on of Extended Producer Responsibility framework |egislation

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 09:22:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sandor

Last Name: Lau

Email Address: sandor@cascadesi errasol utions.org
Affiliation: Cascade Sierra Solutions

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan, Clean Air and Transport Incentive Program
Comment:

pl ease see attached letter

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/542-mary _nichols ab32_letter.pdf'

Original File Name: Mary Nichols AB32 |etter.paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:18:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Crystal

Last Name: Bergemann

Email Address: crystal.bergemann@equator.net
Affiliation: Equator, LLC

Subject: Equator, LCC Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached letter as Equator, LLC s comments on the
CARB draft scoping plan.

Si ncerely,
Crystal Bergemann
Equat or Policy Anal yst

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/543-carb_comment_letter final.docx'

Original File Name: CARB comment |etter final.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:21:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rocky

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address: rocky.rogers@reedley.ca.gov
Affiliation: City of Reedley

Subject: Notes on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

See Attachnent for notes

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/545-climate_change_notes.doc'

Original File Name: Climate Change notes.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:39:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 100 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Muir

Email Address: juliem@pssi.stanford.edu
Affiliation: President, CA Resource Recovery Assoc.

Subject: Omission of Zero Waste Emissions Reductionsin AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Margo Brown, Chair, ClWB
1001 | Street
Sacr ament o, CA 95814

RE: Onission of Zero Waste Em ssions Reductions in AB 32 Scopi ng
Pl an

Dear Chair Brown:

The California Resource Recovery Association (CRRA) is a statew de
non-profit trade group. CRRA's nore than 450 nenbers represent al
aspects of California s reduce-reuse-recycl e-conpost econony.

CRRA is extrenely di sappointed that the enissions reductions
associ ated with Measure RW3 Hi gh Recycling/Zero Waste are not
counted toward the AB 32 goal in the COctober 2008 Proposed Scopi ng
Plan (Plan). Specifically, footnote #43 in Table 20 on page 63,
Section |I1.15 Recycling and Waste, states, "Reductions from RW?2
and RW3 are not counted toward the AB 32 goal.” Furthernore, the
Pl an recommends no specific actions or policies to inplement RW3

Zero Waste/ Hi gh Recycling was established as a "high-confidence"
strategy with GHG reduction potential of 10 million tons CO2

equi val ent by 2020 in the dimate Action Team s Strategi es Underway
In California That Reduce G eenhouse Gas Emi ssions. The |inkage
between CIWVB Strategic Directives and clinmate protecti on was

di scussed extensively at the February 13, 2007 Board neeting when
CIVWVB adopted its Strategic Directives. Thus, it is particularly

di sappointing that CIWvB has failed to ensure that the Pl an

i ncl udes any specific actions or policies supporting inplementation
of its own Strategic Directives No. 6.1 (Reducing organics to
[andfill), and No. 5.2 (Extended Producer Responsibility).

Inits lead advisory capacity to the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) for devel opi ng the Recycling and Waste Section of the
Pl an, CIVWWB nust ensure that the significant em ssions reductions
avai | abl e through H gh Recycling/ Zero Waste neasures are counted,
and that specific actions and policies are recommended.

CRRA hereby petitions CIWWB to take urgent action to ensure that
the Plan is revised to count RM3 em ssions reductions towards the
AB 32 goal, and to add specific actions and policies to achieve
RW 3 reductions, including: nandatory conmercial recycling;
phase-out of diversion credit for green waste alternative daily
cover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility framework
| egi sl ati on.



| woul d wel cone the opportunity to meet with you and ot her Board
menbers to discuss this matter

Thank you for your consideration and action
Si ncerely,
Julie Miir, President

cc: CIWWB Board Members
California Air Resources Board

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/554-crra letter to _ciwmb _re scoping_plan 11-18-08.pdf’

Origina File Name: CRRA letter to CIWMB re Scoping Plan 11-18-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 13:20:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Deb

Last Name: Hubsmith

Email Address: brooke@saferoutespartnership.org
Affiliation: SRTS National Partnership

Subject: Comments on AB32 from Safe Routes to School National Partnership
Comment:

The Safe Routes to School National Partnership is pleased to have
the opportunity to submit comments on the California Air Resources
Board's (ARB) final Scoping Plan for AB32. Please reviewthe
attached submi ssion of our coments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/556-scoping_plan_recommendations_srtsnp 11 13 08.pdf'

Original File Name: Scoping_Plan_Recommendations SRTSNP_11 13 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 13:38:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sabrina

Last Name: Means

Email Address: sabrina@caltransit.org
Affiliation: California Transit Association

Subject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see our attached comments, thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/557-comments_on_proposed _scoping_plan_-_letter to_the arb_board.doc'

Original File Name: Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan - Letter to the ARB Board.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 14:28:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Morfas

Email Address: cmorfas@airquality.org
Affiliation: Safe Routes to School Nat'l Partnership

Subject: Reduce VMT via Safe Routes to School and School Siting
Comment:

Novenber 18, 2008
Dear CARB:

Good day. On Thursday, Novenber 20, 2008, it will be ny pleasure
and honor to offer concise testinmny on behalf of the Safe Routes
to School National Partnership (SRTSNP) highlighting key argunents
made in the attached docunment submitted to CARB by SRTSNP

In brief, we suggest that Safe Routes to School infrastructure and
non-infrastructure prograns, along with inproved school siting, can
decrease VMI by nmaking it safe, convenient and socially acceptable
for kids to wal k or bicycle to school. Safe Routes to School and
school siting are key exanples of tactics that could be enpl oyed by
CARB and its | ocal governnent partners to reduce GHG em ssi ons by

i mproving |and use and transportation policies.

Si ncerely,

Chris Mrfas

Sacranento, CA

Saf e Routes to School National Partnership

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/558-scoping_plan_recommendations_srtsnp 11 13 08.pdf'

Original File Name: Scoping_Plan_Recommendations SRTSNP_11 13 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 14:39:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Dolan

Email Address: pauld@mendocinowineco.com
Affiliation: Winery

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan comments- in favor
Comment:

Novenber 18, 2008

Honorabl e Mary Nichol s

Chair, California Air Resource Board
1001 | Street

Sacr ament o, CA 95814

RE: AB32 Scoping Plan coments
Dear Chair Nichols and Honorabl e nenbers of the Board

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the Proposed AB32
Scopi ng Pl an

On behal f of conpany Mendoci no Wne Conpany, | amwiting in
support of the Scoping Plan. | believe that California mnust
continue its | eadership on climte action and support the adoption
of robust climate policy that takes into account our input bel ow.

As a family owned and operated conmpany, we are especially
interested in how California will address the challenges clinate
change poses. Qur actions are altering the balance of nature, and
we are watching the world change before our very eyes. Fish

popul ations are in serious decline, our rainforests are

di sappearing and the planet’s topsoil is being eroded and |ost. The
i mpact of global warmng and its effects on our climte are being
felt worldwi de, fromthe hottest sumrers on record to nelting pol ar
i ce caps.

As a key California agricultural industry we are uniquely

vul nerable to the effects of gl obal warm ng. Wnemakers are
experiencing inpacts that are changing the face of w ne style,
structure and conposition. | can renenber as a young w nemaker,
thirty years ago, struggling to reach maturity in ny grapes of 23.5
to 24° Brix. Now | have a simlar challenge to keep the sugars

bel ow 28-29° Brix each year while waiting for the tannins to ripen.
The Proceedi ngs of the National Acadeny of Sciences has reported
that rising tenperatures and volatile weather patterns associated
with global warmng could result in an 81%reduction of viable
grape production acreage for high to premumaquality wi ne. The
future of California’ s nmulti-billion dollar wine industry is nowin
guesti on.

It is my belief that AB 32 will help California steer clear of the
devastation gl obal warm ng could bring to our state. Legislation
encour agi ng efficiency hel ps conserve resources and create



opportunities for new industry. As a small business, | believe AB
32 will help us conmpete in a | ow carbon econony, by reducing our
energy costs, ensuring our water supply, reward us for the
voluntary early actions we have already taken, as well as providing
the tools, incentives and support we need to inplenment further
efficiency inprovements at our facility.

Here at Mendoci no Wne Co, we have taken a stand. W are doing
the right things to create quality wines and a healthier planet. By
maki ng wine fromlocally farnmed grapes, using sustainable farmng
practices, utilizing 100% green power and enploying earth-friendly
packagi ng, our fam|ly-owned and operated conpany is creating a
nodel of quality and environnental sustainability for other
wineries to follow. In recognition of our status as the nation's
first carbon neutral winery and our continuing dedication to socia
responsi bility and environnmental |y sound practices, we received
California s highest environmental award, the Governor’s

Envi ronnental and Econonic Leadership Award in 2007. By
establishing a strong regul atory franework for em ssions
reductions, the State also has the opportunity to I ead the nation
and set an exanple for other regions around the world.

Thank you for your consideration of our remarks and for your work
on this conprehensive plan. W look forward to continuing to be
i nvol ved in the AB32 process.

Si ncerely,

Paul Dol an
Oaner
Mendoci no W ne Conpany

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/559-ab32_draft_testimony_11 13 08 2 .doc'

Origina File Name: AB32 Draft Testimony 11 13 08 (2).doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 15:23:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: The

Last Name: Pacific Forest Trust

Email Address: rkatz@pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: PFT comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

The Pacific Forest Trust respectfully submits the attached coment
letter for your consideration

Thank you very much.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/560-pft_comments _on_proposed scoping_plan_11.18.08.pdf'

Original File Name: PFT Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan 11.18.08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 15:29:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: M€l

Last Name: Zeldin

Email Address: melz@capcoa.org
Affiliation: CAPCOA

Subject: CAPCOA Submittal on the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached CAPCOA |etter to Mary Nichols, Re: CAPCOA
Proposal for Joint ARB/Air District Inplenmentation of Stationary
Source Measures in the Cinmate Change Proposed Scoping Plan with
Conments on Specific Measures.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/563-capcoa_comments on_scoping_plan 11-18-08.pdf’

Original File Name: CAPCOA Comments on Scoping Plan 11-18-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 16:21:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jm

Last Name: Costello

Email Address: info@tcchamber.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Novenber 18, 2008

Mary N chol s

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. 0. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Tuol ume County Chanber of Conmerce Commrents on Air Resources
Board Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichol s:

On behal f of the Tuol ume County Chanber of Conmerce, thank you
for the opportunity to comrent on the California Air Resources
Board's (ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Pl an).

To begin with et it be clear that the Tuolume County Chanber of
Commerce is not convinced that AB 32 is based on solid science.
There are a large nunber of well-known scientists that say
otherwise. Be that as it may, while the Tuol ume County Chanber of
Conmerce is generally supportive of a nunber of prograns and
policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucial for state

pol i cymakers take account for the nmeans that will be needed to
achieve the goals. AB 32 requires that reductions in GHG em ssions
nmust achi eve the maxi mum technol ogi cally feasible and cost

ef fective reductions and for the ARB to “consider the
cost-effectiveness of these regulations.” (HSC 838560) In
addition, we believe that the Scoping Plan appropriately allow the
SB 375 process to devel op regional transportation-related GHG
targets. Inplementations of the regional planning processes in SB
375 are new and largely untested and could cost California
conpani es untold mllions. The 5 MMI figure, while a place hol der
neverthel ess sets an appropriate benchmark that hel ps assure that
the state can achieve its overall 2020 goal .’

As both the state and | ocal governnents are faced with critica
budget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHG

em ssion technologies in the next 2 to 3 years will becone nore
burdensonme for businesses. The State of California has al ready nade
itself less conpetitive in the narket place with unnecessary rul es
and restrictions. There is now an attenpt to inplement AB 32 with
nore regul ations that will continue our decreasing conpetitiveness.
Reality is that business and devel opers will only build projects
that will be purchased by willing custonmers and that are
profitable. In order to effect the desired change, incentives



nmust be provided to the business and devel opnent communities and

| ocal agencies in order to encourage nore devel opnent in areas
where the reductions in GHG enissions will be the greatest. The
Tuol utme County Chanber of Commerce strongly encourages the ARB to
consider these Iimtations as it noves forward with the Scoping

Pl an.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comrent. The Tuol ume
County Chanber of Conmerce | ooks forward to increased business in
California through reasonable inplenentati on of a bal anced
cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas enissions.

Si ncerely,

JimCostello
Chai rman of the Board

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 16:21:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Bullock

Email Address: mike_bullock@earthlink.net
Affiliation: SClub, MTS, SVBC,MoveSD, other

Subject: Improved Car-Parking Strategies and Road Funding
Comment:

What you have now, on car parking is weak. Wthin your "Role of
Local Covernnents" (Page 26), you state you will help devel op tools
and best practices for local governnent. On Page 48-49, you mention
car parking; also on pages G50, C52 ("«&*#61472; Pronote enpl oyee
transit incentive prograns, including, telework, carpooling, and
par ki ng cash-out policies."), and finally on Page C-78. Nowhere is
t he concept of "unbundling the cost of parking" presented. Cashout
is nmentioned but not defined. The state cashout |aw does nore harm
than good to this inportant concept. It needs a nore genera
definition.

| would like to help you strengthen your work with respect to car
parki ng. The potential is huge.

Cashout: See Charts 7 - 27 of ny Power Point Charts.
(http://nmoderntransit.org/sdc/Vista 8 7 08).

They provide a nore generalized formof Cashout. Please study the
details. Qur Industrial Parks need cashout to transformthemto a
formthat is denser, nore mxed use, and | ess dependant on

driving.

Intelligent Parking: This is where so-called "pay parking" is
feasi bl e, which should be al nost everywhere if we are going to
escape the human catastrophe of global warming. "Intelligent
Par ki ng" is where parking is fully shared, has its cost fully
unbundl ed in all cases, is priced to guarantee vacancy, and uses
good technology. It is detailed in ny report, "Intelligent
Par ki ng", http://nmoderntransit.org/sdc/IntelligentParking6. As
shown in the tables in both of these documents, giving people back
their right to choose whether or not they want to pay for parking
will greatly reduce driving. This has been fully docunented. W can
expect at least a 23%drop in driving whenever we unbundl e the cost
of car parking. This is the npbst cost-effective way to reduce
driving. It is cheaper than free because it will result in |ess
par ki ng bei ng needed and parking is expensive.

| need your help. SANDAG is currently developing a "Smart G owh
Design GQuideline". | have submtted numerous witten conments,
talked to themon the phone, given a 90 ninute presentation on
parki ng, and gone to their public neetings where |I spoke

passi onately about the need to have their "CQuidelines" include good
parking policies. | amfailing to have any effect on their very
outdated work. Their "Cuidelines" are going to be 10 years old in

t heir thinking about parking. Because they say "innovative TDM
they think they are doing a great job.



Qur state needs to devel op a nodel off-street parking ordinance
that inplements "Intelligent Parking". The hardware and software
needs to be perfected and inplenented. San Francisco is getting

cl ose. Any team of progranmers that help to put on races (Bay to
Breakers, for exanple) could inplenment nost of Intelligent Parking.

H ghway funding: Gas taxes are inpreci se because they do not
account for who is driving where and at what tine. Gas taxes have
no future anyway, since cars will get better and better mleage. W

need PAYD road financing. Al license-plate tags in 2010 shoul d
contain a RFID. Sensor/transnmitters need to start collecting data
for automatic billing. Roads should be priced so that they produce

an agree-to rate of return on the VALUE of the |ane. Note that |
said value. Value is the price of land plus construction, at the
time of collection. If this is done properly, the state should be
able to sell off any or all of our lanes at a fair narket,

repl acenent cost. If needed, congestion pricing can be added in to
ensure free flow at all tines. This approach will have the
addi ti onal advantage of allowi ng our state to reduce all taxes and
bal ance its budget. Thank you for getting at least a little bit
sane in the "Pricing" section of your docurent,

http://ww. cat c. ca. gov/ prograns/rtp/ Adopt ed_Addendum 2007_RTP_Cui del i nes. pdf .
(Qur Transportation Comm ssion is |ight years ahead of SANDAG )

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 18:56:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Audrey

Last Name: Chang

Email Address: achang@nrdc.org

Affiliation: Natural Resources Defense Council

Subject: NRDC Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the coomments of the Natural Resources Defense
Council on the AB 32 Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/575-nrdc_comments_on_proposed scoping_plan_11.18.08.pdf’

Original File Name: NRDC Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan 11.18.08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 21:27:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Schonbrunn

Email Address: David@Schonbrunn.org
Affiliation: TRANSDEF

Subject: Caltrans and Transportation Funding need to be part of Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/578-carb_proposed _scoping_plan_comments.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB Proposed Scoping Plan comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 00:49:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Neeva

Last Name: Candelori

Email Address: Neeva_Candel ori @americanchemistry.com
Affiliation: American Chemistry Council

Subject: Comments Regarding Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan Appendices
Comment:

The attached letter submts conments on behalf of four trade
associ ati ons representing the foam plastic insulation industry on
t he CARB Proposed Scoping Plan inplenmenting AB 32. The

associ ations are the Center for the Pol yurethanes |Industry of the
Ameri can Chemistry Council (CPl); Extruded Pol ystyrene Foam
Associ ati on (XPSA); Polyisocyanurate |nsulation Manufacturers
Associ ation (PIMA); and Spray Pol yuret hane Foam Al I i ance ( SPFA).

We appreci ate your consideration of the foam plastic industry's

coments on this inportant program W | ook forward to working
with CARB as it continues its inportant work.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/581-carb_foam group response to_proposed scoping_plan 2008-11-
18 final.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB Foam Group Response to Proposed Scoping Plan 2008-11-18
Final.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 07:26:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gabe

Last Name: Petlin

Email Address: gpetlin@3degreesinc.com
Affiliation:

Subject: REMA Commentsto CARB
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached comrents fromthe Renewabl e Energy

Mar ket ers Associ ation (REMA) for consideration by the Air Resources
Boar d.

Thank you.

Gabe Petlin

3Degrees, Director of Regulatory and Carbon Markets
REMA Presi dent

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/584-rema_comments _to_carb_11-20-08.pdf’

Origina File Name: REMA Commentsto CARB 11-20-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 08:47.07

No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: Channing

Email Address: clh@ci.laguna-hills.ca.us
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter regarding the Scoping Pl an

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/586-bc_ab 32 scoping_plan_city_comment_Itr_nov08.doc'

Original File Name: BC AB 32 Scoping Plan City Comment Ltr nov08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 08:51:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stan

Last Name: Van Velsor

Email Address: stan_vanvel sor@tws.org
Affiliation: The Wilderness Society

Subject: Comments on AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

TW5 Conments on AB 32 Scoping Pl an

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/588-tws_comments_ab32.doc'

Original File Name: TWS Comments AB32.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:15:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gladwyn

Last Name: d'Souza

Email Address: godsouza@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Distribute infrastructre costs equitably to reduce GHG
Comment:

Set an equitable cost distribution on pollution. Infrastructure
pricing should reflect the burden of polluting the biosphere. The
nodel is tier pricing in energy.

Exanpl es:

CA needs to devel op a nodel off-street parking ordi nance that
i mpl enents "Intelligent Parking"” simlar to what SF wants and
Redwood City may have the begining off.

Traffic inmpact fees, estimted at 40k per car per ten year period
woul d fund zero pollution changes to the way the air and water
basi n are destroyed.

PAYD road financing shoul d replace the hi ghway gas tax using GPS
or license-plate RFID tags. Roads should be priced so that they
produce an agree-to rate of return on the VALUE of the |ane. Note
that | said value. Value is the price of |land plus construction, at
the tine of collection. Privacy concerns should not allow drivers
to pernmanently inpact growing |ungs by |arge roads.

A revenue nuetral carbon tax to address inports

Uni versal single payer health care to address pollution.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:16:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Amy

Last Name: McHarg

Email Address: amcharg@beverlyhills.org
Affiliation: City of Beverly Hills

Subject: City of Beverly Hills Comments Re: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter fromBeverly H Il Myor Barry Brucker
regardi ng conments on air resources board proposed scoping plan

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/591-ab32.pdf’

Original File Name: AB32.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:30:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carlos

Last Name: Davidson

Email Address. carlosd@sfsu.edu
Affiliation: San Francisco State University

Subject: comment on auctioning, offsets and low income impacts
Comment:

Comments to ARB on proposed scoping plan

Carl os Davi dson

Associ ate Professor/Director Environnental Studies Program
San Franci sco State University

Novenber 19, 2008

I commend the ARB staff for depth of work and the conprehensive
nature of the plan. While it mght be possible to get to the 2020
goals with nore focused and deeper enissions cuts, a conprehensive
approach is a necessity to put us on a path to reach the need 2050
goals. | also commend the ARB for the public health and economc
anal yses that acconpany the scoping plan. As a result of these
analyses it is great to see that the scoping plan will result in
overal |l inprovenents in public health and net econom c benefits.

In addition to the aggregate economic analysis it would be good to
see analysis of distributional inpacts - will |ow incone people
bear a disproportionate burden? WIIl they be able to realize the
energy efficiency savings in transportation and in residentia
energy. or will those savings only be reaped by higher incone
brackets? If there is a disproportionate burden on | ower incomne
Californians then | would Iike to suggest that ARB pursue the
scopi ng plan suggestion to use auction revenue to mitigate that
burden. If auction revenue was used to give additional incentives
to low incone Californians to switch to fuel efficient cars,

i nsul ate homes, install solar power or water heaters, and subsidize
public transit, it would help reduce the financial inpact of rising
energy prices. And it would provide two additional benefits: it
woul d encourage further em ssions reductions than woul d be possible
wi t hout these prograns, and it would hel p ensure that “being green”
is not perceived as sonething only for the nore well to do. To
reach our goals beyond 2020 we need a broadly accepted culture of
striving for reduced emni ssions.

The plan is way to timd in its approach to all owance aucti oning.
It acknow edges the many good reasons to have 100% aucti oni ng but
then sinply calls it a worthwhile goal, with no commtnents or no
tinelines. The Greenhouse Gas Initiative in the northeast started
out with 100% auctioning. California should do the same. At a

m nimumthe plan should at |least start with 50% and have a firm
conmitment to reach 100%in a few years.

Al'l owi ng 49% of fsets in neeting enissions allowances is

count erproductive. The failure of the C ean Devel opnent Mechani sm
of fsets has shown that establishing additionality is difficult.
There are huge financial incentives for deception. This nmeans that



of fsets will require costly design, enforcenent and nonitoring
effort — effort that could be better placed into direct rea
em ssions reductions. | would urge the ARBto Iimt the use of
of fsets to 10% of em ssions all owances.

Thank you for considering my conments.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:46:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kathy

Last Name: Seal

Email Address: kathyseal @gmail.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: Ramping up individual and family contributions to curbing GHG
Comment:

wi t hout knowi ng the effect of our steps, why should we take thenf?
Usi ng conpact fluorescents and insul ating our hones nay

eventual ly ower energy bills a bit, but many other necessary steps

such as recycling or driving less give us little if any direct

positive feedback. 1t4€™ hard to | ower your carbon footprint

wi t hout sonme concrete clear sign that youd€™ e doi ng good.

To give us such a signal, CARB ought to create a website and

where individuals and fanmlies could record the changes theya€™e
voluntarily making in home insulation, w ndows, appliances, roof

col or, shading, conpact fluorescents, recycling, reducing vehicle
travel and other em ssion-slashing activities. Thi s statew de

el ectronic registry could report back via nunbers and graphics the
nounting total of greenhouse gas enissions curbed.

Such evi dence of nmeani ngf ul contribution will notivate us to do
nore, and to urge our friends and famly to participate.

Further, CARB should create a website and other public materials
that chart graph or in other ways gives evidence of GHG em ssions
curbed by industry, government and other sectors by the neasures
mandat ed by AB 32. That way the public can see and be notivated by
the progress we are making as a state.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:51:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Burns

Email Address: Stephen.Burns@chevron.com
Affiliation: Chevron

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/595-cvx_draftscopingplan_final.pdf'

Original File Name: CVX_DraftScopingPlan_Final.paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 10:03:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kelly

Last Name: Lentz

Email Address: kellyl @mendocinowineco.com
Affiliation: Green Winery

Subject: Concern about winery green claims
Comment:

Novenber 18, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair

California Air Resources Board
1001 ‘1’ Street

Sacr ament o, CA 95814

Re: dimte Change Proposed Scoping Pl an
Dear Ms. Nichols:

| understand that the Air Resources Board (ARB) is about to adopt

a Scoping Plan for reducing carbon em ssions, including a

cap- and-trade program Mendoci no Wne Conpany urges ARB to include
speci fic | anguage that supports the ability of voluntary purchasers
of renewabl e energy to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG eni ssions bel ow
the I evel of the cap. Doing so will allow voluntary nmarkets to help
California exceed its goals for renewabl e energy devel opnent and
GHG reducti ons.

We are one of many organizations voluntarily purchasing renewabl e
energy certificates (RECs) and generating on-site solar power as
part of our comm tnent to reducing the greenhouse inmpact of our
operations on the global environment. W refer to these purchases
generically as renewabl e energy.

As long as California has been without a fixed cap on GHG

em ssions, we feel confident that our purchases have displ aced
fossil generation and resulted in enission reductions. 1In this
situation, we can make public statenents about how we are reducing
em ssions, and these clains can be easily substanti ated.

VWen a fixed cap on em ssions is established under AB 32, starting
in 2012, voluntary purchases of renewable energy will still

di spl ace fossil generation, but the nunber of em ssion

al | owances—and hence the | evel of em ssions produced—w || be

unaf fected, and our em ssion reduction clains will becone
problematic. It is our understanding that unl ess all owances are
retired conmensurate with our renewabl e energy purchases, starting
in 2012, renewabl e energy purchases will no | onger reduce GHG
em ssions. This is a result we hope the State of California wll
agree i s unacceptabl e.

We further understand that the rules to inplenent the
cap-and-trade programwi ll be witten in 2009 and 2010, but the
Scoping Pl an does not include explicit direction to include the



em ssi on reduction value of voluntary renewabl e power purchases.
Since the Scoping Plan is w dely recogni zed as the “roadmap” for
future rul enaki ng, we are concerned the inmportant narket-based
em ssi on reductions taken by our conpany and other voluntary
stakehol ders will be left off the table.

We ask, therefore, that the Scoping Plan clearly recognize

vol untary purchases of renewabl e energy, renewabl e energy
certificates and on-site renewabl e generation for the GHG eni ssi ons
reducti on benefits that they provide. The Scopi ng Pl an should
explicitly acknow edge the em ssion reductions created by voluntary
renewabl e purchases by conpani es such as ours and state that the
role of voluntary renewabl e purchases in achieving California's
goal will be devel oped and described in the cap-and-trade formal

rul emaki ng.

Thank you for considering our coments.

Si ncerely,

Kelly Lentz
Mar keting & Sal es Coor di nat or
Mendoci no W ne Co.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/599-customer_letter to carb 3 .doc'

Original File Name: Customer letter to CARB (3).DOC
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 11:04:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ravin

Last Name: Carlson

Email Address: carl sonclan@cox.net
Affiliation: U.S. citizen

Subject: Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Comment:

Bi g polluters should pay for all their emnissions: 100% auction of
ermi ssions pernmits, no free giveaways.

- Consider cap-and-trade just a mnor tool anmpng market

mechani sms. Ot her tools should be brought forward nore robustly,
including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan's near-term
action agenda.

- Make sure the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020
is given the force of law, either through I egislation or regulatory
action.

- Pronpte and enabl e Community Choice Electricity Aggregation
(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reduction potential for
cities and counties.

- Gve nore specificity and anplitude to the goal of electrifying
transportati on, especially greatly expandi ng ZEV nunbers (plug-ins
and el ectric cars) beyond CARB' s currently too | ow projected

| evel s.

- Geatly strengthen the too-nodest |and use and agricul tura
sections of Plan. The Plan greatly underestinmates the significance
of methane em ssions, by using the 100-year gl obal warm ng
potential. Over a shorter tine horizon, methane accounts for 17%to
per haps well over 30% of the state's GHGs, rather than the 5.7%in
the 2004 inventory.

- Further increase requirements for zero waste and recycling, as
wel | as Extended Producer Responsibility.

- Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases al so hel p,
whenever possible, to clean up California' s unhealthy air

- Limting offsets will strengthen the denand for clean energy
i nnovation, which in turn provides nore good jobs for
Cal i forni ans.

- Any offsets allowed should at nost represent only a small
portion of a polluter's required em ssion reductions. They shoul d
have stringent protocols ensuring that the reductions are
quantifiable, new, pernmanent, subject to independent third-party
verification, enforceable by CARB, and only located in California.

- Offsets fromsinks, such as planting trees or avoiding tree
cut - downs, should not be allowed, since they are too difficult to



nmeasure and often under-perform

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 11:43:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Angela

Last Name: Howard

Email Address: ahoward@portolavalley.net
Affiliation: Town of Portola Valley

Subject: Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichols:

On behal f of the Town of Portola Valley, | would like to submit
the attached letter with conments on the Air Resources Board's
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Si ncerely,

Angel a Howard

Town Admi ni strator
Town of Portola Valley

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/601-ab_scoping_plan_comments-town_of _portola valley-19nov2008.pdf'

Origina File Name: AB Scoping Plan Comments-Town of Portola V alley-19Nov2008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 11:58:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Rothrock

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Implementation Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/602-spl.pdf’

Original File Name: spl.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:19:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michele

Last Name: Pielsitcker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Cal-Tax
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/603-sp2.pdf’

Original File Name: sp2.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:20:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jeannette

Last Name: Boller

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: For Snail Mail Users:
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/604-sp3.pdf’

Original File Name: sp3.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:20:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Floyd

Last Name: Wicks

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Southern California Leadership Council
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/605-sp4.pdf’

Original File Name: sp4.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:22:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karl

Last Name: Fischer

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Pioneer Diecasters, Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/606-sp5. pdf’

Original File Name: sp5.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:23:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Woolfson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Atlas Pacific Corporation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/607-sp6.pdf’

Original File Name: sp6.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:23:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Monika

Last Name: Nakadate

Email Address: Monikamaxella@gmail.com
Affiliation: Student at SF State University

Subject: Individual actions and communities
Comment:

Dear California Air Resource Board nenbers,

As a student of Environmental Studies | would like to take this
opportunity and comrent on the effort of the Proposed AB 32 Scoping
Plan to address the reduction of greenhouse gas enmissions in
California, especially when we have been | acking a serious action
on a national |evel.

The nmost inportant point, that | believe has been nade throughout
the proposal, is the collaboration of all spheres of our
society-fromlarge industries to small businesses, fromstate to

| ocal governnments and public. But the nobst inportant devel oprent
has been addressing environnental justice issues and including
lowinconme fanilies that could participate in the new sustainabl e
econony.

However, | believe nore stress and pressure should be put on

i ndi vi dual actions. W as individuals, until now called consuners,
shoul d start addressi ng ourselves as citizens and be held nore
responsi ble for the state of our environnent because we have been
taki ng advantage of all the conforts that the present course of
econony and extraction of resources have offered us. Participation
of people as custonmers has been nentioned in the plan in connection
with energy efficiency and conservation of energy, recycling
progranms and a choice of vehicles. But the participation should be
made mandatory, and we should not be afraid to apply regul ations
and limts to individual actions. |If we want industries to apply
new standards and limtations and understand reasons behind this
course of action then we have to |l et them know that we under st and
why it is necessary, and that we will support their effort while
participating in the process.

| believe cities present a great opportunity for conprehensive
approach to addressing the reduction of greenhouse gases and

i ndi vidual actions. Senate Bill 375 offers a great start by
changi ng transportation patterns in the cities. Those woul d

i ncl ude change in the |and use and infrastructure patterns,

addr essi ng housi ng needs and jobs for all incone levels in the
society while creating communities of people who care not just for
their confort but understand that by sacrificing sone of their
confortable lifestyles and adjusting their way of life they wll
ensure the prosperity of the whole comunity and the city. This
woul d I ead to protection of the environnment and contribution to
increase in health and quality of life.

| agree that nore information and access to alternative resources
is needed in order to achi eve change but unl ess people are made
responsi bl e, even if through regul ations, and actively engage in

| ess travel, smaller dwellings, |ess energy and water use | do not
bel i eve overall change will be possible.



Thank you for your time and this opportunity,

Moni ka Nakadat e

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:24:22
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Comment 130 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kevin

Last Name: Van Steenberge

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Lodi Iron Workers, Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/609-sp7.pdf’

Original File Name: sp7.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:24:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charlene

Last Name: Marindlli

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Diesel Emission Reduction
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/610-sp8.pdf’

Original File Name: sp8.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:25:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Doug

Last Name: Houston

Email Address: houstgrp@pachell.net

Affiliation: The Houston Group for CPRS & CBC

Subject: CPRS & CBC Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent that includes coments fromthe
California Park & Recreation Society and the California Bicycle
Coal ition.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/611-08ab32_scoping_plan_comments_nov19.pdf'

Original File Name: 08AB32 Scoping PLan Comments Nov19.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:26:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Randolph

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SSPco
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/612-sp9.pdf’

Original File Name: sp9.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:26:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Estelle

Last Name: Williams

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Estelle Willaims
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/613-sp91.pdf'

Original File Name: sp91.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:27:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 135 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: DeV ecchi

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/614-sp92.pdf'

Original File Name: sp92.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:28:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gordon & Eva

Last Name: Nipp

Email Address: gnipp@bak.rr.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

The attached file has our comments.

Thanks, CGordon and Eva N pp, Bakersfield, CA

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/615-carb_final _scoping_plan_letter.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB Final Scoping Plan Letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:32:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 137 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Pfeiler

Email Address: |pfeiler@escondido.org
Affiliation: City of Escondido

Subject: Comments
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichol s:

On behalf of the City of Escondido, thank you for the opportunity
to comment on the California Air Resources Board' s (ARB) Proposed
Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan). | have reviewed the letter sent to
you by Kyra Ross and Bill Higgins, on behalf of the League of
California Cities, dated Novenber 14, 2008. | concur with their
comments but will not attenpt to coment in as much detail

Escondi do i s beginning a nunber of efforts to reduce our City's

gr eenhouse gas em ssions (GHG enmi ssions). W are continuing
efforts to | ocate new devel opnent in a conpact pattern around our
urban core, and expand the use of transit and a central, transit
station. We are al so devel opi ng a nunber of green buil ding
practices for both public and private uses. W are al so addressing
climate change in our environnmental review process.

Wiile the City of Escondido is generally supportive of a nunber of
progranms and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucial
for state policymakers to ensure the goals are realistic and natch
t he neans needed to inplement them It appears that the Scoping

Pl an appropriately allows the SB 375 process to devel op regiona
transportation-related GHG targets. The 5 MMI figure appears to be
an appropriate benchmark that should not be increased at this tine.

Escondi do, |ike nmany other cities, is faced with critical budget
shortages that will linmt our ability to heavily invest in GHG

em ssion technologies in the next 2 to 3 years. In light of these
[imtations, incentives must be provided to the devel opnent
community and | ocal agencies in order to encourage nore devel opnment
in areas where the reductions in GiG enissions will be the
greatest. The City of Escondido strongly encourages the ARB to
consider these limtations as it nmoves forward with the Scoping

Pl an

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. The Gty of
Escondi do | ooks forward to working with the ARB in the future.

Si ncerely,
Lori Holt Pfeiler
Mayor

Note: Hard signed copy of letter to followin mail
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Comment 138 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Helvey

Email Address: shelvey@cityofwhittier.org
Affiliation: City of Whittier

Subject: ARB Scoping Plan
Comment:

Letter attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/620-ab_32 scoping_plan.doc'

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 13:33:34
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Comment 139 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Walt

Last Name: Seifert

Email Address: saba@sacbike.org

Affiliation: Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates

Subject: AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan comments
Comment:

Eval uati on of public health benefits
Thank you for expandi ng the discussion of health benefits in the
AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan. 1In addition to the air pollution
rel ated health benefits, we encourage you to include the health
benefits and rel ated cost savings fromincreased physical activity.
The expected node shift fromdriving to human powered
transportation will allow people to integrated physical activity
into their daily routines. There are significant cost benefits
fromthe increased | evels of physical activity resulting from such
a node shift. The recently published report, “Active
Transportation for Anerica” quantifies the cost benefits nationally
based on two possi bl e node shift scenarios. This report can be
found at http://ww.railstotrails.org/index.htmn .

The cost benefit nunbers in the “Active Transportation for

America” report are conservative. The report understates the cost
benefits of a node shift to nore wal king and bicycling. 1t does
not address pollution related health benefits nor include the cost
savings froma reduction in traffic fatalities, injuries and
property damage. As we noted earlier, crash costs are estimated to
be nmore than $164B annually for the U S. (AAA Crashes vs.
Congestion: Wat’'s Cost to Society)

Regi onal targets

We continue to believe that enission reductions would be nore
likely to be achieved and nore appropriated focused, if the plan
i ncl uded much hi gher regional |and use targets—n the range of
11-14 MM instead of 2-5 MMI. The higher targets are achievable
and woul d hel p nmake recently passed SB 375 nore effective.

Addr essi ng VMI

We strongly believe the plan should call for specific reductions

in Vehicle Mles Travelled (VMI). The transportation section is
the | argest source of GHG emi ssions. Until the recent spike in the
price of gas, VMI has continually increased. It will be very
difficult to achieve planned em ssion reductions w thout directly
addressing the | argest source of em ssions, establishing a goal for
VMI reductions and policies that directly, rather than indirectly,
relate to that goal

Long Term Traj ectory

The graph of projected greenhouse gas em ssi ons shows em ssions
increasing until 2010 and declining thereafter. |In 2010, the

enmi ssions curve turns on a dime and thereafter projected em ssions
decline in a continued, very steep downward slope for the next 40
years.



It is uncertain whether this em ssion projection is realistic. It
seens unlikely that em ssion reductions will exceed what is in the
pl an, especially in the first few years. It certainly is prudent
for the plan to have flexibility and for progress to be closely
noni t ored

Since progress in emssion reductions may be | ess than planned, we
recommend that the plan include nore tools to reduce transportation
rel ated GHG eni ssions. The tools should be devel oped and agreed
upon in advance so they could be inplenmented in the short and
md-term Sone possible tools include:

Par ki ng cashout and parki ng charges

Requirement for bicycle facilities (showers, |ockers and bike
parking) in green buildings

Expedi ent inplenentation of AB 1358, which call for Conplete
Streets in the circulation element in general plans

| mpl enent ati on of Conplete Streets concepts in Prop 1B projects
Retrofitting of existing streets to make them Conplete Streets
Safe Routes to School Prograns

Safe Routes to Transit Prograns

Increase in gas taxes

Car bon fees

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 14:16:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John D. (Jack)

Last Name: Van Patten

Email Address: bookmanjack@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Hearing in re: Approval of AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Menbers of the Board:
SUBJECT: AB32 Scopi ng Pl an Hearing on Novenber 20, 2008-11-19

| urge you to restore the target in the Scoping Plan for GHG
reductions for land use to the 15-18%in the original document.

Current growmh patterns put the state on a path that will result
in a 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years,
meking it virtually inpossible for California to reach the 2050
goal of reducing our em ssions by 80% over 1990 | evels, the anopunt
needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our clinmate. The current
2020 target of 5 MMI is not high enough to get California on track
to achi eve the 2050 goal

In the face of the present econom c debacle, and the faster than
antici pated worsening of the climate crisis, it is inperative that
t he Board strengthen, rather than weaken the AB32 Scoping Pl an.

‘ Busi ness-as-usual’ has been overtaken by events that do not
provi de for what we have taken for granted in the past: we are
entering the Long Energency; failing to ‘strengthen the things that

remain’ (the original targets in the AB32 Scoping Plan) only make
t hi ngs so much worse than they need to be.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 14:29:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Diane
Last Name: Bailey
Email Address: dbailey@nrdc.org
Affiliation: JOINT COMMENTS

Subject: Joint Enviro Recommendatins on Industrial Sector
Comment:

Pl ease accept this summary of recomendati ons to strengthen public
health protections with two industrial sector measures.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/624-enviro_recommendations_for_the_industrial_sector-one pager.doc’

Original File Name: Enviro Recommendations for the Industrial Sector-One Pager.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:02:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Terri

Last Name: Shirhall

Email Address: tshirhall @roseville.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Roseville

Subject: City of Roseville Commentsre. 10/8 Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached file is the City of Roseville conment letter re. the
Oct ober 2008 Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/626-2_scopingplancomments 111808.pdf’

Original File Name: 2_ScopingPlanComments_111808.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:13:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Bates

Email Address: rbates@sogate.org
Affiliation: City of South Gate

Subject: City of South Gate's Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

City of South Gate Letter

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/627-city_of south_gate arb_scoping_plan_comments.doc'

Original File Name: City of South Gate ARB scoping plan comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:14:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Santos

Email Address. rsantos@ci.lake-forest.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Lake Forest

Subject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan (Pursuant to AB 32)
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter fromthe City of Lake Forest.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/628-ab_32 scoping_plan_letter.pdf’

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:37:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Pratt

Email Address: L Pratt@sandiego.gov
Affiliation: City of San Diego

Subject: City of San Diego response to Scoping Plan- November 19, 2008
Comment:

Pl ease see attachment for the conplete response fromthe City of
San Di ego.

It is inmportant to consider our introductory statenents before
proceeding to the detail ed analysis of the Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichol s:

The City of San Diego has taken an active role in the review of

the Draft Scoping Plan, and this is our second set of conments to
ARB. Table One is a summary of the comments previously subnitted in
July 2008. The statenments in this letter are designed to add to,
not replace, the previous response fromthe City of San D ego.

We are requesting that ARB seriously consider our perspective. W
are di sappointed that very few of the comments previously subnmtted
were captured in the current revision. Simlarly, the Loca
Governnent Operations Protocol referenced in the Scoping Plan was
approved by ARB wi thout many of the requested changes and
clarification requested by |ocal governments.

FULL RESPONSE | S ATTACHED

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/629-sd_comments_scoping_plan_nov_19 2008-final .pdf'

Origina File Name: SD Comments Scoping Plan Nov 19 2008-final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:42:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Ambrose

Email Address: bambrose@murrieta.org
Affiliation: City of Murrieta

Subject: City of Murrieta Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

See file upload.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/630-mayor.ab_32_scoping_plan.pdf'

Original File Name: Mayor.AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:50:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Aaron

Last Name: Lehmer

Email Address: aaron@ellabakercenter.org
Affiliation: Ella Baker Center for Human Rights

Subject: Ella Baker Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you for considering our reconmendations for AB 32's Proposed
Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/632-statement-psp-10-20-08.doc'

Original File Name: Statement-PSP-10-20-08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:54:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Wyman

Email Address: robert.wyman@Ilw.com
Affiliation: Latham & Watkins

Subject: California Climate Coalition Comments
Comment:

Attached is the witten testinony of the California Climate
Coalition for the Novenber 20, 2008 Board heari ng.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/635-ccc_scoping_plan_testimony _nov_20_2008.pdf’

Original File Name: CCC Scoping Plan Testimony Nov 20 2008.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:16:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brandy

Last Name: Quitevis

Email Address: brandy @cityofsoledad.com
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Soledad Response
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent containing the City of Sol edad's
conment s.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/636-sb375Itr.11.19.08.doc'

Original File Name: SB375Ltr.11.19.08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:22:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 150 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jeremy

Last Name: Cantor

Email Address: jeremy@preventioninstitute.org
Affiliation: Prevention Institute

Subject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Prevention Institute is pleased to submit comments on the
California Air Resources Board's proposed scoping plan for AB32.
Attached you will find a letter with our comments. Please feel free
to contact Jeremy Cantor (jerenmy@reventioninstitute.org) or Janani
Sri kant har aj ah (j anani @reventioninstitute.org) with any questions.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-

ol d/scopingpln08/638-

prevention_institute_comment_letter_on_carb_proposed _scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: Prevention Institute Comment Letter on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:42:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 151 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Keith

Last Name: Till

Email Address: ktill @ci.santee.ca.us
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Santee Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Novenber 19, 2008

Mary N chol s

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. 0. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: City of Santee Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed
Scopi ng Pl an

Dear Chair Nichol s:

On behalf of the City of Santee, thank you for the opportunity to
conment on the California Air Resources Board's (ARB) Proposed
Scopi ng Pl an

We are currently nmaking plans to reduce our City’'s greenhouse gas
(GHG enmissions with cost efficient and innovative solutions. As
part of our City's Sustainability Project, we will be conducting
energy audits, conpleting GHG i nventories, creating action plans
and i nplenmenting cost effective prograns to reduce enissions and
i mprove our carbon footprint.

Wiile the Gty of Santee is generally supportive of a nunmber of
the prograns and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is
crucial that state policymakers account for the nmeans that will be
needed to achieve the goals. Wth the state’s recent “take” of

| ocal redevel opnent dollars, along with declining property tax and
sal es tax revenues, we have concern about the ability of |oca
jurisdictions, |ike ourselves, to finance many of these efforts on
their own.

We encourage ARB to consider what can be done to provide
incentives for the type of planning and decision-naking that wll
be required to reduce GHG enissions. While we recogni ze that

i ncentives may be beyond the scope of the ARB's direct authority,
the board has an inportant voice within state governnent. W also
request that any targeted fees naxim ze econonic benefits and

m ni m ze economic harm Local governnments enact fees to cover
costs associated with operating |local progranms, with an

under standi ng of the inmpact that fee may have on the community. W
nmust not inplenent fees wthout |ooking at the cost to conmunities
and | ocal businesses that allow our communities to thrive.

Finally, as both the state and | ocal governnents are faced with



critical budget shortages, additional costs to invest heavily in
GHG em ssion technologies in the next two to three years wll
becorme nore burdensone for |ocal governnents. Wile |ocal
governments can influence devel opnent design to a certain extent,
the reality is that developers will only build projects that are
profitable and will be purchased by willing custoners. |In order to
ef fect the desired change, incentives nust be provided to the

devel opnent community and | ocal agencies in order to encourage nore
devel opnent in areas where the reductions in GHG enissions will be
the greatest. The City of Santee strongly encourages the ARB to
consider these Iimtations as it noves forward with the Scopi ng

Pl an

Thank you again for the opportunity to comrent. The Gty of
Santee | ooks forward to working with the ARB in the future.

Si ncerely,

Keith Till
Gty Manager

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/640-ab 32 scoping_plan_letter.doc'

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Letter.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:45:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 152 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Holober

Email Address: holober@consumercal.org
Affiliation: Consumer Federation of California

Subject: CFC Support for Vehicle Feebates in AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Consuner Federation of California's support letter for vehicle
feebates in AB 32 scoping plan is attached. W plan to testify at
Novenber 20 2008 heari ng.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/641-081119 carb_feebate Itrhead.pdf’

Original File Name: 081119 CARB feebate Itrhead.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:48:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 153 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Corbett

Email Address: jcorbett@Ilgc.org
Affiliation: Local Government Commission

Subject: Local Governments for target of 11-14 MMTCO2e
Comment:

Dear Air Resources Board Menbers:

Wil e we appreciate CARB s inclusion of better conmunity design in
reduci ng VMI, the proposed em ssions reduction target for |and use
and transportation (5MMVI) is very |low Local governnents can do
much better, and with support fromthe State, we can do it much
faster. W believe the target should be at between 11-14 MVI

Pl ease see our attached letter which includes signatures from 70
Local Covernment Comm ssion nenbers.

Thanks,

Judy Cor bett

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/642-letter_to_carb_10.24.doc’

Original File Name: Letter to CARB 10.24.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:50:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 154 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rob

Last Name: Rundle

Email Address: rru@sandag.org
Affiliation: SANDAG

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

SANDAG respectfully subnmits comments on the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/643-scoping_plan_letter 111908.pdf’

Original File Name: Scoping Plan Letter 111908.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:52:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 155 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Blabey

Email Address: tom@goletavalley.com
Affiliation: Goleta Valley Chamber of Commerce

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Signed hard copy will submitted via USPS.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/644-ab 32 19nov.doc'

Original File Name: AB 32 19NQV .doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:54:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 156 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Don

Last Name: Anair

Email Address: danair@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: Trucks and Goods Movement Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find attached conments regardi ng the heavy-duty trucks and
goods novenent portion of the scopingplan subrmitted on behal f of
natural Resources Defense Council, Sierra Cub California, The
Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewabl e Technol ogy, Anerican
Lung Associatio of California, and Environnmental Defense Fund.

Regar ds,
Don Anair
Seni or Anal yst
Uni on of Concerned Scientists

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/645-trucks and_goods movement_scoping_plan_comments_11-19-08.pdf’

Original File Name: Trucks and Goods Movement Scoping Plan Comments 11-19-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:55:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 157 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: roy

Last Name: ramsland

Email Address: royr@lahabracity.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 scoping Plan comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/646-ab 32 scoping_plan__nov08 2 .pdf’

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan nov08 (2).paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:03:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 158 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: van de Kamp

Email Address: mvandekamp@ci.santa-maria.ca.us
Affiliation: City of SantaMaria

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Hearing L etter
Comment:

Attached is a letter fromthe City of Santa Maria to the ARB.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/647-air_resources board_|etter.pdf’

Original File Name: Air Resources Board |etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:03:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 159 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Novotny

Email Address: Inovotny @lakewoodcity.org
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Lakewood comments on proposed scoping plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/648-lakewood _arb_comment_letter to proposed scoping_plan.doc'

Original File Name: Lakewood ARB comment letter to Proposed Scoping Plan.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:06:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 160 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jorge

Last Name: Rifa

Email Address: jorger@ci.commerce.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Commerce

Subject: AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment letter fromCity of Commerce / Mayor
Del Rio.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/649-Itr_del_rio 081119 arb proposed scoping_plan.pdf'

Original File Name: Itr Del Rio 081119 ARB Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:39:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 161 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Autumn

Last Name: Bernstein

Email Address: autumn@climateplan.org
Affiliation: ClimatePlan

Subject: ClimatePlan comments - Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

pl ease see attachment

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/651-climateplan_11-19-08.pdf’

Original File Name: ClimatePlan_11-19-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:42:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 162 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club's Top Priorities for Changes in Scoping Plan
Comment:

COVVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A,
Novenmber 19, 2008

To California Air Resources Board Menbers and Staff:

Sierra Club California conmends CARB' s forward nmovenent on this
conpr ehensi ve, far-reaching AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan. It can
ultimately be a nodel for the nation and the world. The Plan will
help California build a stronger, cleaner econony that will create
jobs, protect us fromoil price surges, and reduce pollution that
causes climte disruption.

Sierra Club welcones this opportunity for comment. At this
critical decision point, and in ensuing years as AB 32

i mpl enent ati on neasures are devel oped in nore detail, Sierra Cub
will continue to press for those high-priority neasures nost |ikely
to move us forward quickly to a | ow carbon energy econony while

mai nt ai ni ng fairness and equity.

CARB' s Proposed Scoping Plan is nmoving in the right direction. W
support the ten specific changes on pages 3-4. W recommend further
st rengt heni ng, however, before the Plan is adopted in Decenber
Sierra Cub’s volunteers and staff have prepared a full set of
conments, presented bel ow.

Qur top priorities for changes in the Proposed AB 32 Scoping Pl an

1) Concentrate on carbon fees to generate revenues, but if
cap-and-trade is used, CARB should commit to a rapid inplenentation
of 100% auctioning of allowances.. |If offsets are allowed, they
nust be very limted, located only within or near our state's
border, and have no adverse inpacts on environnental justice.

Pr ogram r evenues should go toward GHG reduction prograns, such as
cl ean technol ogi es, green jobs, and aid for |owinconme consuners
and smal | busi nesses.

2) Increase the goals for em ssions reductions fromlower vehicle
traffic by enforced regional |and use planning requirenents.

3) Require comercial recycling and take meani ngful steps toward
for zero waste and Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR)



Addi tional priorities include:

1) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool anmong market mechani sns.
O her tools should be brought forward nore robustly, including
feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-term action
agenda. See details in the follow ng pages.

2) Make sure the 33% renewabl es electricity standard is achieved
bef ore 2020, either through | egislation or regulatory action.
Pronot e and enabl e Community Choice Electricity Aggregation (CCA)
and feed-in tariffs as potentially powerful GHG reduction

nmechani sns. | npl emrent the CPUC RPS Report, October 2008, which
states (p. 10): “If the state is required to generate 33% of its
energy from renewabl e resources by 2020, then all new procuremnment
of new energy resources between now and 2020 rmust be entirely
renewabl e energy, except sone new fossil for peaking capacity and
to replace aging fossil plants critical to renewable integration.”

3) Gve nore specificity and anplitude to the goal of electrifying
transportati on, especially greatly expandi ng ZEV nunbers (plug-ins
and electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too | ow projected

| evel s. This woul d reap huge GHG reductions.

4) Place a higher priority on reducing methane enissions, since

the Plan greatly underestimates the significance of methane

em ssions by using the 100-year gl obal warmng potential. Over a
shorter time horizon, nethane accounts for 17%to perhaps well over
30% of the state’'s GHGs, rather than the 5. 7% indicated in the 2004
i nventory.

5) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases al so hel p,
whenever possible, to clean up California s unhealthy air
especially in already highly inpacted areas.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:13:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 163 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club's Overall Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

OVERALL COMMENTS

* W are pleased that the Proposed Plan seeks to neet the law s
requi renent of rolling back our greenhouse gas emi ssions to 1990
| evel s by 2020.

e« Scientists now suggest, however, that goal of 1990 |evels by

2020 may be inadequate. The Plan now w sely incorporates

i ntentional redundancies and a “nmargin of safety” that could
anticipate the possibility that urgent action is nore pressing than
current assunptions would indicate. The GHG concentration in the
at nosphere may be at the tipping point, as evidence of the newly
recogni zed rapid rel ease of arctic permafrost and seabed net hane
gives us even less tinme for GHG reducti ons before runaway warm ng

t akes over.

W welcone this Plan’s statenent that California cannot afford
delay in reducing pollution that causes global warning. The
potential costs of inaction or delayed action are i measurably
greater than the cost of inplenentation now.

* CARB' s plan, which relies predoninately on direct regul ations

for the electricity and transportati on sectors to reach the state's
2020 emission reduction goal, sets a standard for other states and
the federal government in nost areas. However, there are
substantive flaws in the plan’s approach to “cap-and-trade” and

“of fsets.”

e Sierra Cub strongly supports the new plan's prom ses to cut

nore em ssions than previous drafts did. W al so support the plan’s
proposal to include: auctioning of enission allowances to
polluters; nore limtations on offsets; recognition of nuch higher
potential for recycling and zero waste; nore nonentum for
significant changes in current |land use and transportation

pl anni ng; and nore enphasis on green job creation in the fields of
cl ean power and energy efficiency. The Plan now nmakes a stronger
case for the econom c and health benefits of clean energy.

e The Plan correctly points out that many powerful parall el
policies must be pursued in order to renove all the state's narket
barriers and regulatory inpediments to GHG reduction. State
climate prograns need the full force of CARB s backing to such
paral |l el measures as Feed-In Tariffs, Carbon Fees and Conmunity



Choice Electricity

* W support the inclusion of co-benefits from GHG reducti ons such
as public health inprovenents and better energy efficiency.
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Comment 164 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club: Recommended Actions: Role of State and Local Governments
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

1. RECOVMMENDED ACTI ONS
A. ROLE OF THE STATE: SETTI NG AN EXAMPLE (p. 24)

e Sierra Cub applauds the explicit conmtment of the state
government to |lead by exanple, with a target of a mni num of 30
percent reduction by 2020. W encourage i medi ate inplenmentation
of all the actions listed, plus nore to be identified.

B. ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT: ESSENTI AL PARTNERS (p. 26)

e Sierra Club is pleased that SB 375 requires CARB to work
closely with | ocal governnents to establish strong regional targets
for greenhouse gas reduction through the SB 375 process.

* W believe CARB's goal for |ocal governnents of a 15% GHG
reduction fromcurrent |evels by 2020 is feasible.

» CARB should set a higher goal of at least 11 million netric

tons in greenhouse gas reductions to be achieved fromreductions in
vehicle mles travel ed. W believe research supports the
feasibility of a higher goal

* CARB shoul d provide substantial technical and financi al
assistance to | ocal governments, in addition to guidance protocols,
to help them reduce greenhouse gases fromtransportation and | and
use, as well as other sectors, including energy and recycling.
These governments are fiscally hard-pressed by the econony's
downturn and credit collapse. Many are facing enpl oyee |ayoffs.
They do not have the talent or expertise to devise and execute such
CGHG plans. They al so need financial and technical assistance from
state and federal sources; conpliance will be difficult w thout
that aid.

e SB 375 is insufficient by itself. Needed also are tools for
| ocal governnents to translate GHG reduction targets into | oca
action.

e CARB should actively promote and facilitate Conmrunity Choice
Electricity Aggregation (AB 117, 2002), which Sierra C ub believes
is the single nost potent step nunicipalities can take to quickly
reduce their greenhouse gas eni ssions substantially in the next
decade.
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Comment 165 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club's Comments on Emissions Reductions, Cap-and-Auction, Offsets
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

C. EM SSI ONS REDUCTI ON MEASURES
« W are concerned about the follow ng statenent by CARB on p. 28:

“Expiration of existing utility long-termcontracts with coa
plants will reduce GHG eni ssions when such generation is repl aced
by renewabl e generation, coal with carbon sequestration, or natura
gas generation, which emts |ess CO2 per negawatt-hour.” This
statement is too vague to be of use for policy guidance, since
there is a big difference between replacing coal plants with
natural gas and buil ding renewabl es. On average, when conpared to
coal, natural gas plants reduce carbon di oxide by roughly 40% And
carbon sequestration technol ogi es—+n the near termtinmeframe—are
expected to capture and sequester only a tiny fraction of carbon
em ssions fromcoal plants. Both of these options conpare quite
unfavorably with nost renewabl es. At present carbon sequestration
is too costly and under-researched. The additional energy required
to separate and sequester carbon nakes this an unecononic strategy.
Further expansion of natural gas generation cannot be the
direction if GHG reduction targets are to be met. Instead, no new
fossil fuel generation plants should be built and all new
i nvestment capital should be put into renewable, zero-em ssion
generation. Al actions should keep to the fast path toward >80%
reduction by 2050. A careful examination of data will show that
achieving California s clean energy policies, including the 33%
renewabl e standard and both the short and | ong-term greenhouse gas
reduction targets, will require all new generation to be
renewabl e.

1. California Cap and Trade Program Linked to Western Cinmate
Initiative (p. 30)

Direct Em ssion Reductions: Sierra Club is pleased that the Plan
proposes nost of the required GHG reductions come from performance
standards that directly reduce em ssions, such as California's

cl ean-car, renewabl e-energy, and energy-efficiency prograns, and

i ncentive prograns |like the Solar Initiative, with only 20%
proposed for the carbon pollution narket program |If possible, we
would Iike to see that percentage nade even | ower.

The Plan correctly points out that nany powerful parallel policies
must acconpany "cap and trade" in order to renmove all the state's
i ngrai ned narket barriers and regul atory inpediments to GHG



reduction. State climate progranms need to give these parallel
nmeasures — |like Feed-in Tariffs, carbon fees, and Conmunity Choice
Electricity Aggregation — the full force of ARB s backing.

e Sierra Cub urges CARB to consider the nerits of replacing cap
and trade with a carbon fee. A carbon fee would aid business

pl anni ng and benefit busi nesses, because the price of carbon under
a fee systemis nore predictable than the outcone of a cap and
trade/auction. In addition, such a fee would provide a predictable
source of incone for the state to put into Scoping Plan

i mpl enentation. Under the precedent of the Sinclair Paint case,
expendi tures of revenue from carbon fees nust be related to the

i ssue of carbon em ssions. CARB has not given this fee option the
attention or study it nerits.

We urge CARB to nake even clearer that cap-and-trade is no
panacea. Over-reliance on unproven cap-and-trade schenmes would be a
ri sky ganbl e.

« If California establishes a cap-and-trade program it should
requi re 100 percent auction fromthe start in order to be fair to
everyone, including consunmers and producers. Auctioning pollution
al l owances is the sinplest, npost fair and effective choice.
Pol I uting industries should receive a clear, imediate indication
that the state is heading in this direction. CARB s draft
i mpl enent ati on plan says that achi eving 100 percent auctioning is a
"wort hwhil e goal .”

* In the event a cap-and-trade programis adopted, we agree wth
the Market Advisory Conmittee’s recommendation of “a transition to
full auction within the cap-and-trade program noting that a system
in which California ultimately auctions all of its em ssion

al  owances is consistent with fundanental objectives of
cost-effectiveness, fairness and sinplicity.” (Appendix I, p. C19)
On the other hand, we are very concerned by CARB' s quote that “WC
Partner jurisdictions have agreed to a nini mum percentage of

al | owances auctioned increasing from10 percent in the first

t hree-year conpliance period to 25 percent in 2020.” These | ow
amounts would fail to provide an incentive for early GHG
reductions. |In addition, the climte crisis is so great, that we

need substantial revenue as soon as possible to support massive
reductions of GHGs and other air pollutants through fostering the
transition to a | ow carbon society.

* Al of the Northeastern and Md-Atlantic states involved in the
Regi onal G eenhouse Gas Initiative (RGA) decided to auction nearly
or fully 100 percent of their allowances, even though a much | ower
m ni mum was di scussed earlier in the RGE process. Al t hough RGAE
was severely flawed by over-issuing allowances, the RGE states
raised $38.6 mllion in the first U S auction for global warm ng
pol lution pernmits. This noney can be used to benefit consumers and
i nvest in clean energy and other green investnents.

e Gving away pollution permts for free would generate w ndfal
profits for polluters and enrich out-of-state corporate
sharehol ders at the expense of Californians.

e Sierra Cub strongly supports the CPUC and CEC recomendati on
that “all auction revenues be used for purposes related to AB 32.”
Thi s money should go toward cl ean energy technol ogi es, public
transit and environnental mtigation, green jobs, and aid for

| ow-i ncome consumers and snall businesses. Funding will also be



required to provide training in renewable energy job skills for
peopl e now working in the fossil fuel industry and to help

| owi ncome consuners and smal |l businesses reduce their utility
bills through greatly inproved energy efficiency.

e Sierra Club is concerned that aligning with the Western Cinate
Initiative (W) could dilute California’s programand result in
fewer em ssions reductions and nore del ays, unless California can
bring other states up to higher standards than WCI is currently
recomendi ng. The Desi gn Reconmendations for the WCI Regi ona
Cap- and- Trade Program states (Appendix |, p. D-54): “The W
recomends each Partner auction a ninimum percentage, between 25

percent and 75 percent, of its allowance budget.” If California
agrees to this, it could nean that between 25% and 75% of eni ssions
al |l owances will be given away for free to the biggest polluters in

the state. This is unacceptable.

« Direct reductions in capped sectors are vastly preferable to

of fsets. CARB shoul d require power and oil conpanies to invest in
renewabl e energy and cl eaner transportation, rather than to pay
soneone el se in sone other jurisdiction to reduce their pollution
Any of fsets should be linted in nunber and subjected to rigorous
criteria (See nore discussion below). W are al so concerned about
how WCI ' s recommendati ons for cap-and-trade and offsets relate to
concerns of the environmental justice community. W note that,
anong WCI menber states, California is the only state with an

of ficial environmental justice advisory commttee for climate

i ssues, and we are disturbed by the failure of the WCl process to
give sufficient attention to EJ concerns.

e California should not allow em ssions trading with any
jurisdiction that does not have a hard em ssions cap of AB 32-like
stringency, because such trading woul d renpve the assurance that
our em ssions reductions were real

e No trading in em ssions should be allowed if it causes “hot
spots” that exacerbate air pollution at the local |evel, especially
within communities already beset by environnental justice issues.

» Aggressive steps nust be taken to guard agai nst | eakage by
neasuring the carbon emission at its actual point of production for
el ectrical generation consuned in CA at its actual point of
producti on.

* Every product manufactured in the world today has its own carbon
footprint—+he carbon enissions associated with the production of
that product. To maintain a fair nmarket for California goods, CARB
shoul d require that producers of em ssion-intensive products

i mported for consunption in California purchase the sane emn ssions
al  owances that California producers must when they sell their
products in the sane market. Simlarly, em ssions associated with
products produced in California but exported should be allocated to
the exporting state or nation rather than California. Any other
principle would sorely disadvantage California industries and act
as a powerful lever for driving additional jobs offshore.

OFFSETS

CARB' s Pl an undercuts its cap-and-trade program by unduly relying
on offsets. These are credits that polluters in capped sectors can
buy based on estimated pollution reductions nade by others in
uncapped sectors. In this way, offsets substitute for cuts that



could have been made directly by polluters in the electricity,
industrial, and transportation sectors directly addressed by

cap- and-trade. Both CARB and WCI woul d al | ow approxi mately hal f of
the required pollution reductions under a cap-and-trade systemto
occur through offsets.

However, CARB's plan goes beyond the WCI's mininumoffset limt.
WCl allows states to use offsets for as nmuch as 49 percent of
reductions over the lifetine of the programw thout rules on when
pol luters can use offsets. Under that approach, polluters could
rely entirely on offsets in the early years of the program which
could allow polluters in capped sectors to delay naking their own
em ssion reductions until later years, in some cases not unti
2018. In contrast, California has decided it will limt the use of
of fsets to 49 percent during each three-year round of reductions
under WCI. In that way, California will guarantee at |east some
real reductions in sectors covered by a cap-and-trade system

t hroughout the program s earlier years.

Rat her than outsourcing efforts around the world through offsets
to cut GHG enissions, California should be aggressively harnessing
its own energies and capacities to devel op new clean technol ogi es
that can hel p reduce global warm ng pollution here and around the
wor | d.

e |If offsets are allowed, they must be very limted in nunmber and
subj ected to rigorous criteria. The Proposed CARB Scopi ng Pl an
suggests limting offsets to 10 percent of a firms "conpliance
obligation." CARB nmust clarify that this neans that no nore than 10
percent of the emtter’s required reductions may conme from of fsets,
not 10 percent of its total eni ssions.

e Wiile the proposed plan does lint emission offsets nore than
the draft did, it still allows up to 49 percent of em ssion
reductions to come fromoffsets, fromanywhere in the world — not
just fromCalifornia. This would allow pollution to continue in

| ow-i ncome conmunities that already carry a heavier burden of

pol luting industries. ARB nust put in place strict safeguards to
assure that pollution trading and of fsets do not harmair quality
in those conmunities.

e W are opposed to any systemthat would relieve any donestic
emitter of carbon frompaying for their fair share of the costs of
the carbon they enit in exchange for “offsets,” either for
internationally produced CO2 enissions or donestically for
activities designed to enhance carbon sinks, like tree planting.
VWi | e government and private support of inmproved soil carbon
content and reforesting are highly desirable, it is inmpossible to
retain the integrity and effectiveness of a programto reduce
donestic CO2 emissions if it is conbined with an internationa
tradi ng mechanisminvolving efforts to preserve and enhance carbon
si nks.

* W oppose tradi ng between sources of carbon pollution and

sinks, like forests, that store carbon. The ability of forests to
store carbon should not becone a justification for maintaining

hi gher em ssions of air pollution. W need both 80%reductions in
donestic CO2 em ssions and strong prograns to enhance carbon sinks;
we should not “trade” them off against each other. This separation
of carbon control systens is especially inportant given the
increasing vulnerability of California's forests and other flora
owing to fire, drought and potential effects of clinate change.
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Comment 166 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bud

Last Name: Beebe

Email Address: bbeebe@smud.org
Affiliation: SMUD

Subject: Oral Comments - AB32 Preliminary Scoping Plan
Comment:

SMID - Oal Version - Beebe - [3 ninutes]
Items for CARB public comments to be presented Nov 20th with
witten follow up

We appreciate the hard work that the ARB staff has done in putting
t oget her a conprehensi ve approach to neeting the AB32 targets. SMJD
supports the electric sector progranmati c neasures; the 33% RPS

the energy efficiency targets, the California Solar Initiative, and
the need for allowance trading.

[Don't start Cap & Trade without Transportation Sector] Wth
respect to cap and trade, one of the npbst inmportant considerations
that the ARB has nmintai ned throughout the devel opment of the
Scopi ng Pl an has been one of fairness. W applaud this. However,

t he scoping plan shows the electric sector and industrial sectors
subject to a cap in 2012, but the transportation and natural gas
sectors not until 2015. Not requiring allowances to be held by
transportation and natural gas anobunts to preferential treatnent
and pl aces considerably nore burden for paying for AB32 upon the
electricity and industrial sectors. This is a fairness issue that
cannot be overl ooked.

[ Specific inclusion of some early offset programs needed now. ]

The PSP nmakes the case that inclusion of emissions offsets wll
help nitigate all owance prices under cap and trade. Today, the
carbon offset industry in California is truly just getting started.
Avail abl e protocols that might enable conpliance are linmited.

Devel opnent of projects under those limted project types are very
prelimnary, and projects take years to provide first reductions.
SMUD has had sone experience with this through our voluntary
customer carbon of fset programfor which we are devel opi ng two
dairy digester projects and are soliciting additional offsets

t hrough conpetitive bids. But to truly help, ARB could accelerate
its carbon offset protocol process and fast-track adopti on of

regul ations under H & S Code § 38571 to verify and enforce
reductions so that verified offsets can be banked early and used
for conpliance in 2012.

[ Li near reducing cap not practical] As required, the Scoping
Plan identifies sufficient G eenhouse Gas enission reductions to
enable California to neet its em ssions goal by the year 2020.
However Figure 1 of Appendix C shows, significant mandatory
reductions are expected to occur even in the earliest years of the
program and continue evenly throughout the period. W are unaware
of specific investigations that show how t he Scopi ng Pl an prograns
wi Il produce this linear reduction of emissions with time. It’s



clear that such investigations will be needed before setting yearly
em ssion caps. Sinply assuming that a linear reduction in

emi ssions is achievable is insufficient, and could well increase
costs unnecessarily.

Thank you for your consideration of our comrents, these and sone
addi ti onal suggestions will be submtted in witten form Thank
you.
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Comment 167 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comments on Light Duty Vehicle GHG Standards
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

2. California Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards (p. 38)

e Sierra Cub supports inplenentation of the Pavley “Cl ean Cars”
standards, which continue to call for reduction of global warm ng
pol lution from personal vehicles. Wile the Pavley standards wl|l
hel p us to nmeet 2020 requirenents for greenhouse gas reductions,
California needs nore inprovenents in vehicle technol ogy before
2020 in order to neet our 2050 goals. The state should inmediately
begin a dramatic shift toward plug-in hybrid electric vehicles and
battery electric vehicles to begin the ranp-up needed to neet 2050
greenhouse gas reduction goals. This should be stated specifically
inthe Plan to nake sure it is inplenented.

e The state should i mmediately create a Battery Electric Vehicle
Partnership with industry to speed the electrification of its
light-duty vehicle fleet.

e The minimum goal of 7,500 Zero Em ssion Vehicles (ZEVS)
currently required by the Zero Em ssion Vehicle Programin

2012- 2014 is grossly inadequate. CARB shoul d establish a goal of
hundreds of thousands of ZEVs in that timeframe, and reconmrend

i ncreased funding for inmedi ate devel opnent of plug-in hybrid
vehicles and infrastructure for all plug-in vehicles.

» CARB should create a program and incentives to encourage
conversion of the 100,000 hybrids now in use to plug-in hybrids,
and nandate all appropriate state fleet vehicles be plug-in or
zer o- emi ssi on vehicl es.

e CARB's Plan to reduce tail pipe em ssions fromcars and trucks
recommends that the state eval uate and possibly inplenent a
"feebates" program a systemof one-tine rebates and surcharges on
new passenger cars and |ight trucks based on the anmount of gl obal
warnming pollution they emt. Sierra Cub supports a feebates
programthat coul d supplenment California's tail pi pe standards.
According to a University of Mchigan study, inplenenting a clean
car di scount programwould deliver an additional 21 percent
reduction in global warm ng pollution beyond the tail pi pe

st andar ds.

Important: Sierra Cub supports adoption of a “feebate” systemin
addition to the Pavley regul ations, not just as a back-up to the
Pavl ey regul ations.



A feebate program woul d nake cl eaner cars nore affordable for
everyone. Cl eaner cars cost less to operate, so people would save

noney on gas. Autonakers woul d have an added incentive to produce
cl eaner vehicl es.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:34:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 168 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comments on Energy Efficiency
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

3. Energy Efficiency (p. 41)

e Sierra Cub supports all the energy-efficiency efforts listed

by CARB. In fact, we believe that even greater reductions in the
pol lution that causes global warm ng can be gained by further
strengt hening efficiency and conservation efforts. In particular

it is necessary to strengthen i ndependent auditing, measurenent and
verification of efficiency neasures and prograns.

e The Plan’s goal of 32,000 gigawatt-hours of electric power
demand reduction by 2020 falls far short of the econom c potential
for 60,000 gigawatt-hours of savings if all technol ogy options are
i ncluded (as described in the California Energy Comm ssion 2007
Integrated Energy Policy Report, p. 98). The larger goal is nore in
line with the Western Governors efficiency recommendati on of 20%
reduction from projected demand, which their advisory panel said
was |ikely achievable well before the 2020 target year if best
practices were used.

« The nandatory Green Buil ding Standards Code update schedul ed
for 2010 needs to be strengthened. CARB pressure could help.

Conmi ssioning, quality control and enforcement of green buil di ng
standards and practices in actual construction and renovati on has
becone acutely inportant as evidence nmounts within the trade that
many so-called “green” projects do not deliver the efficiency
savi ngs adverti sed.

e Can CARB provide nore detail in terns of the three neasures in
CR-1 (separate out the expected reductions fromthe three
strategi es outlined)?

e By 2020, California should be able to go well beyond the SB
1470 goal of only 0.1 mllion tons of annual reductions fromsolar
wat er heating, through encouragi ng public-private partnerships.

e CARB should recomend to the CPUC that energy-efficiency
prograns be admini stered i ndependently fromthe utility conpanies,
and expand the use of Standard O fer contracts based upon
performance. The California Public Utilities Conm ssion

i nvestigated this in 2002 and concl uded that independent providers
were nore cost effective, particularly for residential custoners.
The CPUC is devel opi ng i ndependent and obj ective systens for
nmeasuring and verification of energy-efficiency program savings,



and should be urged to fully deploy this in a tinely manner.
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Comment 169 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Renewabl es Portfolio Standard
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

4. Renewabl es Portfolio Standard (p. 44)

e Sierra Cub is pleased to see CARB' s recomendation for a 33%
Renewabl e Portfolio Standard (RPS) for electricity providers. This
f orwar d-t hi nki ng neasure shoul d be quickly given the force of |aw
for all utilities, either by regulatory action or by |legislation
On July 24, 2008, Sierra Cub presented the Governor and the

| egislature’s |l eadership with a 14-point plan to reform and

suppl enent RPS

e W appreciate the nention of “broad-based participation from
many parties and the renoval of barriers.” W |look forward to nore
consi derati on of the environnental and consuner points of view

« Although the Plan nmentions “Comunity Energy” and “nunicipa
utility operations,” there is no mention of Comunity Choice
Aggregation (CCA), a specific authority under California | aw (AB
117, M gden). CCA offers large potential for |ocal governments to
nove aggressively toward nmeeting or exceeding the state’'s mandat ed
Renewabl e Portfolio Standards (RPS). Over 40 cities and counties in
the state have performed feasibility studies financed by the
California Energy Conmi ssion and the U. S. Departnent of Energy,
with over two dozen jurisdictions in advanced stages of planning
for actual inplenmentation. Marin County, OCakland, Berkeley and
Emeryville, as well as San Franci sco have either established or are
considering a target of 50% or nore renewables for all custoners
within their service region by 2017. Wen achi eved, such targets
represent the single easiest way for municipalities to conply
locally with whatever AB 32 stipulations nmay be inposed. Sierra
Club urges ARB to make CCA a central part of its GHG reduction
strategy in the near and nediumterm

e Sierra Club is very pleased with the inclusion of the option

of “a Feed-In Tariff for all RPS-eligible renewabl e energy
facilities,” but questions the phrase “up to 20 negawatts in size.”
We favor inplementation of feed-in tariffs at once for all sizes
of facilities. Feed-In Tariffs (FiTs) are efficient tools for
speedi ng adoption of renewable electricity generation and
stabilizing market prices of new technol ogies. Already used in nore
than 37 countries, and under consideration in Mchigan, M nnesota,
IIlinois and Rhode Island, FiTs establish a price for renewabl es —
guaranteed for 20 years or nore —based on the cost of producing
that electricity plus a fair profit. These rates usually have a



nodest inpact on custoner bills conpared to conventionally
generated electricity. (In Germany, for exanple, the FiT cost to
consumers equals the price of a |loaf of bread per nonth.) FiTs
al | ow manufacturers and renewabl e project devel opers to predict
demand, and to invest with confidence. California should nodel its
Fi Ts on those prograns that have achi eved significant growth of
renewables. A Fi T in California should be tied to neeting the
state’'s goals for renewabl es. CARB should al so reconmrend
restructuring state law to all ow nore favorabl e renewabl e energy
price structures.

e California Energy Conm ssion's workshops on Feed-In Tariffs need
to offer nuch nore aggressive and conprehensive options, and CARB
nmust prod CEC to do this.

e As the California Energy Conmi ssion’s recomended in its 2007
Integrated Energy Policy Report, any carbon trading system shoul d
reduce all owances according to an appropriate eval uati on of the
effects of the renewable portfolio standard —in order to avoid
oversupply of all owances.

* CARB shoul d consider and address the full life cycle of
em ssi ons whenever possible. Currently, there appears to be an
i nconsi stency across sectors. Transportation fuels take a full life

cycl e approach, but the energy sources for electric generation and
end- use natural gas consunption do not. Unfortunately, the CPUC s
interpretation of SB 1368 woul d all ow about five mllion tons of
GHG per year per Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG terminal to go into

t he at nosphere w thout being “counted” as part of the state’s
carbon em ssions, if these term nals are constructed. This is not
an abstract issue, as we already face the likelihood of inported
LNG i ncreasi ng the carbon footprint of pipeline natural gas from
Texas and Mexico. That is a | oophole that should and nust be
closed: five million tons of GHG per year is roughly equivalent to
the em ssions of one mllion cars.

e Sierra Club urges CARB to ensure that electric power generators
be held to an increasingly stringent carbon standard, and that the
carbon standard be applied to all generators, whether under
contract or utility owned, and to all types of retail sellers of
electricity within the state

* Sierra Club believes CARB' s target of reducing coal generation
40% or 13,000 gigawatt-hours, by 2020 is an achi evabl e goal
provided that utility conpanies are held to the renewabl e energy
and efficiency targets.

e Industrial boilers, oil refineries and gl ass manufacturing

represent excellent opportunities to recover waste heat for
el ectric generation and other purposes.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:42:14

No Duplicates.






Comment 170 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

5. Low Carbon Fuel Standard (p. 46)

* W are |looking forward to inplenentation of a Low Carbon Fuel
Standard that accounts for all environnental inpacts on alife
cycl e basis.

e However, we are disappointed that the Proposed Scoping Plan
contains no explicit projections for carbon reductions from

i npl enentation of a rigorous Zero Em ssion Vehicle (ZEV) program
An anbi tious ZEV program plus plug-in hybrids, could achieve
signi ficant GHG savi ngs.

e The plan should include specific requirenents for autonakers to

sel |l hundreds of thousands of zero-enission vehicles annually by
2020.
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Comment 171 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joshua

Last Name: Buswell

Email Address: josh@forestethics.org
Affiliation: ForestEthics

Subject: Commens on Forestry Section in Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Re: ForestEthics Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan

Forest Et hi cs appreci ates the opportunity to provide coments on
t he Proposed Scoping Plan (PSP) for nmeeting the goals of AB 32. W
will be limting our conments to the PSP's section on forestry.

We are grateful that the Air Resources Board (ARB) is including a
section on forestry, as this is an often overl ooked, but incredible
i mportant conponent toward neeting our state’'s conmitnent to
solving the climate crisis. As is acknow edge in the scoping plan
deforestati on accounts for 20% of gl obal greenhouse gas enissions.

We believe the goal of maintaining the current 5 MMICQ2E i s
certainly doable and woul d urge ARB to set an even nore robust
target moving forward. W would also urge the foll ow ng
reconmendati ons:

1). Shift the enphasis towards nmeasuring average carbon stocks in
a forest instead of rates of uptake and rel ease.

Wth linmted funds, trying to account for the rate of carbon

upt ake or release is not the nost judicious use of taxpayer dollars
and is irrelevant. Rates of uptake and rel ease are of |ess concern
froma carbon perspective than the average amount of carbon the
forests is storing. For exanmple, if one cuts an old growth forest
and replaces it with a sapling, there may be faster growh fromthe
sapling after several years. However, the forest is still in a
carbon deficit due to the |Iogging of the old growh forest that had
years and years of accumul ated carbon. To enphasize throughout the
PSP the rate at which California’ s forests are growing is |ess

rel evant than how rmuch carbon these forests are mmintai ning on
average. Until there is accurate accounting of average carbon
stocks, ARB will not be able to tell whether California s forests
are even neeting the goals of AB 32.

2). Reduce the PSP's enphasis on fire em ssions

There is no question that communities should be protected from

wi I dfires and studies by the Forest Service have shown that | ogging
within 100 feet of a home to reduce fuel |oads frombrush and snal
trees can protect property. However, froma carbon perspective, the
nore inmportant point is that focusing on fires once again puts the
enphasi s on rates of carbon rel ease instead of overall carbon
stores for unless the forested area never grows back, the carbon



will be reabsorbed. Additionally, just because a forest burns,
even a high intensity fire does not translate into i medi ate and
total carbon |osses, and as the wood decays, rigorous post fire
growm h recovers nmuch of the carbon that is |ost.

3). Encourage and create incentives for |andowners to produce
nul ti-aged and diverse forests
Appendi x B says, “There are significant opportunities to increase
t he carbon storage on nanaged forest |ands over the next few
decades by increasing forest growh through healthy and fully
stocked stands that utilize site potential for growth while
resisting or mnimzing emssions fromfire, insects and di sease.”
(CG169) There is no guarantee that vigorous tree growh will
result in stands better able to withstand fire, insects and
di sease. In fact, the California Cinmte Change Center with staff
from Berkel ey and Cal EPA said of global warning, “Mnodoni nant
stands are at nost risk. Designing diverse forest structures with
mul ti pl e speci es where appropriate alleviates sone risk associ at ed
wi th even-aged, single-species stands. A spatially mixed forests
limts the spread of both pathogens and insects.” The sane study
showed that pine plantations would also face a 31% reduction in
yield due to gl obal warming as conpared to 18% for mature forest
st ands.

The science is also quite clear that certain | ogging nethods
rel ease nore carbon than others. For exanple, clearcutting
rel eases nore carbon than any other forest disturbance, including
fire. Yet, the closest forest managenent prescription the PSP
wi Il make is encouraging “sustainable forestry practices.” Indeed
where the PSP says, “Providing incentives to devel opi ng countries
to help cut em ssions by preserving standing forests, and to
sequester additional carbon through the restoration and
reforestation of degraded | ands and forests and i nproved forest
managenent practices, will be crucial in bringing those countries
into the global clinmate protection effort,” could no doubt apply to
our own state as well.

4). shift away from encouragi ng biomass until proper accounting
is done that ensures it is carbon negative

It may be possible that biomass nay help to reduce carbon

enmi ssions, but there nust be transparent and rigorous accounting
that considers all elenents of the energy production including
transportation, mlling, and |ogging before it is regarded a
wort hwhi | e sol uti on.

5). Make sure reforestation and afforestation is scientifically

sound.

Ref orestaton and afforestation are inportant, but ARB rmust ensure
credit is only given for genuine carbon reductions. For exanple,
the science is far fromclear that sal vage | ogging and repl anting
post fire is a carbon benefit. To give credit carte blanche for

such activities will not necessarily result in carbon gains.

We appreciate the opportunity to comrent on this historic piece of
| egi sl ation.

Joshua Buswel |

Si erra Canpai gner, ForestEthics
1 Hai ght Street

San Franci sco, CA 94114

415- 863- 4563 ext 328
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Comment 172 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Regional Transportation-Related GHG Targets
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

6. Regional Transportation-Related G eenhouse Gas Targets (p. 47)

e The Plan should do nore than just “encourage” local city and
county climate action plans. This planning should be required.

e This need not be an unfunded mandate: nost cities |ack funding
and expertise to craft adequate climte plans. CARB should take the
lead in devising incentives — carrots and sticks — and neans of
financially assisting or persuading cities to conply.

e The Plan should include stronger neasures to reformland use

pl anning in ways that reduce vehicle mles traveled (VM. (See
Newran and Kenworthy paper on how one passenger-mle of transit use
can reduce 3-7 passenger-niles in a car.)

 Expand Regional Blueprints already underway. These should
include transit-oriented devel opment, wal kabl e, bi keabl e
comunities, mixed |and uses, requiring Regional Transportation
Pl ans to have strong requirenents for reduction of vehicle mles
travel ed and nore.

* W are concerned with how this section of the Plan deals with
| and use nmeasures. The Plan’s |and use goals are not anbitious
enough. Targets are too nodest. Tools identified to cope with the
probl em are i nadequate. And serious reflection of public health,
soci al and econom c co-benefits of forceful action is |acking.

e SB 375 is insufficient by itself. Needed also are tools for
| ocal governments to translate GHG reduction targets into | oca
action.

e The Plan only counts reducing 5 million netric tons (MMI) of
carbon equi val ent per annum by 2020 fromactions in this sector
This is only about 3% of the total reductions. By comparison, the
Sacranmento Area Council of Governnents (SACOG bl ueprint could
reduce carbon em ssions by roughly 1 MMI by 2020, even though
SACOG s region currently contains no nore than 1/ 15th of
California s popul ation.

* An April 2007 Cal/EPA report, “Climte Action Team Proposed
Early Actions to Mtigate Climate Change in California, Draft for
Public Review,” allotted 18 MMI by 2020 to “regi ona



transportation/smart growth | and use measures.”

The net hodol ogy CARB used to generate its current 5 MMI estimate
is outdated and fl awed.

? For a document as inportant as the AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an, CARB
shoul d draw on the broadest possible range of studies and

net hodol ogi es available to generate their estimte of reductions
fromthe | and use sector. |Instead, they rely on a single study
(The UC Berkeley report) to generate the 5 MMI esti mate.

? The regional nodel sinulations in the UC Berkeley report are

wi dely acknow edged to understate the benefits of dense mi xed-use
devel opnent.

? Even the author of the UC Berkel ey report criticizes the nodels
in her study: “the results confirmthat even inproved cali brated
travel nodels are likely to underestimate VKT [vehicle kilonmeters
travel ed] reductions fromland use, transit, and pricing policies.
These nodels sinply are not suited for the policy anal ysis denands
in the era of global climate change.”

? Rather than basing their estimate on a single study, CARB shoul d
exam ne a nore recent report fromthe authors of G ow ng Cool er
whi ch suggests that reductions of 11-14 MMIs are possible by 2020
(The BEwi ng Report).

?Unli ke the UC Berkeley report, the Ewing Report is based on
actual historical data for a 20-year period exclusively from
California. It is far nore realistic in its projections than a
series of regional nodeling studies fromdifferent states and
nations with widely differing circunstances (as included in the UC
Ber kel ey report).

» Modre conpact nei ghborhoods and | ess driving are the essence of
the EIR for SACOG s Bl ueprint scenario. SACOG plans to devote nuch
| ess | and devoted to urban uses and to cut carbon em ssions while
saving farm and — providing public health and econom ¢ savings for
househol ds and busi nesses where | ess driving is required.
Reduction of trips through good nei ghborhood desi gn nust be a CARB
i nperative from now on.

CARB must set a higher 2020 target for land use in order to put
California on track for the 2050 target.

?We sinply can't afford another 10 years of “business-as-usual”
devel opnent. |If CARB sets a low target for |and use, the result
may be 10 nore years of sprawl. This will nmake it inmpossible to
reach our 2050 target.

?For California to achieve its 2050 target, we nust achi eve VMI
reducti ons of approximately 10% by 2020 and 20% by 2030. The
current 5 MMI target equates to a 4% VMI reduction by 2020 — | ess
than half of what is needed to keep California on track

GHG Reductions from Land Conservation should be quantified and
prioritized

?1ln addition to reducing VMI, smart growth al so reduces
greenhouse gas em ssions by preserving | andscapes that sequester
carbon, such as forests, agricultural |ands, and oak woodl ands.
CARB shoul d establish guidelines for quantifying the em ssion
reducti on benefits of preserving these | andscapes, and for
mtigating the GHG em ssions and | oss of sequestration resulting
from conversi on.

? There are a nunber of possible nmechanisns for inplenenting this
strategy, including SB 375, CEQA, and Indirect Source Review.
?Many of California's carbon-capturing | andscapes are outside of



regi onal transportation metropolitan planning organizations (MPGs),
and therefore are not covered by SB 375. CARB shoul d ensure that
addi ti onal policy nmeasures are adopted that apply to these rura
counti es.

? SB 375 and ot her |and use neasures should be coordinated with

t he Sust ai nabl e Forests neasures to avoid duplicative efforts and
maxi m ze benefits in both sectors.

Smart Gowth is Good for California' s Econony

e Smart growth is a net econonic benefit for California, according
to a recent analysis by Stanford University's Ji m Sweeney.

e Californians want and need to live closer to jobs and public
transportati on choi ces — because smart growth will free them from
hi gh gas prices. The cost of driving a mile in the US. nearly
doubl ed between 2002 and 2007.

» The Sacranento Regi on (SACOG) estinmates their smart growth

bl ueprint will save $16 billion in infrastructure costs by 2030.

* Adopt and require the use of greenhouse performance standards,
goals and netrics for transportation planning and projects. Hold
state, regional and | ocal agencies accountable for neeting these
nmetrics.

e Sierra Cub recomrends fast-tracking regional mass transit
infrastructure, including Bus Rapid Transit progranms (especially on
exi sting freeway HOV | anes).

W suggest that mandat ory enpl oyer parking cashout, |ike that
i mpl enented by the city of Santa Mnica, be added as an additiona
neasure to eval uate. Enpl oyer parking cashout rewards enpl oyees
that opt for transit, carpooling, and other smart transit choices.

e Many other ways to reduce workplace vehicle-niles-travel ed
(VWMI), such as parking fee increases, teleconmuting, etc. that need
further study.

e Sierra Cub is pleased with the nention of public education
about transportation.

« W suggest that increasing public transit services (both bus and
rail) be included anong the sector-based nethods.

* Sierra Cub supports CARB s consideration of Pay-As-You-Drive
Auto Insurance. W note a recent study by Jason E. Bordoff and
Pascal J. Noel, “Pay-As-You-Drive Auto Insurance: A Sinple Way to
Reduce Driving Related Harms and | ncrease Equity"

(www. br ooki ngs. edu/ ~/ medi a/ Fi | es/ rc/ paper s/ 2008/ 0417_payd_bor dof f/ 0417_payd_bo
rdoff. pdf).

Applied to California, the analysis indicates much |arger benefits
than estimated in the Proposed Scoping Plan. This

em ssion-reduction estimate is about ten tines larger than the Plan
states, and the Plan overl ooks co-benefits such as congestion
reductions, crash reductions and consuner benefits.

e Here are a few of the study's key findings. (The full paper wll
be posted on the Bookings Institution website shortly):

- An 8 percent driving reduction for |ight-duty vehicles

- VMI decrease by 24 billion mles

- Less fuel consunption by 1.2 billion gallons, based on 2006

| evel s.

- Direct annual CO2 reductions of 10.5 million metric tons



- Lower premiuns for drivers; two-thirds of househol ds woul d save
noney.

» CARB shoul d adopt the Indirect Source Rule (ISR) for carbon
di oxi de.

* The indirect source rule, already in effect in the San Joaquin
Valley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool that hel ps
devel opers and planners calculate and nitigate the inpacts of
proj ects.

* ISR creates a local revenue fund to help | ocal governnents

i mpl enent Clinate Action Plans.

* Rural non- MPO counties are excluded from SB 375, so | SR would be
the only tool that rural counties can use to address the GHG

i mpacts of |and use.

In order for ISRto be effective in reducing VMI, it should
di scourage devel opers from building far fromexisting services and
jobs, and it should encourage close-in devel opment. To this end,
t he amount of the fee should be proportional to the VMI, and the
conput er nodel used to conpute a project’s eni ssions should
accurately account for the individual project’'s VMI

As a neans of encouragi ng green buil ding, reducing energy use, and
promoti ng good comunity design measures such as m xed use and

wal kability, such an I SR should foll ow the precedent set by the
existing ISRto incorporate fee reductions for onsite GHG reduction
nmeasures. Remai ning fees should be used for projects that reduce
GHG as well as criteria pollutants and achi eve other environmenta
co- benefits.

e Lawence Frank’s new study, Reducing d obal Warnming and Air
Pol | uti on: The Role of Green Developnent in California (July 1
2008, prepared for Environnmental Defense Fund), is very supportive
of ISR ISR is tested and effective.

e Allocation of State transportation funds: CARB can exert nuch
nore influence on local transportation planning than portrayed in
t he Oct ober Proposed Scoping Plan. All the local transportation
agencies vie for State transportation funds. Make those funds
contingent on reducing vehicle-mles and carbon di oxi de eni ssi ons.
Al l ocations should be weighted to strongly favor those | oca
transportati on agenci es that have the hi ghest popul ati on-adj usted
reductions in carbon di oxi de em ssions.

* CARB should prioritize public transit funding:

- The Plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustain
public transportation and prograns to inprove transportation

ef ficiency and reduce congestion

- When transit is convenient and reliable, people choose to use
it. When Bay Area residents both live and work within % mle of
transit, 42%of themride it to work

* CARB should pronote efforts to nake transportation information
avail abl e via cell phones. One | ow cost innovation is the

i ntroduction of everything-on-cell-phone transportation info. Cel
phones can coordinate and inprove all our existing transportation
equi pnment with:

- Conveni ent access to bus and train schedul es and next-bus or
next-train real-time arrival tines;

- Automatic paynent for train, bus, carpool, taxi, or rideshare
(with demand-driven price adjustnments honing in on the best price
for mnimum vehicle-mles);



- Carpools or rideshares schedul ed weeks, days, hours, or mnutes
ahead, or even when a car is parked, or when a car with an enpty
space is driving by.

- Real -tine ridesharing “buddy selection” (sometines you want

pr of essi onal peers, sonetines church buddi es, sonetines a mnuscl eman
for a tandem bicycle).

I nnovative transportation fundi ng nechani sm

e CARB needs to consider influencing the neans of transportation
funding. Consider the roller coaster ride of gasoline prices and
transportation funding i ncone over the past year. Add in the
econoni c nmess at both Federal and State level. California needs a
transportation fundi ng nechani smthat provides an incentive to
reduce vehicle miles and decrease carbon enissions. Such a funding
nmechani sm makes it easier to influence regional planning.

» One suggestion is to consider auto insurance cost savings.
Identify the total anmount paid for vehicle insurance in a benchnmark
year. Then split the savings between governnent and drivers. For
exanpl e, Californians (including businesses) paid about $50 billion
dol lars for vehicle insurance in 2007. |f governnment actions
reduce vehicle-mles traveled (VM) and accidents per vehicle-nile
t he amount spent on vehicle i nsurance woul d decline. An overal

savi ngs of 10% on insurance could provide California $2.5 billion
for nore innovative projects.

» For exanple, in 2008, an individual m ght have paid $1, 000 for
car insurance plus $250 in gasoline taxes (that help fund
transportation infrastructure). In 2015, because people are using
transit, rideshare, etc. to reduce total vehicle mles, the sane

i ndi vi dual m ght pay only $900 for insurance ($800 for the

i nsurance conpany and $100 for government transportation funding)
and only $150 in gasoline taxes (because of better fuel efficiency

and 20% |l ess vehicle-mles). In this exanple, the individual saves
$200 on his/her transportation costs while transportation funding
remai ns the same $250 per year per individual. However, much nore

of the $250 can be spent on road and bridge maintenance, or buses
and trains, since reduced vehicle-niles nean | ess funding is needed
for new roads .

Public Toll Roads:

* Many experts are advocating tolls to replace fuel taxes. Los
Angel es Metropolitan Transportation Authority plans to converts
some hi gh occupancy vehicle lanes to toll lanes in order to secure
Federal grants. The problemwth tolls is that governnent or
private operators have an incentive to increase vehicle-miles in
order to increase the total funds collected. Since private road
owner - operators will be especially resistant to prograns that
reduce vehicle-mles, perhaps we should elimnate any private tol
roads.
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Comment 173 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on V ehicle Efficiency, Goods Movement
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

7. Vehicle Efficiency Measures (p. 29)

« W support vehicle efficiency nmeasures, such as fuel-efficient
tire standards.

8. Goods Movenent (p. 29)

e W support the ship electrification in ports approved by CARB in
2007.

* Requiring on-dock electric rail and el ectric drayage woul d
elimnate all diesel em ssions inside the port.

« W want to know nore details of the Plan’s proposed “ Goods
Movenent Efficiency Measures - System Wde Efficiency

| mprovenents,” which CARB has predicted will yield savings of 3.5
tons.

* CARB should work with state transportati on agencies to plan
conmmercially viable electric rail systenms that would repl ace diese
trucks and trains. That nove would al so reduce congestion al ong
California s highways, potentially lowering total vehicle
eni ssi ons.
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Comment 174 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Solar Roofs, Heavy Vehicles, Industrial Emissions
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

9. MIlion Solar Roofs Program (p. 53)

» W& support the MIIlion Solar Roofs Programand its goal of 3,000
megawatts of solar energy for homes and busi nesses throughout the
state by 2017. We note, however, that sone refornms in program
structure and fundi ng may be necessary to achi eve the goal

10. Heavy/ Medi um Duty Vehicles (p. 53)

e W support all three proposals for aerodynam c efficiency,
hybri di zati on, and engi ne efficiency.

e Sierra Cub supports CARB' s policies to reduce em ssions from
heavy-duty trucks with hybrid engi ne technol ogy and ot her
efficiency inprovenments. This could inmprove public health by
reduci ng snog-formng pollution. Sierra Cub urges quick action to
address CGHG pol lution from heavy-duty trucks, reportedly schedul ed
for CARB' s Decenber 11 board hearing, when it will take up a
neasure to reduce emissions fromtractor-trailers operating in
California.

* W request that ARB consider requiring electrification of
medi umduty delivery trucks, as well as other means to reduce
emi ssions in this sector

11. Industrial Em ssions (p. 56)

» W support CARB' s plan to require assessnment of l|arge industria
sources to determ ne whether individual sources within a facility
can cost-effectively reduce GHG emi ssions and provi de ot her

pol lution reduction co-benefits.

e California s industries (and CARB) could |earn from Japan
“According to the International Energy Agency, based in Paris,
Japan consuned half as nmuch energy per dollar worth of economc
activity as the European Union or the United States, and one-eighth
as much as China and India in 2005.” (NY Tines, July 4, 2008)

* High efficiency co-generation needs to be required for al
appropriate new energy installations.
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Comment 175 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on High Speed Ral
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

12. High Speed Rail (p. 56)

e Sierra Oub endorsed Proposition 1A and supports construction of
a Hi gh Speed Rail system for California.

« CARB is aware of the ongoing controversy over Altanont and
Pacheco Pass routes. W urge CARB to advise the H gh Speed Rai
Authority on the relative carbon footprints of conpeting routes
into the Bay Area, and to assess the relative degrees of
cost-effectiveness in reduci ng carbon when constructed. To the
extent that CARB can bring to bear clinate considerations and data
on this choice, the public will be well served.
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Comment 176 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Green Building Strategy
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

13. Green Building Strategy (p. 57)

e Industry evidence indicates a disquieting fact: in so-called
“green” buildings, we are not getting advertised energy
conservation results owing to inproper installation of energy
saving features like insulation, framng and lighting. Poorly
installed batt-type installation can reduce energy reductions as
nmuch as 80% Wth inproper installation, air |eaks occur in the
house or buil ding envel ope so hot or cold air enters freely, thus
negati ng any energy savings in cooling or heating designed in the
pl ans. Sone sol ar panels are poorly placed. Sone reported test
dat a show that supposedly “green” buildings actually use nore
energy once in operation than a well-built regular structure.

e Apparently, nany contractors don't train enployees or give them
the tine on the job to carefully check their work, nor do buil ding
i nspectors find these problens. Mrre critical is the construction
i ndustry in general is not "Performance Based.” For exanple, a
buil di ng can get “green” status w thout ever proving if it is

i ndeed saving energy. Wthout feedback, the contractors and

i nspectors don't learn, and the architects never learn if their

pl ans are actually successful in saving energy.

* The solution is requiring verification of building performance
bef ore occupancy. |In addition, a building could get a tenporary
green building certification but it would not be final unti

several years of energy data are collected to prove that the energy
reductions are actually being achieved. Contractors need to train
their regular enpl oyees plus have a well-trai ned supervisor
careful ly watching their day |abor force inplenent correct

techni ques. Building inspectors need to be trained, and they need
to enforce proper construction at every step of the project and on
every building in a project. Awardi ng any state-|evel green

buil ding certification should be conditional on denpnstrated

ef ficiency.

Absent fromthe Scoping Plan is a discussion of existing community
preservation and historic preservation. Wile green building is
critical for new construction, it should not be used as an excuse
to tear down historic buildings or existing conmunities.

Recogni tion of community preservation and related historic
preservation should be a part of all |anduse decisions. Since
denolition conprises a significant portion of waste generated in



California, comunity preservation is the source reduction part of
devel opnent. Adaptive reuse of buildings either in place or by

rel ocati on should be discussed either in the Green Buil ding section
or under |anduse as well as linked to the Recycling and Waste
section.
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Comment 177 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Recycling and Waste
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

14. Recycling and Waste (p. 62-63 and Vol. 1 Supporting Docunents
and Measure Detail p. G158 to C 164)

VWile significantly inproved fromthe first version, CARB s

scopi ng plan shoul d highlight even nore aggressively the powerful
carbon reduction potential of zero waste and extended producer
responsi bility: first, reducing waste by design in manufacturing
process, then reusing, recycling or conposting products. W suggest
that the findings of the new report "Stop Trashing the dinate,"

rel eased June 5, 2008, (http://ww.stoptrashingtheclinmte.org/) be
considered for the Scoping Plan. The report, by GAIA with the
Institute for Self Reliance and Eco-Cycle, brings together

i nfornati on about recycling, plus source reduction, reuse and
conposting. Further, it describes how scaling up recycling, reusing
mat eri al s and products, and shrinking the size of a conmunity's
wast e stream can greatly reduce greenhouse gas generation and
related clinmate danage:

"Incinerators and landfills are relics of an unsustai nabl e past

t hat have no place in our green econony. The report, "Stop Trashing
the Cimte" shows that zero waste -- that is, preventing waste and
strengt heni ng recycling and conposting -- is one of the fastest,
cheapest and nost effective strategies for confronting gl oba

war m ng. " Carl Pope, Executive Director, Sierra Cub

VWhile it is comrendable that Californians are recycling as much as
they are, the statenent that existing diversion rate fromlandfills
is 54 percent is a misleading statistic. The critical statistic is
how much is landfilled today as conpared to the 1990 base year

VWhen the current disposal tonnages are used, Californians will see
that they are landfilling al nost the sane anbunt today as they did
then. Per capita waste disposal is down but we are still wasting
huge anmount of raw materials. Using the true disposal figures
shows that there is huge opportunity to both reduce what we
generate and i ncrease what we conpost, reuse and recycle.

ETAAC submitted to CARB an excel l ent set of reconmendations for

the waste sector but only sonme were included in the Plan. W
strongly urge CARB to include ALL the ETAAC recomendati ons for the
wast e sector.

We believe there are nmany nore tons of carbon reductions possible
from aggressive zero waste and extended producer responsibility



programs. Qur top inprovenents to the Plan are:

1. Mandate the collection of comrercial recycling which can be
phased in by commpdity starting with corrugated contai ners and

ot her paper, organics, netals and then specific plastics.

2. Stop the use of alternate daily cover (ADC) made from
conpostabl e material as this increases the chance of nethane
generation and rel ease, and elimnate recycling credit given for
ADC.

3. Aggressively work to site nore conposting operations and
conplete all needed studies to resolve the issues of VOCs from
conposti ng.

4. Support the EPR Framework | egislation and once signed into | aw,
work quickly to inplenent the | aw

5. Move cautiously in any action that mght increase nethane from
open or closed landfills as any action to increase energy

devel opnent fromlandfills may actually increase fugitive rel eases
of methane and other VOCs into the atnosphere. The Precautionary
Principle should be used in any action regarding |landfill gases.
6. Use current disposal tonnages rather than diversion tonnages as
the final arbiter of success.

I ncl usi on of specific nmeasures for these actions with em ssion
reducti on nunbers and deadl i nes should be attached to each action

Landfill |ssues — Organic Wastes, Alternate Daily Cover and
Met hane Generation and Col | ecti on

Landfill waste disposal should be phased out by requiring

recycling and maki ng manufacturers responsible for the end-of-life
di sposition of their products. Wastes shoul d be separated,
particularly organic wastes, for effective conposting and to reduce
the risk of generating nethane. CARB should explicitly reject
carbon credits for landfill carbon sequestration. Alternative
Daily Cover (ADC) that uses green waste or wood waste shoul d not be
given recycling credits or counted as recycling. This actually
de-incentivizes diversion of green waste into conposting and

net hane energy capture.

Wil e CARB' s plan supports separation of organi c and conpostabl e

material s CARB' s suggestion to capture and utilize landfill nethane
gas shoul d not be construed as support for continued dunping of
green waste into landfills. Landfill capture of methane is far |ess

efficient than what is possible with green waste separation. This
is especially crucial given that nmethane is a far nore potent
greenhouse gas than carbon dioxide. Some research shows that

attenpts to capture and convert landfill gas to energy (LFGTE)
actually can cause nore emissions than just flaring the gas under
certain conditions. |In addition, the combn assunption that “the
majority of methane gas that escapes the landfill can be flared and
converted to CO2” may not be valid in nany cases. A comopn default
or “blanket” assunption that 75 percent landfill gas collection
rate may be invalid and is under review by CARB. The Internationa
Panel on Cimate Change (I PCC) states that sonme landfill sites nay

have | ess efficient or only partial gas extraction systens, and
there are fugitive em ssions fromlandfilled waste prior to and
after the inplenentation of active gas extraction; therefore
estimates of lifetime recovery efficiencies may be as |ow as 20%"”
The International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives
agrees with the IPCC. “a default estimate of the recovery

ef ficiency should be 20%"”



To operate LFGIE econonically, landfill operators nust increase
the concentration of methane in landfill gas significantly while
degradi ng the efficiency of gas collection systems by |eaving the
cap off longer, replacing vertical collection wells with flexible
hori zontal pipes, and decreasing vacuum pressure. This may result
in increasing net overall GHG em ssions, instead of reducing them

CARB' s underlying assunption is that methane gas has a gl oba
warnming factor of 21 (i.e. 21 tinmes nore potent than CO2). But
that is the relative harmover 100 years. The short-term harm

(i nportant when considering the tipping point when gl obal warm ng
reaches a point of no return) is nmuch greater. Over a 10-20-year
period, it is estinated that the relative harmof nethane gas is
72-90 tinmes greater than CO@due to nethane’s uni que properti es.
Al'l this indicates CARB shoul d exerci se considerable caution in
maki ng LFGTE assunptions and recomrendati ons.

H gh Recycling / Zero Waste and Market Devel oprent

e CARB' s plan should stipulate mandatory commrercial recycling
(even with recycling markets at their current bottom because
credit problens are the issue, not |ack of markets).
Infrastructure exists in California to handle all the materials
coll ected, and in nost cases, mandatory commercial recycling wll
not require local governments to nodify existing collection
contracts. It should require the state to nandate coll ection or
ban the landfilling of paper, metal and certain plastics, as well
as green waste

It has been al nbst twenty years since California signed AB 939

into law. Since that tine, businesses and institutions have had
anple tinme to i nplement commercial recycling, and yet these sectors
still generate nore than half of what is disposed of in our
landfills. The tine for voluntary action is over. CARB needs to
show the political will to truly reduce greenhouse gases by
mandat i ng comercial recycling for all materials where even
negative val ue markets exist.

Conposting, reuse and recycling facilities should be included in

| ocal governnment critical infrastructure plans along with water and
sewage treatnment plants. All are necessary for a comunity to be
sustai nable. In nmany cases regional conpost, reuse and recycling
facilities are an alternative to each conmmnity having their own
set of zero waste operations. However, cities should be encouraged
to locate facilities close to the point of generation, especially
conposting operations, so as to reduce transportation-rel ated
energy consunption and to allow residents and busi nesses to use
their own conmpost locally rather than shipping in finished conpost.
We encourage cities to |landbank for critical infrastructure
projects like compost facilities.

* W propose statewi de installation of “Resource Recovery Parks”
to include facilities for reusing, recycling, conposting, and
mnimzing the discarding of materials. They can al so i ncorporate
facilities for repair services, retail sales of reclained products
and | andscapi ng supplies, organically conposted gardens,
educational tours, and public anmenities. Such a nodel park
currently operates in the city of Marina in Monterey County.

e Fees collected fromthe sale of carbon credits or other
greenhouse reduction financial mechani sns shoul d be nmade avail abl e



inthe formof grants, loans or tax credits to private or public
conposting and reuse or recycling manufacturing facilities.

* Successful Zero Waste initiatives require effective outreach and
educational programs. CARB should utilize the |egions of young
peopl e who are not only are enthusiastic and care about waste
reduction, recycling and global warmng but are also willing to go
out and do sonething about it. CARB should aid these individuals in
hel pi ng educate our comunities about the issue. Recycling
anbassador prograns throughout state and | ocal governnment agencies
shoul d be instituted so that students and ot her volunteers can go
door -t o-door educating residents about the need for and the
benefits of recycling. In addition, new hone owners, apartnent
dwel | ers and other residents should receive information after
noving to a new residence that explains to themthe recycling
policies in their neighborhood and encourages themto do so. People
are willing to do what it takes to pitch in, but if they have no
idea howto do it, they won't even begin. This type of outreach
shoul d be a critical aspect of the CARB plan

* Covernment purchasing power is very powerful. Along with

exi sting Environmentally Preferred Progranms, a new program

di scouragi ng the purchase of single use disposable itens and
encouraging refillables and reusabl es needs to be inpl emented.

* CARB is to be comrended for stipulating “lifecycle tracking” of
manuf actured products, giving priority to reusables and locally
manuf actured itens.

Conver si on Technol ogy

Sierra Club Policy does not support incineration of mxed solid
waste. The Club is review ng options of recovering energy from
source-separated parts of the solid waste stream e.g., restaurant
cooking oil, sewage sludge, and food waste. However, burning or
converting a material to a different state can require nore energy
than the energy recovered. Further, conversion technol ogy
facilities require significant investnents of funds, public and
private and dedi cated waste streanms and can di scourage the

devel opnent of reuse or recycled nmarkets for those sanme material s.
Devel opi ng new products fromwaste naterials creates nore jobs than
burning or “converting” those materials. So like landfill gas, we
reconmend the use of the Precautionary Principle before enbarking
on new conversion facility devel opnent.
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Comment 178 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Sustainable Forests
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

15. Sustainable Forests (p. 27)

» The forest sector can play an inportant role in sequestering
carbon fromthe atnmosphere, but the targets outlined in the scoping
pl an continue to be quite weak. W encourage ARB to revisit the
targets as data inproves, and re-eval uate whether a nore aggressive
target is appropriate.

e Wiile there will inevitably be a role for the California

Depart nent of Forestry, the Board of Forestry, and the Resources
Agency in devel opi ng regul ati ons and conservation strategies for
the forest sector, it is inperative that the ARB retain a clear

| eadership role in evaluation of the standards, the certainty of
potential em ssion reductions, and the consistency of the inventory
and accounti ng.

* Any perceived reduction in potential wildfire-related eni ssions
attributed to fuels reduction activities should be considered

hi ghly specul ative and should not be used to reach the 5MMITCO2E
target. While fuels reduction actions in certain locations, such
as near hones and communities, may be a public safety priority, it
is not at all clear that there is a net savings of carbon em ssions
associ ated with these activities.

To the extent that there is an increased focus on using forest

bi omass to generate electricity, it is inportant that biomass
utilization not |ead to adverse forest managenment practices. It
makes sense to utilize the material created fromcomunity
protection efforts, or incidental to an otherw se | awful harvest,
but we shoul d not all ow bi omass production to inpact inportant

habi tat areas, including riparian areas, |late seral forests, or

ot her sensitive habitats.
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Comment 179 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Winona

Last Name: Azure

Email Address: winonx@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: California’s Chance to Lead and Remediate Climate Change
Comment:

Dear Air Resources Board

Thank you for your innovative and bold Scoping Pl an that

addresses a range of solutions for real-world clinmate change
action. There were some points of concern and suggestions that |
wanted to share, in hopes to contribute to the comunity efforts of
Californians in reducing carbon em ssions, for it will take
everyone on board for the inplementation and success of AB 32.

1. The Scoping Plan says it will reduce carbon intensity of
California s transportation fuels by at |east 10% by 2020. | find
this unusually | ow considering the United States al ready had a goal
as of 2006 to reduce carbon intensity 18% by 2012. As stated in
the Fact Sheet: Earth Day 2007 (a white house docunent):

htt p: // ww. whi t ehouse. gov/ news/ r el eases/ 2007/ 04/ 20070420-9. ht

2.1 did not understand the reasons for naking a “transition” to
auctioni ng of cap-and-trade permts. Let’'s not forget what Europe

| earned after they mistakenly gave all their pernits away,
essentially billions in free noney to corporations to spend as they
wi shed. These caps are nore val uable than we know, especially down
the Iine once the caps acquire nore pressure in tine and rise in
val ue. The state can use the nobney fromthe auctions to support
greater infrastructure Iike increased power |ines fromrenewable
sources to cities and towns or as incentives to consuners in the
nmenti oned feebate prograns.

3. The 49% al | onance of offsets seens high, considering
out-of-state offsets are permtted. Since California is |eading the
way (ampbngst a few other states) with inplenmenting cap-and-trade
and energy and transportation efficiencies, I am concerned that
states that join this carbon reduci ng bandwagon late in the game

m ght have of fset properties or natural resources within their own
state already used by California businesses. A 49% reliance on

of fsets might work for the short termuntil financial neans and

t echnol ogi cal advances hel p ease carbon reductions, but ultimtely
they could give excuses to businesses not to conmply with, adopt, or
fund research into carbon reducing technol ogi es. Consuners, who
contribute the najority of carbon em ssions through autonobile use
are reliant upon businesses for nmore fuel-efficient cars, since not
everyone can bi ke or walk or take public transit to where they need
to go. |If businesses get too nmany breaks, what incentives will they
have to work harder and faster towards better technologies? If al
busi nesses are doing it, others will need to be conpetitive to
survive, so let's make sure the lawis clear with what is expected
fromthemin a way that does not pernit |eakage. In a sense,



of fsets are | eakages if they put the burden off on other states,
forcing themto preserve forestland, etc. that could be better
preserved for their own nmeans. | would at |east strongly recomend
to set target dates to gradually reduce the percentages of offsets,
with offsets in other states counting half as much as offsets
within our own state of California, for instance.

4. There al so needs to be greater accountability with utilities in
reporting their % of renewables. | work with greenhouse gas
inventories for a university in California. In collaboration with
ot her universities, our local electric provider P&E says they use
20% renewabl es. | found out at a conference on sustainability that
that is an incorrect nunber (a PGE representative was confronted
publically and admitted the truth); it is actually only 11% Yet
every university is reporting 20% fromthemto the California
Cimte Change Registry. That is a big discrepancy. There needs to
be a law that fines themfor presenting inaccurate information
since ultimately the atnosphere cannot be lied to. If they can do

it (and are doing it) what prevents other businesses from doing
it?

5. There were no specifics in regards to conposting prograns for
comercial and residential, nmerely a mention of initiatives to

encour age increased collections. Incentives were nentioned, but
only in terms of exploration. Nothing about mandates or tonnage
targets were outlined.

6. The mention of water resources and plans to conserve, recycle,
and pronote system efficiencies sounds positive, but there is no
menti on of how the water distributions will change as a result of
popul ation growh. Arizona has dealt with this high-pressure
situation by making a law that prohibits water use for |andscaping
and sonme agriculture. They converted their recreational areas back
to a desert | andscape that is self-sustaining. Southern California
faces this same dilemma since they pull nuch of their water from
much wetter exotic lands further North and out-of-state. This
section needs serious work if we are to decrease the nassive uphil
punpi ng of water fromNorthern California to Southern. A region
shoul d not be allowed to |ive beyond their nmeans and devel oprment
shoul d slow drastically for this reason

Thank you for allow ng conmentary and feedback on this plan to
reduce carbon em ssions! California has a huge gl oba
responsibility since we are the 15th | argest contributor of carbon
em ssions worldwide, and |'mproud to be a citizen of a state that
is taking climte change seriously.

Si ncerely,

W nona Azure

GHG I nvent ory Coordi nat or

University of California, San Francisco

415- 306- 3899
W nona. azur e@icsf . edu
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Comment 180 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Water
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

16. Water (p. 65)

« W support a public goods charge for funding investnents in

water efficiency that will lead to reductions in greenhouse gases.

W are pleased that CARB staff calls for a 20% reduction in

wat er use, but disappointed that agricultural water use is not

i ncl uded anmong the efficiency targets. Agricultural water use

accounts for nore than three quarters of the state’'s total water
use.

e Mving, treating, heating, and desalting water consunes energy.
Produci ng energy consunes water. Sone innovative ideas to reduce

wat er consunpti on:

- Installation of smart water neters:
Install smart radi o protocol neters (aka Advanced Metering
Infrastructure (AM)) and an associ ated renotely adjustable
pressure reduction valve to nunicipal and industrial water users
and simlarly smart neters with appropriate transn ssion technol ogy
to agriculture. AM allows |eak detection and can al so provide the
same differentiation between donmestic and irrigation water use as
two separate nmeters. Single-family dwelling water price could
depend on water use. The associated valves coul d be authorized by
custonmers to reduce the pressure, should they be at risk of
excessive use of water for the nonth (financial penalty). (A phone
call or web entry would all ow custoners to draw on “rollover” or
“banked” gallons or even to “sell” their banked gallons to others.)
The smart water neters could communicate with the smart electric
and smart gas neters to quickly calculate the actual energy savings
of a solar hot water heater. The pair could automatically adjust
the energy savings for a change in famly size causing a change in
wat er use.

Local water agencies nay conserve on water storage infrastructure
with the AM neters. Should the agency’s water be needed to fight
a fire or should a pipe failure or earthquake interrupt supply, the
agency can ration water use. For exanple, if calculations suggest
hones need to reduce use to 100 gallons per day, the agency can
turn off the water for each hone when the home use reaches 100

gal  ons each day.

Ask the California State Water Resources Board, the Public
Uilities Commission, and the California Air Resources Board to
coordi nate. Southern California Edison is installing AM to relay



real -tinme data and possibly control use. Local water agencies
could contract with or coordinate with electric utilities to relay
wat er use and control -val ve communi cati ons.

- Inplenent “Pay as You Save” utility programs for water
conservation, too:

By including water savings in “pay as you save” prograns,
utilities could provide energy efficient appliances, solar water
heaters, insulation, solar energy systens, co-generation furnace
repl acenents, |ong-haul tractor conversions to electric-natural gas
hybrids etc. UWility custoners would pay for the equi pnent over
time, via their utility bills with no up-front paynent, no debt
obligation, no credit checks, and no liens needed. UWilities can
guarantee that the customers’ nonthly utility bills will be |ess
than before the installation of the energy and water saving
technol ogi es. Because the arrangenent is attached to a property
and not a person, even renters can benefit.

* Include greenhouse gas enissions credits for water savings:

Al'l ow greenhouse gas emissions credits for the water purveyor
based on a cal cul ation that includes greenhouse gas emnissions from
the custoner’s side of the water neter.
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Comment 181 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Agriculture
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

17. Agriculture (p. 66)

e Sierra Cub remains extrenely disappointed with the Plan’s | ow
expectations for agriculture. The initial Plan only mentioned 1
potential MMI equival ent of GHG reduction from net hane capture at
large dairies while the state’s GHG i nventory shows 13 MV

equi val ent of nethane em ssions from manure managenent and enteric
fermentation. Agriculture contributes about half of California' s
net hane em ssions, but is far fromcontributing its share of

reducti ons under the current Plan. This is especially serious

consi dering that conventional nodels of nethane underestinmate its
effect. The CEC s inventory used a GAP of 21, revised upward from
the early figure of only 11. The figure used by CEC | ags behi nd
current science, as the newest figures show a 100-year GAP of 25.
However, there are nmmjor questions around using a 100-year GAP when
CH4 is only resident in the atnosphere for about 8 years. The
20-year GAP, which has currently been upgraded to over 70, would be
nore appropriate,. If a 20-year GAP is applied, nethane would be
seen to contribute 17% of the state’ s greenhouse gas inpact rather
than the “official” 2004 figure of 5.7% If shorter termtimefranes
are exani ned, which match the 8 year residency of methane, then the
rol e of nmethane would be much greater. In addition, one NASA
scientist has evidence that methane may be tw ce as powerful as

| PCC assunes. Thus, nethane nay represent even nore of a threat in
human i nduced gl obal warming. The flip side is that its short

resi dence in the atnosphere nay al so represent a great opportunity
to lower GHGs rapidly. This could be anmplified by the fact that,
unl i ke carbon em ssions, the vast majority of anthropogenic nethane
em ssions can apparently be rapidly absorbed by sinks. Tackling the
gl obal nethane probl em—<onpared to CO2—is thus a relatively

rapi dly achi evable goal, and a state like California could
contribute disproportionate benefits that m ght have truly gl oba
signi ficance.

e Studies have shown significant nethane em ssions from bovi ne
di gestion, which raises the question of whether a carbon tax shoul d
be applied to dairy products, such as beef and m k.

e |In Departnent of Conservation’s study of greenhouse gas

em ssi ons associated with conversion of agricultural land to urban
uses, both direct and indirect emn ssions should be considered.
Pronmoting nore conpact, efficient, transit-oriented urban

devel opnent will not only reduce greenhouse gas eni ssions from



vehicle travel but also conserve agricultural land by mnimn zing
conversion to urban use.

» The Plan should reference and encourage CDFA' s devel opnent of a
strategic plan for agriculture. Efforts to mnimze conversion of
prime farmand will be helped if agricultural enterprises now on

the land maintain profitability and sustainability.

e The Pl an shoul d enphasize that |inking good | and use with | oca
food systens can reduce transportation-rel ated enissions, provide a
premumfor farners selling locally, and even inprove access to
heal t hi er foods.

e State and | ocal governments could increase access to |oca
foods, for exanple, by direct investnents, incentives and
public-private partnerships to devel op needed | ocal foods system
i nfrastructure

e Joint action by the Departnent of Food & Agriculture and CARB
could significantly increase the amount of locally produced food
consunmed in the state — thus reduci ng nore eni ssions from
transportati on. CDFA and CARB coul d work together to track and
neasure “food miles travel ed” and seek ways to cut distances from
food to producer. Cutting down on transport of agricultura
products fromagriculture areas to other parts of the state would
| essen GHG

e The Plan shoul d address urban agricultural issues, such as:

a) What funding can the state supply to assist municipalities in
supporting urban agricul ture?

b) What focus can CARB bring on renobving barriers to urban
agriculture? CARB and CDFA could work together to: find useable
land for conmmunity gardens, inventories of such land; test for
toxicity; reach out to potential urban gardeners; recast city
regul ations in favor of urban orchards, edible |andscaping, |oca
conposting, and rooftop gardens; and provide nore UC Master
Gardener training and technical assistance?

c) Could CARB facilitate funding of local offices in each
municipality to inventory potentially avail abl e state-owned | ands
and nobilize |l ocal comunity gardeners and organi zers?

e Many studies by California scientists and others throughout the
worl d have shown how organically grown crops have significantly

| owered GHG eni ssions, fromnon-use of nitrate fertilizers,
retention of carbon in soils, and other neans.

« The Plan needs to highlight the greenhouse gas reduction

benefits of organic agriculture. The California Energy Conm ssion

C i mat e Change Research Conference Sacranmento, Septenber 10-13,

2007 has five presentations:

http://ww. cl i mat echange. ca. gov/ event s/ 2007_conf erence/ present ati ons/ i ndex. ht m
I

e Data from The Rodale Institute’s | ong-running conparison of
organi ¢ and conventional cropping systens confirmthat organic

net hods are far nore effective at renoving the greenhouse gas,
carbon di oxide, fromthe atnosphere and fixing it as beneficia
organic matter in the soil. See Laura Sayre, 2003

http://ww. newfarm org/ depts/N-field trials/1003/carbonsequest. shtmn



-- Anot her study shows confirmed ecol ogi cal virtues of organic
farm ng

www. pnas. org/ cgi/reprint/ 103/ 12/ 4522. pdf

http:// news-service. st anf ord. edu/ pr/ 2006/ pr - or gani cs- 030806. ht m
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Comment 182 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Public Health and Environmental Justice
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

D. Public Health and Environnmental Justice |ssues Mist Be
Addr essed

? The Proposed Scoping Plan has failed to adequately respond to
concerns raised by the EJAC and public health community.

? CARB shoul d adopt the EJAC s reconmendations to increase the
2020 target for |land use, invest in public transit in |owincone
conmunities, and create incentives for |ocal governnents to reduce
their em ssions.

? The public health anal ysis should include specific data about
public health inpacts associated with comunity design, including
i npacts on obesity, chronic disease and public safety.

? CARB shoul d ensure that the public health community has an
ongoing, formal role in shaping AB 32 policy.

Sierra Cub supports the followi ng text recomended for insertion
into the Plan by the Coalition for Clean Air and other California
or gani zati ons.

* ARB will adopt a cunul ative inmpacts assessnment nethod within a
year or prior to the adoption of AB 32 rel ated narket-based

regul ation and identify comunities “already inpacted by air

pol lution” cunul atively to ensure uniformty and consi stency anobng
the state, air districts and other |ocal governments so that
conmunities identified as inpacted by one agency do not get
categorized differently by anot her

 ARB will evaluate the potential negative inmpacts (if any) of
all subsequent AB 32 regulations in these communities prior to
t heir adoption and incorporate safeguards;

e ARB will design the market nechani sm conpliance protocols to
achi eve maxi mum em ssion reduction and co-benefits in the nost

di sadvant aged comunities by including incentives and restrictions;
and

 ARBWII initiate a public process within three nonths to
determ ne and reconmend the percentage of resources generated
through AB 32 rel ated auction and fee revenues that can be directed
to assist in adaptati on and em ssion reduction neasures for those
conmuni ties and snall busi nesses nost di sadvantaged by climte
change or air pollution inpacts.
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Comment 183 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Birdlebough

Email Address: affirm@friendshouse.org
Affiliation: Friends of SMARTransit

Subject: Climate Protection Scoping Plan
Comment:

| have been involved in air quality issues as a volunteer since
1970, and comend the CARB Board for taking a generally aggressive
envi ronnental protection stance. W are relying on you to adopt
far-reaching measures to slow gl obal warning and achi eve
progressive reductions in snog and ot her dangerous air pollutants
t hat cause illness and death.

Sonoma County has adopted goals for greenhouse gas reduction that
are very demandi ng. We need your help to establish state standards
that reinforce these local efforts, and set an exanple for the
Federal Governnment as well as for other nations. Comuni ties

t hroughout California are already facing a public. | also urge the
state air board to include a stronger focus on neasures to reduce
em ssions fromdriving that make up 60% of greenhouse gases here in
the North Bay. Please include a nmuch nore aggressive statew de
goal for reducing vehicle trips, as well as neasures that encourage
nore aggressive VMI reduction actions by all |ocal governnents.

Al so, focus on other regulatory neasures to cut GHG emi ssions from
i ndustrial sources such as petroleumrefineries and cenent plants.

The plan needs to show that taken together the proposed neasures
wi Il nake rapid progress toward reduci ng greenhouse gases as it
protects vul nerabl e individuals and conmmnities from pollution
hazards.

Thank you for your efforts to strengthen the AB 32 draft scoping
pl an.
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Comment 184 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Voluntary Actions, Allowances and Revenues, and
Evaluations
Comment:

COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

E. VOLUNTARY EARLY ACTI ONS AND REDUCTI ONS (p. 67)

e Sierra Cub is pleased CARB i s studying neans to reward
vol untary early actions reductions.

F. USE OF ALLOAMANCES AND REVENUES (p. 69)

« W support nost of the uses listed, particularly those rel ated
to environnental justice, such as “achieving environmental
co-benefits.” However, we are not supportive of “direct refund to
consuners,” unless such “refunds” can be tied directly to GHG
reducti ons.

e Criteria and toxic air pollutants create health risks, and some
conmuni ti es bear a disproportionate burden fromair pollution. W
support ideas that benefit these unfairly inmpacted conmmunities.

* Revenues should be prioritized for projects that reduce both GHG
em ssions and al so provide reductions in air and other pollutants
that affect public health.

* W are pleased that CARB has provided a positive discussion of
carbon fees. W think that the range of $10 and $50/ton woul d be
reasonable; this fee could start |ow and gradually increase over
ti me as needed.

* A $30-per-ton fee on all greenhouse gases woul d provi de revenue
of approximately $12 billion per year, which is |l ess than 1/100th
of the California econonmy. This noney could be restored i nmedi ately
to the state economny, encouraging |local investnment in clean
technol ogi es and green jobs, activities with a bright prospect in a
car bon-constrai ned worl d. Revenues could al so provide rebates for

| ow-i nconme consuners.

* W believe that it should be possible to quantify sone of the
benefits fromthe expenditure of the funds on projects that provide
consi derabl e GHG eni ssion reducti ons. For exanple, transit
operators know i ncreased frequency of service and | ower fares can

i ncrease ridership. Recovering waste heat, either to generate
electricity or fromgenerating electricity, has specific value to



commercial and residential utility customers.

e On carbon pricing, emssions fees should be analyzed along with
a cap-and-auction system as the Plan proposes. W need the incone
to fund CO2 reductions.

e Polluters always should have to pay for cleaning up the damage
they cause. Therefore, if a carbon market is established, al

em ssi on all owances shoul d be auctioned. The Plan states (page 16),
“These al |l owances could be freely distributed to capped firns or
auctioned in the trading narket.” W are opposed to free

di stribution of allowances, since they don’'t encourage
accountability and provide nmuch | ess notivation to reduce GHG

emn ssi ons.

e Major emtters should pay for the cost of administering this
program

I11. EVALUATIONS (p. 73)

Specific econonic benefits of energy efficiency and cl ean energy
nmeasures can be eval uated based upon the sum of
1) Projected and avoi ded costs for these energy suppli es,
2) In-state jobs and manufacturing due to green economc
activity,
3) Federal tax credits benefits and in-state tax revenues,
4) Export revenues, and
5) Environnmental and public health benefits.

e CARB's analysis of public health benefits of transportation

ef ficiency nmeasures focuses only on respiratory nedicine and
econom ¢ benefits of reducing respiratory disease. Wile this
anal ysi s provi des powerful support for the Plan's vehicle and fue
i mprovenents, the Plan overl ooks |large public health benefits to
ot her transportation efficiency nmeasures not in the Plan

e Public health perils such as obesity, diabetes and heart disease
can be reduced by strategies the Plan should enbrace nore
aggressi vel y. Auto-dependent nei ghborhoods nake these di seases nore
comon; smart growt h and reduced vehicle mles traveled can help
conbat them

* CARB's public health analysis needs to address the issue of food
security and “healthy food deserts.” Lacking |ocal healthy food
choi ces, many people nmust travel |[ong distances to obtain nore
healthy fare or rely on expensive, |ocally avail able junk food.

Al t hough emi ssions benefits of better access to healthy food may be
nodest, public health benefits can be significant and clinmate
change policy offers a chance for |owinconme “food deserts” to get
attention.
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Comment 185 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Implementation, Personal Action, Outreach
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

V. | MPLEMENTATION: Putting the Plan into Action (p. 99)
A. Personal Action (p. 100)

Sierra Club is pleased that the Proposed Scoping Plan includes
Personal Action as an inportant strategy for curbing GHG emi ssi ons.
It calls for the “active participation of the people of California”
i ncluding “the voluntary comm tnent and involvenment of mllions of
i ndi vi dual s and househol ds.”

To encourage this voluntary conmitment and invol venent, we propose
that CARB track on the Internet the effect of individual and famly
actions on | owering greenhouse gas enissions. A statew de

el ectronic registry could record the results of their actions and
report back via graphics and nunbers the nounting total of

eni ssi ons cur bed.

W thout such a nmeasurement, individuals and fanmlies will |ower
their carbon footprint alone, receiving little or no feedback

However, if they anticipate positive feedback, people will be nuch
nore likely to act. They will know for sure that their actions are
having a positive effect. Knowi ng they’ ve made a concrete
contribution will motivate themto do even nore, and to urge their
friends and fanmly to participate. This approach would also utilize
the | atest notivational research, which indicates that if people
bel i eve “everybody is doing it,” they are nmuch nore likely to do
it.

By providing evidence of the effectiveness of individual actions,
a public electronic neasurenent would furnish a way to turn fear of
the effects of global warm ng into positive action. It will help
elimnate feelings of helplessness in the face of a gl obal problem

Publ i c neasurenent of voluntary actions would al so draw
individuals and fanmilies into the overall effort that CARB proposes
in the Scoping Plan. Their experience will give themthe feeling of
“buying in.” That will build their interest in |earning about and
supporting CARB' s efforts and those of industry, transportation
agriculture, and other sectors. By feeling part of a commnity
statewi de effort, they would becone interested in and supportive of



the steps being taken in other sectors — for exanple, government
| and use changes to reduce vehicle travel, etc.

Technol ogy exists that would allow individuals and fanilies who
choose sone of the actions recommended by CARB to receive positive
feedback on their actions.

CARB shoul d create a website where individuals and famlies could
record the changes they’'re nmaking in hone insulation, w ndows,
appl i ances, roof color, shading, conpact fluorescents, recycling,
reduci ng vehicle travel, and other em ssions-curbing activities.
Statewi de tallies exist of sone of these neasures taken by |arge
comercial installations. Atally of personal individual and famly
neasures taken could also be created. A nountain of data on

i ndi vi dual solar (PV and DHW installations already exists.

Luci d Design Group for exanple, a California conpany, provides
buil dings with an interactive website and touch-screen ki osk

di splay that makes resource use of energy, saving of noney, and
of fset of em ssions visible and easily understandabl e. That
technol ogy m ght be adapted for use in tracking individual and
fam |y contributions.

Furthernore, tracking progress in curbing individual or famly

em ssions would be fun, like following a sports team It will be
i ke checking the stock market, except that this neasure will
al ways go up. It will give famlies a gane to play

CARB should put in staff tinme to develop this project. Private
partners mght be interested in devel opi ng appropriate technol ogy
and a business nodel .

Wat ching the nunmbers or a thernoneter-1like graphic rise by |ogging
on to a public website would create a sense of the comunity

pul ling together. W shouldn’t underestinmate the power of such
feelings. People have yearnings to take part in idealistic nationa
efforts and the feelings of solidarity such efforts create can be
strong. Think of everyone pulling together in Wrld War Il and the
public enthusiasmfor and interest in the 2008 presidentia
election. Surely there’'s no statewi de effort healthier or nore

uni versal ly beneficial than saving energy, switching to renewabl es
and reducing vehicle travel.

W woul d feel like we’'re all in this together — which we are.

B. Public Qutreach and Education (p. 100)
e All four strategies are excellent.

e Funding is needed for training teachers in the climate change
curricul um

e The Plan should include detail ed public awareness canpai gns,
wi th budgets (funded by carbon fees), that will be used to involve
the public in all aspects of the Plan

e Successful inplenmentation of California s historic gl obal
warnming law will require a programthat is open and transparent to
the public, including perfornmance and conpliance tracking

i nfornmation of all conponents accessible via the Internet.
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Comment 186 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address: emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club Comment on Enforcement, Permitting, Funding, Future Vision
Comment:

COMVENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPI NG PLAN
SUBM TTED BY SI ERRA CLUB CALI FORNI A, Novenber 19, 2008

E. Enforcenent (p. 109)

» Sierra Cub agrees that enforcenent is a critical conponent of
AB 32 inplenentation. CARB will need to significantly bulk up its
enforcenent resources to neet this challenge. In addition, the
scopi ng plan should explain the route for enforcing em ssion
reducti on nmeasures taken by other agencies outside CARB to hold
t hose agenci es accountable for assuring the realization of em ssion
reducti on neasures assigned to them

e W support the nmeasures proposed for enforcenent, especially
i ncludi ng engaging local Air Quality Districts in tracking
em ssions fromlocal facilities.

« W would support allocating sone program funding to these Air
Quality Districts to support their increased duties under AB 32.

F. State and Local Pernmitting Considerations (p. 110)

* W support including state and |l ocal permtting considerations
in the AB 32 inplenentation strategies.

* We would support allocating some programfunding to the
entities involved to support their increased duties under AB 32.

G Role of Local Air Districts (p. 111)
e Sierra Cub would support allocating some program funding to

Air Quality Districts to support their increased duties under AB
32.

H  Program Funding (p. 112)

« W support the neasures proposed for program fundi ng, including
col l ection of fees.

V. A VISION FOR THE FUTURE (p. 113)

e W support collaboration with key partners, as long as it
doesn’t dilute the effectiveness and speed of inplenentation
California needs to stand up for a high standard of CGHG reducti ons,
not sink to the “l owest conmon denoni nator.”



* W appl aud the pl anned expansi on of research by California's
uni versities to devel op i nnovative solutions to all aspects of the
pl an, but we cannot wait for the “perfect technol ogies.”
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Comment 187 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Reheis-Boyd

Email Address: cathy @wspa.org
Affiliation: WSPA

Subject: WSPA Comments on AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the Western States Petrol eum Associ ation's
coments on the AB32 Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/679-wspacommentsonscopingplan.1108.pdf*

Origina File Name: WSPA commentsonScopi ngPlan.1108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 21:45:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 188 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anthony

Last Name: Eulo

Email Address: anthony.eulo@morganhill.ca.gov
Affiliation: City of Morgan Hill

Subject: Morgan Hill Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the City of Morgan Hll's comments on the ARB
AB32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/680-cityof morganhill scoping.pdf’

Original File Name: CityofMorganHill Scoping.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 22:27:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 189 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Hugh

Last Name: Ewing

Email Address: hfewingjr@comcast.net
Affiliation: Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached our coments on the AB32 Scoping Pl an

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/682-arb_scoping_plan_response.doc'

Origina File Name: ARB Scoping Plan Response.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 07:20:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 190 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Sonn

Email Address: sonn.michael @gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Indirect Source Rule (ISR)
Comment:

The goal for the | and use sector should be 11-14 MMI. A Septenber
2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C

Nel son, |eading experts on smart growth and climate change, finds
that a target of 11-14 MMI is achi evabl e and advi sable. An 11-14
MMI target woul d encourage new comunities to be wal kabl e,

af fordabl e, and to have great transportation choices while a | ower
target woul d encourage busi ness as usual

The Scopi ng Pl an should include adopti on of a statew de Indirect
Source Rule (I1SR) for carbon dioxide. ISR, already in effect in the
San Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool that
hel ps devel opers and pl anners cal culate and nitigate the inpacts of
proj ects.

The plan should nake it a top priority to invest in and sustain
public transportation and prograns to i nprove transportation

ef ficiency and reduce congestion

Current growth patterns put the state on a path that will result

in a 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years. Such
an increase in driving would cancel out the em ssions benefits of

i mproved fuel econony and | ow carbon fuels. It is inperative that
the state provide strong | eadershi p and encourage | ocal and

regi onal governnents to adopt anbitious targets for greenhouse gas
reducti ons.
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Comment 191 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Red

Email Address: nred@ci.chowchilla.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Chowchilla

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter fromthe Cty of Chowchill a.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/686-ab_32 scoping_plan_nov08.doc'

Origina File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan nov08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 10:39:26
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Comment 192 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Craig

Last Name: Vejvoda

Email Address: ryoder@ci.tulare.ca.us
Affiliation: Mayor City of Tulare

Subject: Comment Letter re Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached scanned | etter as referenced above.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/687-carb_letter 111808.pdf'

Original File Name: CARB Letter 111808.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 10:40:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 193 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Lyon

Email Address: rlyon@cbia.org

Affiliation: CA Building Industry Association

Subject: CBIA preliminary comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/690-carb_sp_comments_nov08.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB SP COMMENTS NOV 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:06:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 194 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lynn

Last Name: Axelrod

Email Address: lynnl@rri.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Report submitted by Resource Renewal Institute
Comment:

Pl ease find attached a report froma G een Plans-Sustainability
perspective by an architect of New Zeal and's Resource Managenent
Act and a menber of its Environment Court, an individual who knows
California well.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/691-fookesab32report.doc'

Original File Name: FookesAB32Report.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:17:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 195 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: grey

Last Name: kolevzon

Email Address: greyloom@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: climate plan comments
Comment:

OVERVI EW

It seems to ne that the document so far |ooks excellent and right
on target, but | wanted to suggest some ideas for additions to
section #8 under strategies (“Inplenent policy changes at the

| ocal, regional, and national level.”). Wile ny suggestions may
seemtoo extrene to be accepted and therefore politically
non-viable, | would like the group to consider that probably nost
of us are well-insulated froma real understanding of what it neans
to be in a position of desperation — to be unable to afford food,
wat er, and housing, with no safety net of strong comunity ties to
fall back upon. Yet, as the world s living systens begin to decline
in productivity with accel erating speed, economc systens wll

foll ow hand-i n-hand, and when | arge percentages of our popul ation
newy find thenselves in exactly this position, the threat to our
very society will make increased heating and fl oods | ook conpletely
i nconsequential. As we have glinpsed with the credit collapse, in
an interconnected gl obal econony any stress falls first on those
with fewest resources, and it is primarily their basic needs rather
than luxuries that are endangered.

Thi s phenonenon is already beginning to take place in nany other
nore vul nerable countries in other parts of the world in ways that
af fect | arge percentages of local popul ations, and has resulted in
i ncreasi ng nunbers of refugees from environmental disasters and
ensui ng social conflicts related to dimnishing resources. The
United States’ trenmendous overall wealth has insulated much of our
popul ation fromtruly understanding and conming to terms with this
phenonenon for the present noment, but | would venture to project
that after another 20-30 years of declining ecol ogica

productivity, the gl obal econony may not be so full of surpluses
that the United States can depend upon extracting to its own
advantage. In other words, the sooner we fully understand the

i mplications of econonmic collapse the better, as nost of our own
popul ation will find itself in the same boat but wi thout the |oca
rel ati onship networks and social structures that have al ways

al | owed cash-poor conmunities around the gl obe to survive. \Wether
or not we can adapt with our society nore or less intact wll
depend on how forward-thinking our |eaders are now, how quickly and
obj ectively we can evaluate the present, and whether or not we take
a leap of faith and bol dly enbrace changes that woul d seem absurd
and i npossible to soneone trapped in current patterns of thought
and action.

Enough background — while we can certainly | ower carbon em ssions
by retrofitting buildings, increasing fuel efficiency of cars,
etc., all of these changes will not be significant enough to reach



the goals that scientists have warned us we need to reach, and that
are now legally mandated in legislation. | believe that our key
strategi es should pursue three |arge-scale goals, and that these be
made very explicit:

1. Transition out of using cars as our main form of persona
transportation

2. Transition cities fromcar-based environments into |ivable,

wal kabl e/ bi keabl e nei ghbor hood- based conmuni ti es

3. Shift our base of economic activity fromrelying heavily on

gl obal trade to becone nore regi on-centered

4. The renoval of a certain anbunt of key |and resources (food
produci ng | ands and | owi ncone urban housing) fromthe specul ative
mar ket through the establishnent of comunity land trusts in every
regi on of the state

My suggestions seek to address root causes by: 1) reversing the
patterns of dislocation of people fromland that got us into this
situation in the first place; 2) avoiding social collapse by
strengt heni ng conmmunities, creating an additional urban resource
base by reconfiguring land use, and facilitating residents of |oca
areas to work together to overcome the great economic inequalities
that presently exist.

STRATEQ ES

A nunber of strategies could be adopted to nove toward these

goal s; sone are as foll ows:

1) the enpowernent of |ocal and regional governments to take
strong, effective action through tax-based incentives that bring
about dramatic changes in the ongoi ng devel opment and redevel opnent
of our land use, transportation, and resource distribution

syst ens.

2) The transition of taxation systens fromincone- and sal es-based
to carbon based; in other words, a baseline |evel of acceptable
resource use and carbon em ssions woul d be established using

exi sting ecol ogi cal neasures, with a “tax” levied on individuals
and busi nesses using nore and a “rebate” going to those using |ess.
A percentage of this tax incone could also be invested in the

devel opnent of systems and technol ogi es that |ower carbon use, such
as community farm and preservation, bicycle production and
distribution, public transit inprovements, building retrofitting,
cl ean energy technol ogi es.

3) The creation of social networks and |l egal structures that
actively support accel erated resource-sharing and “econonic
conservation” on a local level, to provide a safety net for basic
needs and soften the inmpacts of a collapsing economy. This could be
t he expansi on of food banks, the conversion of abandoned properties
i nto nei ghborhood resource centers, the use of abandoned homes for
housi ng Green Jobs crews, etc.

4) The creation of land trusts that renove critical resources from
specul ative markets with the m ssion of providing affordable
housi ng for | owincone comunity nenbers, preserving agricultura

| ands, and mmi ntai ni ng an appropriate bal ance of open spaces and

ur bani zed ar eas.

5) Encouragi ng the inplenentation of prograns that enable a
reintegration of human comunities and |living systems — urban
greeni ng, urban agriculture, watershed education

6) Supporting initiatives that develop a foundation for a
producti ve green econony through green jobs training prograns,
yout h enpl oynent prograns, and expansion of education prograns in
K-12 schools and colleges related to ecol ogical sustainability and
econom ¢ opportunities with local, green jobs.



Thanks very much,
Grey Kol evzon
gr eyl oom@ot mai | . com

Cycl es of Change HOPE Col | aborati ve

wwv. cycl esof change. org ww. oakl andf oodandfi t ness. org
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Comment 196 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rachel

Last Name: Kador

Email Address: rkaldor@dairyinstitute.org
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/693-carbscopi ngplanitr.doc'

Original File Name: CARBscopingplanltr.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:08:48
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Comment 197 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Alex

Last Name: Hamilton

Email Address. alexh@ci.commerce.ca.us
Affiliation:

Subject: City comments to proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached is a letter representing comments and concerns on behal f
of the City of Commerce. Please enter into the record and feel free
to contact me if you have any questions. Thanks for the opportunity
to cooment. We feel it is critical that you hear from/l ocal
agencies/cities as we are on the "front line" inplenenting rules
and regulations fromthe State.

Al ex Hamilton
Assi stant Director of Conmunity Devel opnent

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/695-arbcomment. pdf’

Origina File Name: arbcomment.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:45:44
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Comment 198 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carla

Last Name: Din

Email Address: din@apolloalliance.org
Affiliation: California Apollo Alliance

Subject: CA Apollo Comment Letter on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter fromthe California Apollo
Al l'iance.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/698-ca_apollo_alliance letter to carb_proposed scoping_plan_final.doc'

Original File Name: CA_Apollo_Alliance Letter to CARB Proposed Scoping Plan FINAL.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 13:45:16
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Comment 199 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Allred

Email Address: nancy.allred@sce.com
Affiliation: Southern California Edison Company

Subject: SCE's Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are SCE' s Conments on CARB's Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/700-sce_comments_on_carb_proposed _scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: SCE Comments on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 14:33:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 200 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jennnifer

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: jmiller@partnershipph.org
Affiliation: Partnership for the Public's Health

Subject: Maximize Public Health Benefit of Scoping Plan
Comment:

Noverber 20, 2008
RE: Comments on Climte Change Proposed Scoping Pl an

Dear Chair Nichols and Menbers of the California Air Resources
Boar d:

We commend the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for its
groundbreaki ng efforts to devel op a conprehensive plan to reduce
greenhouse gas emi ssions, and we are very pleased to see that the
final version of the Scoping Plan is a significant inprovenent over
the earlier draft.

We appl aud the plan’s greater enphasis on the role of |and use
pl anni ng and | ocal governnment efforts in neeting the greenhouse gas
reducti on goal s:

* The new plan nore than doubl es the goal for em ssion reductions
fromthe I and use sector (fromjust 2 mllion nmetric tons to 5).
» The plan also calls on | ocal governnents to reduce their

em ssi on by 15% over projected 2020 emni ssion |evels.

We al so greatly appreciate the inclusion of the California
Department of Public Health (CDPH) as the newest nenmber of the
Cinmte Action Team (CAT).

But before the Board adopts the final plan, we urge you to take
the follow ng actions to maxi m ze the public health benefits of the
Scoping Pl an and protect vul nerable and | owinconme comunities.

1. Establish a formal role for public health in the inplenmentation
of AB 32 regul atory and narket strategies.

Wil e CARB has trenmendous expertise and know edge about the air
quality benefits of global warm ng strategies, there is a strong
need for a broader range of information on health inmpacts and
health benefits of mitigation strategies. It is inportant that the
Scoping Plan include a clear commitnent fromthe Board to reach out
to the broad range of health constituencies.

We ask that you direct staff to cone back within three nonths with
recomendati ons for establishing a formal process to include state
and | ocal public health agencies and organi zations in the

devel opnent and review of all proposed greenhouse gas reduction
nmeasures, including proposed regulatory and nmarket nechani snms, so
that they can provide input and analysis of the broad range of



heal th benefits and concerns related to those neasures.

2. Ensure protection for already over-inpacted comunities.
Mtigation strategies, such as cap-and-trade progranms or siting of
new “green” facilities, must not exacerbate already existing health
inequities in lowincome comunities. Such commnities are already
unequal | y burdened by extrenely poor environnental conditions and
poor health. This plan nust include adequate safeguards for these
comunities. The Board must insure that each nmeasure included in
the Scoping Plan will not only assist statew de greenhouse gas
reduction goals but will also inprove conditions in |ocal
conmunities. This nmeans that the neasures must both prevent
creation of localized pollution “hot spots” and denonstrate the
ability to achieve real inprovenents in air quality and health
conditions in all communities in the state.

We ask that you establish additional neasures in the Scoping Plan
to identify and ensure protection of vul nerable and | ow i ncone
comunities and prevent any backsliding on air quality protections.
This includes directing CARB staff to do the follow ng:

a. Establish within one year a cunul ative inpacts screening
protocol to identify those communities nost inpacted by air

pol | uti on;

b. Design regul ator and market - based conpli ance nechanisns to
achi eve maxi mum emni ssi on reductions and co-benefits in these
comunities; and

c.Initiate a public process to determ ne how resources generated
t hrough i npl ementati on of AB 32 neasures can be allocated to

m ni mze adverse health inpacts and create climate resiliency in
our nost vul nerable comunities.

3. Set a higher target for greenhouse gas reductions fromthe |and
use sector.

The current target of 5 mllion netric tons (MMI) does not keep us
on track for achieving our 2050 greenhouse gas reduction goals. W
need to reduce vehicle nmles traveled (VM) by 10% by 2020, but the
current 5 MMI target equates to only a 4% reduction in VMI. By
assigning only nminiml emnission reduction targets to |and use and
transit policies, CARB misses a critical opportunity to spur

nmeani ngf ul change in the built environment to nitigate climate
change and inprove the public’'s health. This mitigation strategy
woul d provi de substantial health co-benefits to Californians, and
as a result, provide health-related savings.

Requiring better |and use and transportation planning will reduce
gr eenhouse gas emissions, inprove air quality and physical activity
| evel s, and reduce obesity-related illnesses such as di abetes and

cardi ovascul ar di sease. (besity has reached epi dem c proportions
and is a significant factor in rising health costs. In 2000, the
esti mated national costs attributable to obesity amunted to $118
billion.

Twenty-five percent of all devel opment on the ground in 2020 wil |
have been built between 2010 and 2020. This presents a trenendous
opportunity to inprove the design of new devel opment so that it
al | ows people to choose alternatives to driving and provi des access
to public transit. When people live in conpact, nixed-use
conmunities they drive 30% 1| ess that those who live in sprawing
subur ban devel opnents. Strengthening this conponent of the
mtigation strategy will not only inprove public health through

i ncreased physical activity, but because of health cost savings,



provi de an econom c co-benefit as well.

CARB shoul d increase the goal for em ssions reductions due to
smart | and use planning to 11 — 14 MMI. This would send an

i mportant signal to create communities that enable people to get
our of their cars and wal k, bike, or take public transit—nproving
their own health while inproving the health of the planet.

Thank you for considering these suggestions.

Si ncerely,

Jennifer MIler, PhD
On behal f of Partnership for the Public's Health

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/701-comment_letter on_carb_proposed scoping_plan_081119.doc'

Origina File Name: Comment Letter on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan 081119.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 14:54:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 201 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Elaine

Last Name: Archibald

Email Address: cuwaexec@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: California Urban Water Agencies

Subject: Comments on Proposed AB-32 Scoping Plan and Appendices
Comment:

Pl ease find California U ban Water Agencies coment letter on the
Proposed AB-32 Scoping Plan and Appendi ces attached to this form

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/703-scopi ngplancommentl etter 112008. pdf*

Original File Name: ScopingPlanCommentL etter112008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 15:24:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 202 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anthony

Last Name: Iton

Email Address: |ois.fleming@acgov.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Comments
Comment:

See Attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/704-letter - ab_comments _sma.doc'

Original File Name: Letter - AB Comments SMA .doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 15:41:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 203 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Deborah

Last Name: Weinstein

Email Address: dweinstein@treepeople.org
Affiliation:

Subject: TreePeople Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached letter from TreePeopl e regarding the
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/706-treepeople letter proposed scoping_plan 11.19.08.doc’

Original File Name: TreePeople letter Proposed Scoping Plan 11.19.08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 15:55:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 204 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Milpitas Chamber of

Last Name: Frank J. De Smidt

Email Address: government@milpitaschamber.com
Affiliation: Government Affairs

Subject: AB 32 SCOPING PLAN WILL DESTROY CALIFORNIA SMALL BUSINESSES
Comment:

CALI FORNI A' S SVALL BUSI NESSES CANNOT SURVI VE THI S DEEP RECESSI ON CR
ANY OTHER TI ME W TH HI GHER VEHI CLE COSTS, H GHER TAXES AND FEES,

H GHER ELECTRI CI TY COSTS, H GHER FUEL COSTS, H GHR HOUSI NG COSTS,
AND HI GHER COWMMERCI AL/ | NDUSTRI AL BUI LDI NG COSTS RESULTI NG FROM THE
PROPOSED AB32 DRAFT PLAN. THI'S PLAN, BASED ON UNPROVEN JUNK

SCI ENCE, W LL DECI MATE THOUSANDS AND THOUSANDS OF JOBS. ONLY
REGULATI ONS THAT | NCREASE JOBS, | MPROVE THE ECONOVWY, THAT ARE

COST- EFFECTI VE, AND ARE BASED ON SCUND SCI ENTI FI C METHODS SHOULD
BE CONSI DERED.

THANK YOU
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 16:09:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 205 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Evans

Email Address: rob@naiopie.org
Affiliation: NAIOP Inland Empire Chapter

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan/Appendices/Economic Analysis Comments
Comment:

coments will be uploaded as the following file nane:
AB32NAI OPI ECommrent sLt tr. pdf

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/710-ab32nai opiecommentdl ttr. pdf'

Original File Name: AB32NAIOPIECommentsL ttr.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 16:39:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 206 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Plopper

Email Address: cgplopper@ucdavis.edu
Affiliation: UC Davis

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

California Air Resources Board:

Subj ect: AB32 Scoping Pl an

When conpleting the Final Draft of the Scoping Plan for AB32,

pl ease consider the followi ng recomrendati ons for inclusion

A nunber of recent studi es have enphasized how critical this plan
is for California' s future and reinforce the need for this plan to
be as rigorous and forceful as possible.

The cleaning of the air will be one of the nmajor benefits of this
plan. Jane Hall , a Professor at CSU Fullerton and her coll eagues,
have found that the shortened |ife spans, childhood illness and

| ost workdays produced by the polluted air in California s two nost
pol luted regions currently cost the state approxinmately $28 billion
per year.

Reducing the rate of ocean rise will save our coastal cities. The
Public Policy Institute of California has sunmarized the drastic

i mpact which an elevation of between 8 and 16 inches will have on
our cities and other coastal resources.

In a separate study, Fredrich Kahrl and David Rol and- Hol st of UC
Ber kel ey have placed the cost of coastline resource destruction at
$300 million and $3.9 billion per year, with a total of $2.5
trillion of real estate assets at risk froma conbination of sea
level rise, wildfires and extrene weather events.

As the recent debacle with US automakers, who have fought for over
25 years the very changes in enission and fuel economny regul ations
whi ch woul d now render themin the forefront of their industry had
they followed them has shown us, being | ess than rigorous and
aggressive in addressing the issue of global warmng will place
California at severe risk. Tough neasures such as the follow ng
must be included in the plan

- The State should auction 100% of pernmits under the cap

Pol luters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free pernmts
t hat subsi di ze coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner energy.

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues wll
be used to provide a D vidend to conpensate consuners. G ven the
state of the econony, helping consuners deal with fuel and
electricity costs is the best use of auction revenues.

- | support CARB' s proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conpanies to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. It is
critical that Carbon Fees can al so provide funding sources for

cl ean technol ogi es, green jobs, energy efficiency prograns, and
nor e.

Si ncerely,

Charles G Pl opper, PhD

Pr of essor Eneritus

University of California, Davis



Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/711-california air_resources board.doc'

Original File Name: California Air Resources Board.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 16:55:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 207 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tony

Last Name: Loftin

Email Address: HikingTony @earthlink.net
Affiliation: Chair, Sacramento Group, Sierra Club

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Madam or Sir Board Menber:
Pl ease see nmy comments, attached.
Thank you,

Tony Loftin

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/714-air_resources board comments - ab 32 _scoping_plan.pdf'

Original File Name: Air Resources Board Comments - AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 03:48:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 208 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Colin

Last Name: Mathewson

Email Address: cmathewson@pricecharities.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Comments from Mid-City Community Advocacy Network, San Diego
Comment:

attached

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/719-081119 ab32.doc'

Original File Name: 081119 AB32.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 11:17:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 209 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Allen

Last Name: Dusault

Email Address: adusault@suscon.org
Affiliation: Sustainable Conservation

Subject: Implementation for Agriculture
Comment:

| appreciate the opportunity to conment on the AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an
This will serve as the Gold Standard nationally for addressing
climate change.

The Scoping Plan gets a lot right and you are to be comended for
your difficult work. A major concern is the ability to inplenent
it. Here is a "report fromthe trenches" from an organi zati on that
has been working to put in place voluntary nmeasures related to
agriculture. W have been specifically focusing on measures that
reduce greenhouse gas emi ssions while inmproving air and water
quality. However we have encountered significant barriers that
are proving difficult to surnount.

For exanple, we have pioneered conservation tillage, a way to
prepare | and for crop production that reduces dust and di ese

em ssi ons whil e sequestering carbon in soil. Wen we started there
were only a couple hundred acres under conservation tillage while
today there are tens of thousands of acres. But our efforts are
bei ng hindered as funding for a key partner, UC Cooperative
Extension, continue to be cut. That will make it nmuch nore
difficult to significantly expand acreage further

W al so have been devel opi ng carbon negative California biofuels

t hat have no food for fuel trade-off. Unfortunately, State funding
as been sparse at best and we have had to operate with nuch |ess
funding than is needed to fully conmercialize beneficial biofue
producti on systens.

Additionally, we have pioneered renewabl e bi onet hane both as a
natural gas substitute and for vehicle fuel to displace dirty
diesel in trucks. The first biomethane powered heavy duty diese
truck is coming on line later this year. However, a second project
is stalled for lack of funding. W hope AB 118 fundi ng can be
brought to bear but that is only a first step. W are hoping the
State can play a greater role in encouraging these clean air
greenhouse gas reduci ng transportati on options.

We have al so helped to create a new renewabl e energy industry,
specifically biogas digesters using agricultural waste like dairy
manure. Biogas digesters, an early action neasure identified in
the scoping plan, can inprove water and air quality in addition to
reducing up to 1 mllion metric tons of CO2 equival ent GHG
Unfortunately new requirements fromthe San Joaquin Valley Air
District will likely stop devel opnent of new digesters and may shut
down sone existing facilities. W are working on solutions to
overcone these obstacles but we have found that State officials are



poorly informed about what is happening on the ground and that is
maki ng matters worse

Li kewi se for conposting facilities. W have hel ped to devel op new
nodel s of co-conposting that can reduce greenhouse gas em Ssions
while inmproving air quality. But new rules threaten to close
existing facilities and prevent new ones from openi ng even though
they have significant air, water and GHG benefits.

Institutional barriers, particularly the "silo" approach to

regul ation, threaten to underm ne these efforts. There can be 100

units of environmental benefit and 5 units of liability and that

wi Il be considered "backsliding". The net result is what | term

"regul atory sudden death". That occurs when a pollutant goes over a

regul atory threshold by any ampount, irrespective of the overal

proj ect benefit. The concept of "net environmental benefit" mnust

be factored into State agency approaches to AB 32 inpl enentation

There are ways to do this within existing regulatory structures.

But there nust be a recognition of the problemand a willingness to

fix it. That has not happened yet with key agency deci sion-makers.
It needs to happen.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 13:28:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 210 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address: erogers@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: Clean Tech Business Letter in Support of Limiting Offsets
Comment:

Cl ean Tech Statement of Support:
Limting Ofsets & Prioritizing Cean Energy in a Wstern Regi ona
Cap and Trade System

VWHERAS:

Western States’ Electricity GHG Reductions Could Come from O fsets
I nstead of Renewabl es: The Western Climate Initiative (W) is
recormendi ng a regional, nmulti-sector global warmng cap and trade
programthat would allow the electricity sector and ot her capped
emtters to use offsets to substitute for up to half of the direct
em ssi on reductions they otherwi se woul d have been required to
make. The WCI will not approve offset credits for global warm ng

em ssi on reductions that cone fromrenewabl e energy projects in the
US or other devel oped countries.

O fsets Could Drain Funding from Renewabl e Energy: A significant
use of conpliance offsets in a cap and trade systemw |l likely
drain potential new flows of capital away from renewabl e energy and
ot her clean tech gl obal warm ng solutions in high-enitting, capped
sectors such as electricity. Limting offsets, on the other hand,
can help direct new capital toward clean tech solutions and other
enmi ssion reduction efforts in these sectors by encouraging
utilities to purchase renewabl e energy instead of dirtier energy
sources that will becone nore expensive due to higher carbon
prices.

Limting Ofsets Make Renewabl es More Conpetitive: Limiting

of fsets will maintain demand for carbon enission allowances, thus
hel ping to maintain a nmeani ngful allowance price, which should in
turn increase the profitability of currently avail able | ow carbon
t echnol ogi es and encourage the devel opnent of new clean tech
options.

Limting Ofsets Incentivizes Uility Purchases of Renewabl e
Energy: By nmmintaining a robust carbon price and concentrating

em ssions reductions in capped sectors, linmts on offsets will
provi de another reason for utilities and publicly-owned utilities
to purchase renewabl e energy above and beyond their existing
renewabl es purchase obligations.

Cap and Trade Shoul d Support Renewabl e Energy: An effective

regi onal cap and trade system should directly account for and
reward the gl obal warm ng enission reductions resulting from
voluntary renewabl e energy generation by retiring carbon all owances
on behal f of voluntary renewabl e power produced in the region, and
encour age devel opnent and depl oyment of renewabl e energy through



the appropriate use of the value of allowances.

STATEMENT OF SUPORT:

The signatories bel ow encourage the states and provinces in the
Western Climate Initiative to ensure that a regional cap and trade
program bol ster the devel opnment and depl oynment of renewabl e energy
sources in the region and limt the ambunt of conpliance offsets
allowed in any global warm ng cap and trade systemto a small
fraction of the enission reductions that the program seeks to

achi eve.

SUPPORTERS
Busi nesses & Organi zations
Ausra, Inc.
Hol Iy Gordon

Bri ght Sour ce Ener gy
Joshua Bar-1ev

California Wnd Energy Associ ation
Nancy Rader

CEERT
Rachel McNMahon

Cl eantech America, |nc.
Ben Bar nes

Climate Earth, Inc.
Chris Erickson

Environnent & Enterprise Strategies
Hol | y Kauf nan

enXco Devel opnent Corporation
Mar k Thol ke

Fat Free Bi of uel
Shannon Devi ne

GreenVol ts, Inc.
Craig Lewi s

Large- Scal e Sol ar Associ ation
Shannon Eddy

Leadi ng Change Consul ting
Steve Levin

New Voi ce of Busi ness
Elliot Hoffman

Recurrent Energy
Arno Harris

Sol ari a
Davi d Hochschild

Sol Focus
Kel |y Desy



Stirling Energy Systens
Bob Liden

Sungevity
JP Ross

Sunt ech
Pol |y Shaw

Sust ai nabl e Energy Partners LLC
John Hunmphr ey

S3: Sustai nabl e Sol utions Systens
Shri pal Shah

Vot e Sol ar
Adam Br owni ng

I ndi vi dual s
Dan Kamen UC Renewabl e and Appropriate Energy
Labor at ory, Techni cal Board Menber, UCS

aiver Bock
Cl ean Tech | nvestor

W1 1liam Col enan
Mohr Davi dow Vent ur es

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/726-clean_tech offsets letter 11-21.pdf’

Original File Name: Clean Tech Offsets Letter 11-21.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 15:43:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 211 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Frantz

Email Address: ini@lightspeed.net
Affiliation:

Subject: general comments on agriculture and the LCFS
Comment:

Tom Frant z

AB 32 EJAC Menber

Presi dent, Association of Irritated Residents
Kern County Resident, San Joaquin Valley

Comments to Air Resources Board attached

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-

ol d/scopingpln08/735-

general_comments to _carb_on_agriculture_and_Icfs for_ab 32 scoping_plan_by tom_frantz.d
oc'

Original File Name: general commentsto CARB on agriculture and LCFS for AB 32 Scoping
Plan by Tom Frantz.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 17:25:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 212 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Stone

Email Address: kstone@alac.org

Affiliation: American Lung Association of California

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

| urge the CARB Board to adopt a strong gl obal warmning scoping plan
for California to both slow gl obal warm ng and achi eve i nmedi ate
reductions in snog and ot her dangerous air pollutants that cause
illness and death. A strong plan will set the standard for

nati onal and international action. | also urge the state air board
to include a stronger focus on neasures to reduce eni ssions from
driving which contribute both the |argest percentage of greenhouse
gases and dangerous air pollutants in California. Therefore, the
pl an should include a much nore aggressive statew de goal for
reduci ng vehicle trips and nmeasures to pronpbte progressive action
by | ocal governnents. To reach the state's targets for greenhouse
gas reduction targets, the plan should additionally include a
strong goal and additional regulatory neasures for reducing
pollution fromindustrial sources such as petroleumrefineries and
cenment nanufacturing facilities. It is also critical that any
neasures taken to reduce greenhouse gases contain do not increase
hot spots of pollution in communities already inmpacted by nmultiple
sources of pollution.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 23:20:05

59 Duplicates.



Comment 213 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: City of San Jose

Last Name: Environmental Servic

Email Address: julie.benabente@sanjoseca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Recycling and Waste Section Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached coments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/740-city of g final_1108.pdf'

Original File Name: City of SJ Final 1108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 10:16:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 214 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Francis

Last Name: Delach

Email Address. fdelach@ci.azusa.ca.us
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Azusa's comments on Air Resources Board Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/747-ab32l etter1108.pdf

Original File Name: ab32letter1108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 13:28:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 215 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Gallegos

Email Address: sgallegos@alac.org

Affiliation: American Lung Association of California

Subject: Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissinsin CA
Comment:

Ozone, particulate matter and other pollutants contribute to
climate change and that ozone is a potent greenhouse gas.

| ask you to supports efforts to reduce all enissions that
contribute to climte change, including establishing binding limts
on em ssions, expandi ng energy conservation and increasi ng use of
renewabl e sources.

Pol lution control strategies, including market-based approaches,
must directly reduce | ocal adverse air quality inpacts in addition
to addressi ng any gl obal inpacts.

| ask you to approve AB 32, the Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse
Gas Emissions in California.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 15:12:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 216 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lorna

Last Name: Rodrigues

Email Address: ilic@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: slow global warming
Comment:

VWhat ever California does gets noticed and copi ed by other states.
| hope that the CARB Board will adopt a strong plan to sl ow gl obal
warmi ng and i nmedi ately reduce snpog and ot her dangerous air

pol | ut ant s.

A key factor in achieving this is definitely | ooking at goals to
reduce vehicl e usage and nore aggressive neasures to reduce

pol lution due to industry.

Thank you for your attention.

Lorna Rodri gues
Gakhurst, CA

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 15:37:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 217 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Art

Last Name: Leahy

Email Address: kessner@octa.net

Affiliation: Orange County Transportation Authority

Subject: OCTA Comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find the Orange County Transportation Authority's
conments on the Proposed Scoping Plan and associ ated attachnent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/766-proposed_scoping_plan_comment_letter - attached.pdf’

Original File Name: Proposed Scoping Plan Comment Letter - Attached.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 16:40:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 218 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Hadley

Email Address: ehadley@reupower.com
Affiliation: Redding Electric Utility

Subject: City of Redding Comments to Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find coimments fromthe Gty of Redding on the
California Air Resources Board' s Proposed Scoping Pl an

Pl ease contact Elizabeth Hadl ey at 530-339-7327 with any
guesti ons.

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/769-city _of redding_letter to carb_11-12-08.pdf’

Original File Name: City of Redding Letter to CARB 11-12-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 08:36:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 219 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Andrea

Last Name: Tuttle

Email Address: atuttle@suddenlink.net
Affiliation: Forest and climate policy consulting

Subject: International Forest Offsets
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter expressing support for cautious opening
of California's potential GHG narket to high-quality em ssion
reduction of fsets from devel opi ng nati ons that have comitted to a
meani ngf ul greenhouse gas program

(Scoping Plan V-A-2; p. 114 ff).

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/770-scoping_plan_support_Itr__intl_offsets 11-09.docx’

Original File Name: Scoping Plan support Itr Intl Offsets 11-09.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 08:52:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 220 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address: srogers@yville.com
Affiliation: Town of Y ountville

Subject: Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/771-arb_comments |tr 112608.dot’

Original File Name: ARB comments Itr 112608.dot
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 08:54:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 221 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Plotkin

Email Address: norm@pzallc.com
Affiliation: CAWA/AAIA

Subject: Revised Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find attached comments fromthe California Autonotive

Wol esal ers' Associ ation and the Autonotive Afternarket |ndustry
Associ ation on the revised draft scoping plan. |If there are any
guestions regardi ng these conments, please feel free to contact ne
at 916-446-5900.

Regar ds,

Nor man Pl ot ki n

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/772-cawa-aaia revised scoping_plan_comments.pdf'

Original File Name: CAWA-AAIA Revised Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:01:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 222 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Plotkin

Email Address: norm@pzallc.com
Affiliation: ARPI

Subject: Revised Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find attached comments fromthe Autonotive Refrigeration
Products Institute on the revised draft scoping plan. |If there are
any questions regardi ng these comments, please do not hesitate to
contact nme at 916. 446. 5900.

Regar ds,

Nor man Pl ot ki n

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/773-arpi_revised_scoping_plan_comments.pdf'

Original File Name: ARPI Revised Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:09:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 223 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Busterud

Email Address: jwbb@pge.com

Affiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Subject: PG& E's Comments on the ARB's October 2008 AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Novenber 25, 2008 VI A ELECTRONI C FI LI NG

Ms. Mary Nichols, Chairnman
CALI FORNI A Al R RESOURCES BOARD
1001 | Street

Sacranmento, CA 95812-2828

M. Janes ol dstene, Executive Oficer
CALI FORNI A Al R RESOURCES BOARD

1001 | Street

Sacranent o, CA 95812-2828

M. Chuck Shul ock, Chief
Ofice of Cinmate Change

CALI FORNI A Al R RESOURCES BOARD
1001 | Street

Sacranent o, CA 95812-2828

Re: Pacific Gas and El ectric Conpany’'s Conments on the California
Air Resources Board' s October 2008 AB 32 Proposed Scoping Pl an

Dear Chairman N chols and Messrs. Col dstene and Shul ock

Paci fic Gas and El ectric Conpany (“PG&E’) wel comes the opportunity
to provide these comments on the California Air Resources Board s
(“ARB”) Cctober 2008 Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan (“Plan”). W also
i ncorporate here by reference our conments on the June 2008 Draft
Scoping Plan filed with the ARB on August 5, 2008 and the coments
we have filed on reconmendations by the California Public Uilities
Conmi ssion (“CPUC’) and the California Energy Conmi ssion (“CEC’) on
AB 32 policies affecting electricity and natural gas services
provided to California consuners, businesses, and public
institutions (copies enclosed).

[ . 1 NTRODUCTI ON

P&E is conmitted to working with the ARB, other State agencies

and concerned stakehol ders to make AB 32 a success and a nodel for
ener gi ng regional and national greenhouse gas (“GHG') reduction
prograns. We commend ARB Staff for their efforts in producing the
Pl an whi ch provides a conprehensive, conceptual roadnap for the
regul atory inplementation process to foll ow between now and 2012.
As the Plan recogni zes, there remains much work to be done in the
nont hs and years ahead to ensure that the reduction neasures
ultimately adopted by ARB achieve the State’'s CGHG reduction targets



in a “technologically feasible,” “cost-effective” and “equitable”
manner as required by AB 32. /

PG&XE and our custoners share California s desire to continue

| eadership on climate change, and this is why we were the first

i nvestor-owned utility to support enactnent of AB 32. PG&E is a
gas and electric utility serving one in twenty Americans and is
conmtted to | eadership on clinmate change. Qur custoners have

i nvested and continue to invest in custoner energy efficiency
(“CEE") prograns and a clean electric generating portfolio, so that
our em ssions are anmong the lowest of any utility in the nation

I ndeed, over 50% of the electricity PGE currently delivers to its
custoners cones fromsources that emt no greenhouse gases at all.

P&E approaches AB 32 inplenentation gui ded by four key
obj ecti ves:

1. Ensure environnental integrity through adopti on and use of
mandat ory, real and verifiable reductions;

2. Manage costs to California consuners and busi nesses by pursuing
technol ogically feasible and cost-effective reduction strategies
usi ng wel | -desi gned nar ket - based nmechani sms and a consuner-orient ed
al  owance al | ocati on approach;

3. Solidify California's national |eadership role on climate
change by creating a nodel programthat can be integrated
effectively with future regional, national and internationa
programns;

4. Equi tably apportion reduction obligations to ensure that all
sectors pay their fair share. State-wi de reduction obligations
shoul d be apportioned to ensure that no single source, sector, nor
its customers, assunes a disproportionate cost burden

Wth these objectives in nmind, the follow ng sunmary highlights
our over-arching coments on the Plan. Qur nore detailed comments
are set forth in section Il following this summary.

1. SUMVARY.

A. The Proposed Pl an Properly Takes a Conprehensive Approach To
Achi evi ng GHG Reducti ons.

AB 32 calls for ARB to consider three critical questions as it
i mpl ements neasures to neet the AB 32 goal s:

1. Are identified em ssions reductions technol ogically feasible?

2. Are the emi ssions reduction nmeasures cost-effective? For
exanpl e, is each neasure cost-effective conpared to alternative
nmeasures or prograns that could be undertaken to achieve the sane
guantity of reduction?

3. Are the em ssions reduction neasures fair and equitabl e when
conpared to the relative contribution of each source and sector to
overall GHG enmissions in California?

The ARB will need to eval uate and pursue reducti on nmeasures across
all sectors of the econony to achieve AB 32’'s GHG reduction
targets. The Plan takes an inportant first step toward this



conpr ehensi ve approach by identifying a wi de range of neasures,

i ncl udi ng mar ket mechani sms and progranms, and by recogni zi ng t hat
all reduction nmeasures nust be carefully analyzed and conpared for
technol ogi cal feasibility and cost effectiveness during the AB 32
regul atory inplementation process (Plan, pp. ES-6 and 7, 84, 85 and
106) .

The Pl an al so recogni zes that current cost estimates reflect a
range of potential costs associated with programmtic neasures and
that the criteria for assessing cost-effectiveness nay evol ve
during regulatory inplementation. W support the ARB's comitnment
to conduct additional and updated cost-effectiveness anal yses of

t he proposed nmeasures during the rul enaki ng phase in a rigorous and
transparent process with full public participation and opportunity
for review and conment (Plan, pp. 84, 85). W are concerned,
however that the analysis perfornmed to date has not provided a
systemati c conparison of all proposed neasures across all sectors.
To this end, we urge the ARB to take a conprehensive State-w de
approach to assessing cost-effectiveness to ensure that al
neasures are anal yzed and conpared across all sectors of our
econony during the rul enaki ng process.

B. PGRE Supports the Proposed Plan’s Endorsenment of Cap-and-Trade
Mar ket Mechani sns to Achieve Verifiable, Timely and Cost-Effective
GHG Reducti ons.

PG&XE commends the ARB for recognizing that a well-designed,

mul ti-sector regional or national cap-and-trade programlinked to
the Western Climate Initiative (“WCl ") and ot her energing regiona
and national progranms can provide real, sustained and
cost-effective GHG reductions (Plan, p. 30). W strongly support
the Proposed Plan’s recomendation to convene a rul emaking to
design and inplenent the cap-and-trade program and to seek input
fromthe public and stakehol ders and those with expertise rel evant
to the design of cap-and-trade prograns (ld., p. C 23). W |ook
forward to participating in this process.

To manage nmarket volatility and mninize cost inmpacts to our
custoners, especially in these tines of economc uncertainty, we
believe it is essential that cap-and-trade market design include
vi abl e consumer cost protections, such as a price collar or a
strategi c all owance reserve, which could provide additiona

al | owance supply in the event all owance prices exceed a
pre-determined |l evel. For exanple, a price collar would include
market intervention to nake additional GHG enission all owances
available to nmitigate substantial upward novenent of allowance
prices while maintaining a nulti-year carbon budget. A |ower bound
on all owance prices could al so specify mninum acceptable bids in
al | owance auctions or by other nmeans. W therefore request that
ARB anend the Proposed Plan expressly to provide for consideration
of potential consumer cost protection nechanisns during the

cap- and-trade rul emaki ng.

It is also inmportant that California' s cap-and-trade program be
designed fromthe outset to integrate seanl essly wth other narket
based programs to ensure adequate narket depth and liquidity. In
this regard, we support the ARB's recommendation that the
cap-and-trade rul emaki ng be closely coordinated with the Wl ' s
tinmeline for devel oping a regional cap-and-trade program (Plan, p
30). Inthis regard, it is very inportant that the rul enaking
provide a clear process for integrating the design and

i mpl enentati on of the cap-and-trade programwi th the formal



rul emaki ng process for the WCl cap-and-trade program and ot her

regi onal and national prograns. ARB should consider conbining its
cap-and-trade rul emaking with identical rul emaki ng proceedi ngs
anong the other states participating in the WZI, so that the
design, systens devel opnent and testing of a cap-and-trade program
can proceed on an efficient, expedited basis with broad public
participation by all the WCl states.

Broad access to environnentally sound and verifiable offsets will
be necessary to achieve AB 32's reduction targets in a
cost-effective manner and we believe there should be no geographic
or quantitative limts on their use. Wile the Plan endorses broad
geographi ¢ access to offset projects, we believe that the proposed
guantitative limt of 49% of annual em ssion reductions would be
unduly restrictive. W also strongly encourage ARB to adopt or
approve of fset protocols early in the regulatory inplenentation
process to ensure an adequate supply of eligible projects by 2012.
These critical conponents of the overall narket design will no
doubt benefit from closer analysis during the cap-and-trade

rul emaki ng next year.

C. Properly Designed and Equitably Adm nistered Programmatic
Measures Can Make a Meani ngful Contribution to GHG Reducti ons.

We agree that programmatic measures have the potential to provide
significant GHG reductions in the years ahead if determ ned to be
technol ogically feasible and cost-effective across all sectors. In
this regard, P&RE is commtted to increased investnent in energy
efficiency prograns and increased use of renewabl e resources.

However, as discussed nmore fully in Section Ill and in addition to
the matters raised in our August 5, 2008 conmments and conments at
the CPUC and CEC, we have the foll owi ng concerns regardi ng certain
energy-rel ated programmtic neasures: (1) since the Plan

acknow edges that ARB is not the agency with expertise in these
prograns, we urge ARB to look to current and evolving initiatives
in the renewabl es, energy efficiency, and conbi ned heat and power
(“CHP") areas at the agencies with expertise in these areas, and to
noni tor and acknow edge the efforts of these agencies to ensure any
GHG “reduction neasures” are feasible and cost-effective, both
within the energy sector and across all sectors; (2) as a matter of
equity, all load serving entities should be subject to the sane
targets and sane cost-effectiveness criteria - the Plan provides
for load serving entity (“LSE’) equity on energy efficiency, but
does not do so explicitly for renewabl es and CHP

[11. DI SCUSSI ON

A. PGE Supports the Proposed Plan’s Endorsenent of Cap-and-Trade
Mar ket Mechani sns to Achieve Verifiable, Timely and Cost-Effective
GHG Reducti ons.

PG&E strongly supports the ARB' s recommendation to establish a
cap-and-trade programthat will link with the other Western Climate
Initiative (“WC") jurisdictions, and we | ook forward to
participating in the cap-and-trade rul enaking. PG&E al so agrees
with ARB's stated intention to seek input from stakehol ders and
consult with experts on market design, including allowance

al l ocation and use of auction revenue. |n addition, we consider
the following topics to be of critical inportance for consideration
in the rul emaki ng and by the experts, in addition to those topics
listed in Appendix Cto the Plan at pages C22-C23:



* Al l owance al l ocation and use of auction revenue, including
det ai |l ed npdel i ng on consumer econom c inpacts.

» Consumer cost protection nechanisns.

« Ofset policy.

*Integration with the WCI and ot her devel opi ng regi onal and

nati onal prograns on cap-and-trade design

e« Appropriate treatnent of small conmmercial and residenti al

natural gas use.

In addition to a process for addressing the' policy issues above,
it would be helpful for the public and all stakeholders if ARB
created a clearer tineline and integrated regional rul emaking
process, working back from 2012, with mlestones for adopting

speci fic conponents of the cap-and-trade program i ncluding

devel opnent, scaling up and testing of regional market systenmns.
Experience with the inplenmentation of other markets, including

Regi onal Greenhouse Gas Initiative (“RG3@ ") and California s own

| ndependent System Operator in the electric sector, highlights the
need to build in tinme to allow for adequate systens devel opnent and
stress testing, as well as schedul e slippage. P&E al so reconmends
that the ARB invite experts from RGE and the European Union (“EU")
to informCalifornia about their experiences.

1. Consuner Cost Protection Mechani sns.

One of the ARB' s core policy design principles is to “mnimze the
econom ¢ burden of the programon consumers.” (Plan, p. C 20.)
Among the nost inportant |essons California | earned fromthe 2000
2001 energy crisis is that tinmely “backstop” mechani snms are
essential to protect customers in the event that unregul ated or
partially regul ated markets experience a catastrophic failure. The
need for quick or automatic “backstop” nechani sns applies to other
markets as well, including a cap-and-trade greenhouse gas em ssions
mar ket. /

A wel | -desi gned greenhouse gas em ssions tradi ng market can

attract investnent in new GHG reduci ng technol ogi es and enabl e
markets to deternine the nost econonic and cost-effective nmeans of
reduci ng GHGs across nultiple sectors of the economy. However,
like any market, and especially conmodities and futures narkets,
even the best designed greenhouse gas emni ssions tradi ng market can
experience failure or significant disruption through hoardi ng,
mani pul ati on, severe weat her or other unforeseen circunstances,
particularly during its start-up or transitional stages. During

t he October 23, 2008 ARB Board neeting, Board menbers asked staff
to exami ne carefully near-term econonic inpacts of the Scoping

Pl an, especially in light of current econonic turmoil and
uncertainty. Consumer cost protection neasures will be critical to
managi ng economnic inmpacts of AB 32 inplenmentation, especially
during the begi nning stages of the cap-and-trade market or if the
market is limted regionally. / Price spikes and crashes could

i mpose unnecessary costs on Californians and threaten the long term
viability of the GHG reduction program The scope of ARB' s

cap- and-trade rul emaki ng should expressly include an exam nati on of
potential consuner cost contai nnent nechani sns, especially those
that also maintain |long-termenvironnental integrity.

P&E bel i eves that consuner cost protection nechani sns can be

i mpl enented wi thout inpeding investnent in |ow and zero-carbon
technol ogies or inpairing our ability to neet em ssion reduction
goals. As we described in our August 5, 2008 Comments on the Draft
Scoping Pl an, one possible policy tool to hel p nanage overal



volatility and unexpected econom c costs, while at the sane tine
provide a clear path for technol ogy investnent and ensure that
there is a “price for carbon” is the allowance “price collar.” The
el ements of a “price collar” would include market intervention to
make additional GHG em ssion all owances available to mtigate
substanti al upward novenent of all owance prices while maintaining a
nul ti-year carbon budget. A |ower bound on allowance prices could
al so specify mninmum acceptable bids in allowance auctions or by
other nmeans. / The Liebernman-Warner and Di ngel | - Boucher draft

nati onal GHG | egi sl ati on provi des anot her exanple of a cost
protection nmechani smthat preserves environnental integrity and
woul d enabl e |inkage to other GHG narkets: an all owance reserve.

Q her proposals worthy of examination include those of the U S
Climate Action Partnership and the Nicholas Institute for

Envi ronnental Policy Solutions. / For these reasons, we believe
exam nati on and adopti on of such mechani sms shoul d be explicitly

i ncluded in the scope of the cap-and-trade rul enmaki ng.

2. O fsets.

P&E agrees with the Plan’'s reconmendati on to endorse the use of

of fsets w thout geographic restrictions. However, PGE is
concerned by the nunerical linmtation on offset quantity, “limted
to no nore than 49 percent of the required reduction of emissions.”
In particular, this policy drastically limts the amount of offsets
allowed in the first years of the program which may
unintentionally greatly increase adverse econom c inpacts of the
cap-and-trade market. For exanple, if the 2013 cap is set at 1%
bel ow t he 2012 em ssions level, then this policy inplies that the
of fset quantity would be severely limted to 0.49% of the cap |evel
in 2013. New GHG reducing technology will take tinme to devel op and
is generally not likely to be available in the early years of the
cap. The Scoping Plan offset policy raises serious concerns about
California’s ability to nmeet the cap in the nost cost-effective
manner in the early years of the program

Additionally, the policy described does not enable a specific
entity to know the quantity of offsets that it will be able to use
for conpliance. The policy bases the quantity linmt on the
reductions of the entire cap and provi des no gui dance for

i ndividual entities. Forty-nine percent of the required reductions
may be as little as less than 1% of an entity’'s conpliance
obligation in early years and possibly 10% of an entity’s
conpliance obligation in later years. During the rul enaking
process, the ARB needs to clarify application of offset policy so
that individual entities have adequate understandi ng and notice of
the offsets they may use.

Finally, the Scoping Plan should contain a process to have the
Board or Executive Oficer start approving protocols in a tinely
fashion to ensure an adequate supply of offset projects by 2012.
The Scoping Plan states that offsets nust be “quantified according
t o Board- adopt ed net hodol ogi es, and ARB nust adopt a regulation to
verify and enforce the reductions” (Plan, p. 36). The devel opnent
of offset projects will take years, and project proponents wll
need surety in the protocols they are allowed to use. The Board
shoul d adopt a schedule to review and adopt existing protocols in
order to not stifle the offset market and prevent access to these
cost-effective GHG reducti on options.

3. Natural Gas Sector.



PG&E agrees with the ARB decision not to include small conmercia
and residential natural gas use in the first termof the
cap-and-trade program As we have stated in past comments, this
sector of natural gas users may be better served by taking into
account reductions already forecast under energy efficiency
programs. Evaluation of whether and how small natural gas end
users shoul d be regul ated should be included in the scope of the
cap-and-trade proceeding and in the continuing consideration of the
cost-effectiveness and feasibility of energy efficiency neasures as
part of AB 32.

B. Programmati ¢ Measur es.
1. Renewabl e Energy Resources

P&E supports the increased use of renewabl e energy and agrees

t hat the expanded devel opment and procurenent of renewabl e
resources can play a significant role in neeting AB 32's GHG
reduction goals. Indeed, in Executive Order S 14-08, issued
Novenber 17, 2008, Covernor Schwarzenegger has called for al
sellers of electricity to “serve 33 percent of their load with
renewabl e energy by 2020.” The Executive Order properly notes that

achieving this goal will require “greater coordination and
stream ining of the siting, permitting, and procurenent processes
for renewabl e generation,” including addressing “various chall enges

that inpeded...tinely realization [of renewables goals], relating
to transm ssion, financing, siting, permitting, integration
environnental and mlitary objectives, technol ogy devel opnent and
commer ci al i zati on and equi pnent.” Governor Schwarzenegger al so
found that “there are substantial barriers to generation siting,
permtting and transm ssion that nust be addressed in order to

achi eve the 2010 and 2020 RPS goals.” / The ARB, in the Proposed
Pl an, al so describes sone of the challenges to achieving a 33
percent renewabl e energy procurenent goal, especially those rel ated
to transm ssion and systemintegration. Neverthel ess, the Scoping
Pl an counts on the emi ssions avoided fromthis target and assunes

t hese challenges will be addressed in tine to achieve the 33
percent goal. For exanple, the Scoping Plan does not currently
acknow edge the multi-year, nulti-agency permitting chall enges that
are sl owi ng renewabl es devel opnent. A February 2008 State
Auditor’s Report indicated that it can take 36 nonths for a
generator to receive all the necessary pernits to begin site
construction. / The Plan should now reflect the sane findings on

t hese chal | enges as noted in the Governor’'s Executive Order, and
acknow edge the uncertainty of relying on em ssions reductions from
a 33 percent renewabl es mandate until the barriers to

i mpl ement ati on and cost-effectiveness i ssues are addressed and
renoved. It is essential that the Proposed Pl an provide conpliance
of f-ramps and flexibility for issues such as transm ssion
availability, systemintegration, siting and other pernmits, as well
as availability of financing, all of which may be beyond the
control of P&E and other |oad-serving entities.

In the Draft Scoping Plan, PGXE noted that the 33% renewabl es goal
referenced actions by both investor-owned and publicly-owned
utilities. This |language was renoved in the Proposed Scoping Pl an
33% renewabl es goal. It is critical that state GHG neasures be
applied equally, with consistent nandates and accountability rules,
to all entities in the state. / This is the approach that was
taken by the Legislature, CPUC, and CEC in inplenenting the

em ssi ons performance standard under SB 1368, and it should be the
sanme approach taken by ARB on any progranmati c neasures that are



i ncl uded under AB 32. It is also now directly acknow edged by the
Covernor’s call for “all retail providers of electricity” to be
covered under his Executive O der

To further encourage the devel opnent of new renewabl e generation
and to foster achievenment of the State’s renewabl es goals, P&E has
proposed an innovative pilot programin its 2008 RPS Solicitation
that would stream ine the contracting process for renewabl e
generators greater than 1.5 MW by offering a form PPA avail abl e
year-round, with no requirenment for renewabl e generators to
participate in the conpetitive solicitation, thus elimnating the
bi ddi ng and negotiation process for any renewabl e generator that
accepts the formPPA's terns and conditions. The pilot program
woul d reduce negotiation time, tinme and effort required for CPUC
approval, and still ensure adequate, reliable energy supplies

t hrough the use of suitable ternms and conditions in a sinplified
contracting process.

Larger generators should continue to participate in P&E s
conpetitive solicitations and provide credit assurances and

per f ormance guarantees to assure that these resources begin to
deliver renewable energy to the grid at the tine and in the anopunt
required by their contract. Recognizing that certain generators
may desire a nore streanlined process, however, P&E has proposed
an innovative pilot programin its 2009 RPS Solicitation that could
reduce the tinme and cost for renewabl e generators — of any size —
to secure a contract, while still protecting PGE and its custoners
from potential non-performance under such a contract. However,
P&E s pilot programis not nentioned as an alternative that could
i ncrease the nunber of renewable projects under contract.

2. Conbi ned Heat and Power.

The ARB recomends the addition of 4,000 MNof efficient CHP to
reduce GHG emi ssions. Under the ARB assunptions, 3200 MW of this
CHP woul d be under 5 MWand all of it would operate at 85% capacity
factor. PGRE appreciates the explicit addition of the criteria of
efficiency to the Scoping Plan, for sone CHP may actually increase
GHG enissions. / W understand that the ARB intends only for
efficient CHP sized to mninmum consistent thernmal |oad to be

i ncluded as a GHG neasure. PG&E recomrends the ARB comuni cate its
assunption on efficient CHP to the agenci es devel opi ng the CHP
nmeasure such that only CHP that truly represents GHG reductions is
support ed.

Recomendat i ons on CHP policy extraneous to reducing GHG eni ssi ons
are beyond the nandate of AB 32 and should not be included in ARB
recomendati ons. The CPUC is already planning to address CHP
policy in a new CHP proceeding and in the AB 1613 proceedi ng, and
the CEC should open a simlar proceeding to apply equal policies
and AB 1613 to publicly-owned utilities (“POUs”). Therefore, the
Proposed Scopi ng Plan Appendi x C s inclusion of CEC Integrated
Energy Policy Report (“IEPR’) CHP recomendations is either

i nappropriate for AB 32 Scope or is already being addressed by the
CPUC for investor-owned utilities (“10QUs”). PGE reconmrends that
Appendi x C be updated to acknow edge that sone | EPR recommendati ons
are contrary to legislation or to well-established CPUC findi ngs /
and other | EPR recomendati ons are al ready bei ng consi dered or

i mpl enented by the CPUC. As such, the status of CHP policy should
be changed in Table 32 to correctly characterize the status of
policy devel oprent.



For exanple, the CPUC has established a proceeding to inplement
AB 1613 that will establish a feed-in tariff for efficient CHP up
to 20 MW However, the Plan states that AB 1613 “stops short of
providing small CHP operators with the guaranteed access to
whol esal e markets recommended in the CEC s” IEPR  AB 1613 provi des
this guaranteed access to whol esale markets for CHP up to 20 MV f
t he custoner wi shing access is a bundled | QU custoner, P&E
interprets the Plan to be referring to AB 1613’s |ack of a
st at ewi de guarantee for small CHP whol esal e market access in non
| QU service territories. PGRE agrees that to be truly a
conprehensive effort, AB 1613 shoul d be extended state-w de to PQOU
service territories and to comunity choice aggregators, if they
are established.

Rat her than relying on | EPR, the Scoping Plan shoul d point out

t hat assunptions about |ikely nmarket penetration, likely
efficiencies, likely operating characteristics, and suggested

nmet hods for overcoming narket barriers are all prelinmnary. PGE s
conversations with customers who could install CHP indicate that
primary concerns are gas price volatility, maintenance
requirenents, reliability of cogeneration technol ogy, and the | ack
of requisite expertise for CHP operations. As the CPUC has
recogni zed, further study and analysis remains before the likely
contribution from CHP to GHG em ssion reducti ons can be

ascertai ned. PGE |ooks forward to working with all concerned

st akehol ders to study the market, technol ogies, potenti al

em ssi ons reductions, costs and benefits of CHP in the energy
agency proceedi ngs.

3. Custoner Energy Efficiency.

P&E comends ARB for proactively and aggressively conmitting to
renove barriers to nore effective depl oynent of energy efficiency
(“EE") resources in the state. Gven the very anbitious targets
specified in the Plan, success in these prograns can only be
acconpl i shed by transformng markets in EE products. PGE supports
changes that have been nade to the Plan. |In particular, the Plan
recogni zes the inportance of conparabl e energy efficiency targets
in all regions of California, for all retail providers.

The Pl an al so provides additional needed clarity on the origin of
the energy efficiency goals, acknow edging that the goals are
contingent on innovation, unprecedented market transfornmation, and
unpr ecedent ed success of prograns. However, the Plan stil

contains an error that could have inportant inplications for the
goal's feasibility. The Plan states that in the CPUC and CEC
Aggressive Case in the E3 nodel, “it is assuned that the 32,000 GM
of savings are net of about 15,000 GM of energy efficiency
bel i eved to be “enbedded” in the CEC s baseline demand forecast.”
Exam nati on of the E3 nodel, as supported by the recent CPUC/ CEC

Fi nal Decision, / shows that the Aggressive Case results in

approxi mately 20,000 additional GM of energy efficiency over the
16, 450 GMh assuned to be enbedded in the | oad forecast. The

di screpanci es between the agenci es’ understanding on this inportant
assunptions highlights the need for continued coordi nati on between
the agencies as this issue is further explored.

In particular, ARB can help by acknow edgi ng and supporting the
rol e of the agencies and stakehol ders with expertise in EE
prograns, including the devel opnent by those agencies and

st akehol ders of sector-specific and custoner-specific prograns and
goals. In particular, ARB should acknow edge that the CPUC, CEC,



| ocal governnents, and public utilities will all be coll aborating
in the devel opment of specific EE programs and goals for the 2012
2020 period, and the cost-effectiveness and feasibility of those
goals on a custoner-specific and utility-specific basis are stil

i n devel opnent. Thus, the ARB's AB 32 goals will need to be

adj usted and revised to take into account these revised goals and
programns.

Key chal | enges in pursuing EE prograns include:

e Standardi zed neasurenent, eval uation, and oversi ght of the EE
nmeasures across agencies (CPUC, CEC) and entities (PQU, 1QU).

» Energy Conmi ssion efforts to inprove and increase conpliance

wi th codes and standards.

* Aregular and nore structured cycle for codes and standards
revi ew and updates which continually tighten the standards and
continue to deliver nmore GHG reductions. This should apply both to
bui | di ng codes and for appliance standards. |In addition new

st andards shoul d be devel oped for a broader ranger of appliances
such as electronics and other energy using devices.

» Addressing the continued challenges of |ower federal energy
efficiency standards relative to California (through state efforts
at the national |evel).

» The securing of timely funding to provide | OQUs an opportunity to
neet the additional and anbitious EE targets.

e Conpl enentary | egislation such as AB 811, which allows any city
to provide |oans for EE and solar that can be repaid through tax
assessnents.

To attain the goals of AB 32 a roadmap needs to be devel oped that
mat ches the POQU and | QU EE strategic plans goals with the very
anbi ti ous ARB proposed EE targets. ARB can then nonitor progress
of those prograns and the role they can play in achieving AB 32's
overal |l em ssions targets.

4. Control of Natural Gas Eni ssions

The Proposed Scoping Plan includes a neasure to inprove operating
practices and repl ace ol der equi pnment of natural gas pipelines.
The Plan states that this will save 0.9 MMI (or 2,230,000 MMBtu) at
an annual i zed cost of $0.5 MIlion and annualized savings of $17.7
M1lion, estimted by applying the natural gas savings fromthe U
S. Environnental Protection Agency’'s (“EPA s”) Natural Gas STAR
program actions to a nunber of units in the current em ssions
inventory. P&E was a charter nenber of EPA's Natural Gas Star
program having joined the programin 1994. Through our
participation, we have been tracking the enissions reductions

achi eved through this program Since 1994, PG&E has reduced over
one mllion tons of CQ2e. In our nost recent estimates, total
vented emi ssions fromall sources were |ess than 1,000,000 MvBt u.
Assumi ng that the other natural gas pipeline conpanies in
California have simlar enissions, fugitive em ssions would have to
be entirely elimnated to reach the ARB goal of elimnating
2,230,000 MvBtu of natural gas em ssions. Conpletely elimnnating
fugitive enmissions will be extrenmely difficult and is likely to
cost far nore than ARB estimates. PG&E agrees that a detail ed

i ndustry survey is needed to determ ne the magnitude of potentia
costs and savings, and the Scoping Plan should reflect that the
goals for fugitive enissions are still under devel opnent. W | ook
forward to continuing to work with the ARB on efforts to reduce

t hese GHG eni ssi ons.

C. Economi ¢ Model i ng.



1. The ARB Shoul d Conduct Cross Sector Cost-Effectiveness and
Technol ogi cal Feasibility Analysis For Al Measures Across Al
Sectors.

The Scoping Plan correctly states that nodeling results are highly
dependent on i nput assunptions, and that these input assunptions
vary in detail and quality (G 3, G4). The cost estinmates are
likely to change during the regulatory process as the neasures are
further devel oped and anal yzed.

As cost-effectiveness information will be devel oped for the
neasures, or will be refined for the few cases where such

i nfornmati on exists, the ARB needs to have a process to continue
systematic, cross-neasure cost-effectiveness analysis through the
regul atory process and into the inplenmentation phase. This

anal ytical process is necessary to understand how new i nfornmation
on the inputs changes the cost-effectiveness of a neasure in
conparison to the other measures. By undertaking this analysis,
the ARB can ensure its responsibility that it pursues only those
nmeasures whi ch are technol ogically feasible and cost-effective.

2. Additional Insights fromthe Econonmi c Mdeling

P&E has identified serious drawbacks to the econom c nodeling
that limt the utility of the results presented in the Scoping
Plan. Continued economc nodeling in the upcom ng regul atory
process will both inprove the quality of the inputs and all ow
i nsight fromconparing the results of various policy scenarios.

Econonic nodeling results are best used to conpare various policy
options. For exanple, the ARB coul d eval uate the use of additiona
amounts of $10 or $20 per ton offsets rather than inplenenting 33%
RPS at $133 per ton. The nodel inpacts of this scenario on the
econony versus the Scoping Plan case woul d provi de neani ngfu

i nsi ghts.

The prelinmnary nature of the inputs conmbined with the dependence
of nodeling outputs on the neasure cost-effectiveness suggests that
nodel outconmes are not currently reliable. The ARB should continue
to run the nodels with the inproved i nput assunptions throughout
the regul atory process, and beyond, to understand the econonic

ram fications of the Scoping Plan

Certain aspects of nodeling results cast additional doubt on the
validity of the results. For exanple, all “command and control”
options in BEAR and E-DRAM are shown to be nore beneficial to the
econony than the option that all ows sone cap and trade. This
result appears contrary to the approach taken by ARB when it

i ncl uded additional energy efficiency and conservation in the

cap- and-trade scenario. The counterintuitive result of the cap and
trade option being nore expensive requires explanation

Addi tionally, the nodeling result of a carbon price of $10 per ton
is not reflective of the full cost of the AB 32 program For
exanpl e, the price of the 33% renewabl es neasure is not included in
this figure. Finally, the ARB has provided no evidence for why

of fsets were nodel ed at $20 per ton. For exanple, P&E has
procured offsets for less than half this anount for its

Cimat eSmart program

Thank you for the opportunity to subnmit these conmments. W | ook
forward to working constructively with ARB, other state agencies,



concer ned st akehol ders, and nenbers of the public to tackle the
chal | enge of global climte change and to ensure the successful
i mpl enent ati on of AB 32.

Very truly yours,

/sl

John W Busterud

JWB: kp: bd
At t achnent

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/826-
112508 ab 32 comments with various previously filed comments attached.pdf’

Original File Name: 112508 AB 32 Comments with various previously filed comments
attached.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 15:28:34
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Comment 224 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Misseldine

Email Address. cmissel dine@comcast.net
Affiliation: Green Cities California

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find coments from Geen Cities California (GCC) on
the second draft of the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Si ncerely,

Carol M ssel di ne, Coordi nat or
Geen Cities Californi a

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/828-
green_cities_california.comments_on_draft_ab 32 scoping_plan.11.25.08.doc'

Original File Name: Green Cities California.Comments on Draft AB 32 Scoping
Pan.11.25.08.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 19:39:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 225 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mitchell

Last Name: Bolinsky

Email Address: mbolinsky @id-usa.com
Affiliation: Interdynamics, Inc., an APRI Member

Subject: Statement of Concern for Punitive Effects of Upstream Fees on Cooperative Partners
Comment:

Novenber 25, 2008
To the Menbers of the California Air Resources Board:

The enpl oyees of Interdynamics, Inc., a U S. manufacturer of
products for consuner Do-It-Yourself maintenance and repair of
aut onobil e air-conditioning systens respectfully submt the
followi ng comrents relating to the Revised Draft AB 32 Scopi ng
Pl an.

Interdynamcs is a | eading menber of the Autonotive Refrigeration
Products Institute (ARPI) and a driving force in the nobile
refrigeration industry, with a track record of environnental and
social responsibility. Since 1992, we have supported reduced use
and replacement of ozone depleting refrigerants such as R-12. ARPI
nmenbers desi gned the unique can and fittings for R-134a and ot her
SNAP approved, non-CFC refrigerants. W have al so | everaged

i nnovation to mitigate the environnmental inpact of our products by
i mprovi ng our packagi ng and inventing self-sealing dispensing

val ves.

Qur conpany and trade groups have been working cooperatively for
the past two years with the ARB's Research Division to craft
proactive, effective and affordable solutions to mitigate climate
change i npacts associated with our consumer products. Qur work
with staff will directly yield a workable AB32 regul ati on,
providing real emnissions reductions and, at the sanme tine, not

di sadvant agi ng | ow i ncone Californians.

We are proud to have set a cooperative exanple for other industry
groups to follow and | ook forward to further supporting Al berto
Ayal a, Richard Corey and Tao Huai’s Research Division team at our
upcom ng January 22, 2009 Early Action Board hearing.

But our work has not been easy and will not have been achi eved
wi t hout significant cost. Qur alternative neasures plan includes:

e An industry-first, self-administered snall-container
return/recovery/recycling programw th econonic incentives for
consuners to return used containers for processing.

* Devel opnent and commercialization of an industry-first
self-sealing valve to nitigate accidental and installation
em ssions of refrigerant fromsmall containers.

* A California-specific consuner education canpaign, including



print and website.

We ask you to consider the costs and efforts expended by our
conpany and industry in being anmongst the first AB32 “cooperators”.

Consi der the potential punitive effects the Scoping Plan’s
proposed “upstream fees” could |ayer on top of the already
significant costs borne by the first industry to voluntarily
participate in a self-regul ating exercise.

In early 2008, Interdynanics and ARPI had di scussed with CARB
staff the possibility of a fee in lieu of the regulation but were
told that em ssions reductions were the prinary objective of AB32
neasures. Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation the
prospect of a fee is raised, noting that an upstream fee would
ensure that the climte inpact of these substances is reflected in
the total cost of the product. Since the fee will follow the
regul ation, the “total cost” of the products will have already

i ncreased exponential ly.

We disagree with the fee on top of our new y-promul gated
cooperative regul ation and have grave concerns that such a fee
penal i zes us for our proactive approach

Additionally, the Board and we recogni ze that increnental

regul atory costs and fees are ultimtely passed to consuners

t hrough hi gher product prices. This may precipitate a tipping
point to render these products uneconom c, constituting a de facto
product ban, thus ensuring an adverse inpact on mnorities and
those on fixed incones. This is contrary to the origina

obj ectives we and CARB staff had set out in the devel opnent of
alternative regulations on the servicing of vehicle air
condi ti oners by non-professionals.

In conclusion, please know that we support a bal anced,
cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas enissions.

I nterdynam cs and ARPI are already playing a neaningful role in
hel ping the state neet its policy goals for reducing green house
gas em ssions in California through participation in the early
action rul emaki ng on Reduction of Refrigerant Enissions from
Non- Pr of essi onal Servicing and will continue its work with CARB
staff on the rul enaking. W continue to stand ready, with the
Board, to inplenent a regulatory schene ai ned at reducing

gr eenhouse gas emni ssions while not devastating our industry. W
want to be part of the solution, but not if the price is our

busi nesses.

Thank you in advance for your attention, consideration and
support. We wel come further discussing this issue with you and
invite you to contact me for further information about this issue.

Si ncerely,

M tchel |l Bolinsky
Director of Marketing
I nterdynam cs, Inc.
560 White Pl ains Road
Tarrytown, NY 10591
nbol i nsky@ d- usa. com
of fice: 914/798-7932
f ax: 914/ 798- 7971
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Comment 226 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tink

Last Name: Jeffers

Email Address: tjeffers@alac.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming
Comment:

I'"msending this nesssage to urge the CARB Board to give serious
consi deration to adopting a strong plan for California regarding

gl obal warming. We need i nmmedi ate steps to be taken to reduce
dangerous air pollutants, reduce snog, toxic enissions, and sl ow
the increasingly devastating effects of gl obal warm ng. W need an
aggresi ve statewide plan to achieve action fromlocal governments
to reach state targets for greenhouse gas reduction, regulatory
nmeasures for reducing pollution fromindustrial sources, refineries
and manufacturing facilities. The danmage caused by our indifference
to these issues in the past are clearly taking their toll. W nust
all breathe to live, please take strong neasures to restore our

envi ronnent and keep further dangerous effects from occuring.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:10:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 227 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Klein

Email Address: mklein@efproducts.com
Affiliation: EF Products, L.P.

Subject: Scoping Plan Comment about Upstream Mitigation Fees
Comment:

Novenber 26, 2008
Menbers of the California Air Resources Board:

The enpl oyees of EF Products, L.P., a U S. manufacturer of
products for consuner Do-It-Yourself maintenance and repair of
aut onobil e air-conditioning systens respectfully submt the
followi ng comrents relating to the Revised Draft AB 32 Scopi ng
Pl an.

EF Products is one of the |eading nenbers of ARPI (the Autonotive
Refrigeration Products Institute) and a driving force in the nobile
refrigeration industry. Since 1992, we have responsibly supported
reduced use and repl acenent of ozone depleting refrigerants such as
R-12. ARPI nenbers designed the unique can and fittings for R 134a
and ot her SNAP approved, non-CFC refrigerants and are currently

wor ki ng to support the industry’s comng transition fromR-134a and
to a new, |ow GAP refrigerant.

In the revised Scoping Plan, CARB identifies four Discrete Early
Action nmeasures to reduce greenhouse gas enissions of the
refrigerants used in car air conditioners, semn conductor

manuf acturing, air quality tracer studies and consumer products.

Al so identified were reduction opportunities associated with
comercial and industrial refrigeration, changes to the refrigerant
used in auto air conditioning systens and ensuring that existing
car air conditioning systenms and stationary refrigerati on equi pnent
do not | eak.

For the past two years, our conpany and trade associ ati ons have
been worki ng cooperatively with ARB's Research Division to craft
proactive, effective and affordable solutions to mtigate climate
change i npacts associated with our products used by consuners to
service nobile vehicle air conditioning (MAC) systens. This work
is very close to yielding a workable AB32 regulation that wll
provi de real em ssions reductions and, at the sane tine, not

di sadvantagi ng | ow i ncone Cali fornians.

We are proud to have set a cooperative exanple for other industry
groups to follow and | ook forward to further supporting Al berto
Ayal a, Richard Corey and Tao Huai’'s Research Division teamat our
upcom ng January 22, 2009 Early Action Board hearing.

But our work has not been easy and will not have been achieved

wi thout significant cost. Qur alternative measures plan includes:

» Devel opnent and commerci alization of an industry-first



self-sealing valve to nitigate accidental and installation

em ssions of refrigerant fromsmall containers.

« Afirst of its kind, self-adninistered small-can
return/recovery/recycling programw th econonic incentives for
consumers to return used containers for processing.

* A California-specific consuner education canpaign, including
print and website.

We ask you to consider the costs and efforts expended by our
conpany and industry in being anongst the first AB32 “cooperators”.

Consi der the potential punitive effects the Scoping Plan’s
proposed “upstream fees” could |ayer on top of the already
significant costs borne by the first industry to voluntarily
participate in a self-regulating exercise.

In early 2008, EF Products and ARPlI had discussed with CARB staff
the possibility of a fee in lieu of the regulation. W were told
that emi ssions reductions were the prinmary objective of AB32
neasures. Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation, the
prospect of a fee is raised, noting that an upstream fee would
ensure that the climte inpact of these substances is reflected in
the total cost of the product. Since the fee will follow the
regul ation, the “total cost” of the products wll have already

i ncreased substantially.

We di sagree with the fee on top of our new y-promul gated
cooperative regul ation and have grave concerns that such a fee
penal i zes us for our proactive approach

Additionally, we nust recognize that increnental regulatory costs
and fees are ultimtely passed to consuners through higher prices.
This may render our products uneconomc, constituting a de facto
product ban, creating an adverse inpact on mnorities and those on
fixed incomes. This is contrary to the original objectives we and
CARB staff defined in devel oping alternative regul ations for

servi cing of MVACs by non- prof essi onal s.

In conclusion, you should know that we continue to support a

bal anced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas eni ssions.
EF Products and ARPI are already playing a neaningful role in

hel ping the state neet its policy goals for reducing green house
gas enissions in California through participation in the early
action rul emaki ng on Reduction of Refrigerant Enissions from
Non- Pr of essi onal Servicing and will continue its work with CARB
staff on the rul emaking. W continue ready, with the Board, to

i mpl ement a regul atory schene ained at reduci ng greenhouse gas
eni ssions while not devastating our industry. W want to be part
of the solution, but not if the price is our businesses.

Thank you in advance for your attention, consideration and
support. We wel conme further discussing this issue with you and
invite you to contact me for further information about this issue.

Si ncerely,

M chael J. Klein

President and CEO

EF Products / An | DQ Conpany

8200 Springwood Drive / Suite 255
Irving, Texas 75063

nkl ei n@f products. com

Phone: (972) 444-0422 ext. 112



FAX #: (972) 831-8891
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Comment 228 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: gerald
Last Name; cauthen
Email Address: cautn1@aol.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Implementation of AB 32

Comment:

H Gary:

So far CARB has taken a hands-off position regarding the behavior
of the transportation funding and inplenmentati on agencies. |If this
attitude persists it will leave a hole in

AB 32 | arge enough for a fleet of diesel 18-wheelers.

MIC s enornmous ($222 billion over the next 25 years) capita
programis doni nated by hi ghway-expandi ng projects and unproductive
transit boondoggles. CARB says this is a SB 375 matter over which
it professes to have no jurisdiction. Unfortunaty SB 375 exenpts
virtually the entire MIC program (Section 4 (b)(2)(K)).

That | eaves AB 32....and CARB. CARB needs to step up to the plate
and nake a serious effort to reduce transportation's contribution
to the GHG probl em

Jerry Caut hen
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:27:15
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Comment 229 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address: erogers@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: UCS Comments on Propsoed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Conments fromthe Union of Concerned Scientists on the Propsoed
Scoping Plan are attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/835-ucs_comments_on_propsoed_scoping_plan_11-26-08.pdf'

Original File Name: UCS comments on propsoed scoping plan 11-26-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 12:26:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 230 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Doug

Last Name: Kimsey

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov

Affiliation: Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Subject: AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conment

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/838-11_19 2008 mtc.pdf

Origina FileName: 11_19 2008 MTC.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 15:49:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 231 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Smith

Email Address. mikesmith@wavecable.com
Affiliation: City of Dixon

Subject: Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Mary N chol s

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. 0. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan
Dear Chair Nichols:

As the Vice Mayor for the City of Dixon, thank you for the
opportunity to coment on the California Air Resources Board's
(ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Pl an).

| am proud of the groundwork our energy strategic plan provides to
reduce Di xon’s greenhouse gas enissions (GHG eni ssi ons) and

i ncreased energy efficiency. Qur upcom ng general plan update will
i nclude both an energy and air quality strategic plan

Di xon will soon have a proposal before the city council that could
make Di xon’s city governnent carbon neutral with no inpact to our
general fund. Therefore, with these efforts to date, | feel we can
neet nmost of the intent of AB 32.

However, while in general support of a nunmber of the prograns and
policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, within the control of |oca

governnent, | withhold comments on the Scoping Plan appropriately
all owi ng the SB 375 process to devel op regional
transportation-related GHG targets. Inplenentation of the regiona

pl anni ng processes in SB 375 are new and | argely untested. The 5
MMI figure, while a place holder, neverthel ess sets an appropriate
benchmark that hel ps assure that the state can achieve its overal
2020 goal

As both the state and | ocal governnents are faced with critica
budget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHG

em ssion technologies in the next 2 to 3 years will becone nore
burdensonme for sonme | ocal governnents. However, nany |oca
governments can | ead by exanple to reduce GHG reduce the cost of
government and create jobs when taking a long-termview This
shoul d i nfluence devel opnent design to a certain extent; the
reality is that devel opers can build projects that will be cost
effective and profitable when considering the project’s lifecycle.
| strongly encourage the ARB to consider these lintations and
opportunities as it nmoves forward with the Scoping Pl an



Thank you again for the opportunity to comment. Wile nmy termon
the city council will expire this Decenber, | |ook forward to
working with the ARB in the future as an informed citizen.

Si ncerely,

M chael C. Snmith

Vi ce Mayor
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Comment 232 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Cunningham

Email Address: jcunn@cd.cccounty.us
Affiliation: Contra Costa County

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attachnent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/840-ccc_comments_on_ab32psp.pdf’
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Comment 233 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Timothy
Last Name: Rood
Email Address: tsr12@columbia.edu

Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 needs Smart Growth Incentives to Work

Comment:

Current growth patterns put the state on a path that will result in

a 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years. Such an
increase in driving would cancel out the emi ssions benefits of

i mproved fuel economy and | ow carbon fuels. It is inperative that
the state provide strong | eadership and encourage |ocal and

regi onal governnents to adopt anbitious targets for greenhouse gas
reducti ons.

The goal for the | and use sector should be 11-14 MMI. A Sept enber
2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Eming and Dr. Arthur C

Nel son, | eading experts on smart growth and climate change, finds
that a target of 11-14 MMT is achi evabl e and advi sable. An 11-14
MMI target woul d encourage new comunities to be wal kabl e,

af fordabl e, and to have great transportation choices while a | ower
target woul d encourage busi ness as usual

The Scopi ng Pl an should include adoption of a statew de Indirect
Source Rule (ISR) for carbon dioxide. ISR already in effect in the
San Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool that
hel ps devel opers and pl anners cal culate and nitigate the inpacts of
proj ects.

The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustain

public transportation and prograns to inprove transportation
efficiency and reduce congestion

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 11:52:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 234 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Daley

Email Address. mdaley @eahhousing.org
Affiliation: EAH Housing

Subject: CARB should set agoal of 11-14 MMT from Smart Growth
Comment:

THE M SSI ON OF EAH HOUSING is to create conmunity by devel opi ng,
managi ng and pronoting quality affordabl e housing.

Af fordabl e housing is a key component of achieving | ower VM.

Hi gher smart growth goals will help to ensure that |egislation
such as SB 375 will have the resources behind it to truly support
af f ordabl e housing in smart growth planni ng.

CARB shoul d set a goal of 11-14 MMI and send a clear signal that
new communiti es shoul d be wal kabl e, affordable, and have great
transportation choices.

A Septenber 2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr.
Arthur C. Nelson, authors of Growing Cooler, the definitive
scholarly text on urban devel opnent and clinate change, finds that
a target of 11-14 MMI a year is achievable with policies California
is already contenplating (the Ewing Report is avail able at

www. cl i mat epl an. org).

A target of 11-14 MMI translates to a very nodest reduction in
driving in 2020 — less than four niles per day per |icensed
driver.

BACKGROUND ON AFFORDABLE HOUSI NG AND | NFI LL
the inclusion of affordable housing is a crucial aspect in this
nodel of new infill devel oprment.

Tim Frank of the Sierra dub has said that “all affordable housing
is green,” with an awareness that nixed-incone communities help
alleviate the traffic, congestion, and pollution that arise from
conmuting by those pushed to the margins. W have seen this in a
nunber of comunities where market rate infill devel opnment has both
priced out working people and created nore service jobs filled by
peopl e who cannot afford housi ng near by.

The devel opnent comunity is ready to neet the market demand for

infill devel opnment. But we face barriers: |ocal governnments need
resources to plan and zone for climate-friendly devel opnent, and

devel opers and | ocal governments alike |ack funding and financing
options for building mxed-inconme infill devel opnents and the

i nfrastructure needed to support them

The AB 32 Scoping Plan is a major opportunity to provide
| eadershi p and set policy direction not only to reduce greenhouse



gas em ssions, but also to nmeet Californians’ demands for relief
from high gas prices through shorter comutes and affordabl e hones
i n wal kabl e nei ghborhoods. Therefore, we urge you to:

1. Plan for higher CO2 reductions fromsmart transportation and
I and us pl anni ng.

2. Focus state capital prograns to provide funding to | oca
governments and devel opers that are planning for and buil di ng
devel opnent that reduces VM.

The Bay Area’s Metropolitan Transportati on Conmm ssion has adopted

a target of reducing greenhouse gas em ssions to 40% bel ow 1990

| evel s by 2035 through | and use and transportation planning. MIC
has set a VMI reduction goal of a 10% per-capita decrease by 2035,
conpared to an anticipated increase of 10%if no action is taken
The state should nmatch the | eadership that is already happening

t hr oughout the state by nmaking VMI reduction a significant part of
California’s climate strategy and providing the resources needed to
make it happen. Mdels for these actions can be found around the
state, and those that maintain a commitnment to including househol ds
of all incomes in the planning stages hold the nost potential for
everybody’s future.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/847-ab_32 scoping_plan_support_letter md_v2.doc'
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Comment 235 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Wafaa

Last Name: Aborashed

Email Address: Healthyslc@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Healthy880 communities-SL

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce GHG emissionsin CA
Comment:

Heal thy 880 Communiti es-San Leandro strongly support reduci ng GHG
enmi ssions from heavy-duty trucks as part of meeting our AB32
climate change goal s. Adopting basic inprovenments to heavy-duty
truck rolling resistance and aerodynam ¢ drag can reduce greenhouse
gas em ssions while providing co-benefits of reduced NOx em ssions
and operating costs. Through increased fuel efficiency, installing
these devices will result in a payback of upfront costs after only
2-3 years. However, the measure could achi eve even greater em ssion
reductions. W urge ARB to consi der expandi ng some of the
provisions and to comrit to revisiting the requirement for new
vehi cl es.

We recogni ze the chal l enging economic tinmes that the state and the
nation are facing as the Board is presented with these two

regul ations that will affect thousands of businesses in California.
The budget crisis also exacerbates the health and ot her problens
created by diesel pollution. Fanmlies now, nore than ever, are
faced with tough deci si ons about whether to go to work or stay hone
and care for their loved ones, and of how to pay for health care
and hospital costs.

We are al so concerned by recent actions by staff to disregard

Board Resol ution 03-22. The 2003 Board Resol ution directed ARB
staff to adopt rules to achieve najor reductions fromdiesel trucks
by 2010 with very specific targets for VOC and NOx reductions in
2006 and 2010. ARB
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Comment 236 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sid

Last Name: Abma

Email Address. Sidelusa@aol.com
Affiliation: Sidel Systems USA Inc.

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Good day ARB
Last year we subnitted a letter (see attached) for
consi der ati on.

It has to do with increasing natural gas energy efficency. For
every therm of natural gas energy saved, 11.8 Ibs of CO2 will not
emtted be emtted into the atnosphere.

Are we trying to conbat gl obal warm ng? Instead of 300, 400, 500
degree F exhaust tenperatures being exhausted out of these

chi mey's, why not encourage conpani es and our government to
recover this waste energy and have these flue gases |eaving the
chimey's at | ess than 100 degrees F when possi bl e.

| look forward to your reply.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
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Comment 237 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Leonard
Last Name: Grech
Email Address: IgrechO2@sprintpcs.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Thereis anecessity to write REGULATIONS

Comment:

In 1985 | introduced to a | eadi ng manufacturer of Comerci al

cooki ng Equi prent a sinple technology to STOP t he wastage of
Natural Gas, caused by the habit of the kitchen staff of conmerci al
ki tchens | eaving the burners ON running |DLE

On a national bases this will produce approximately 138, 000, 000
Tons of CO2 production, EVERY YEAR

The heat produced fromthe production of the 138,000,000 Tons of
C2 will cause and additional 278,000,000 Tons of CQ2 being
produced through Air Conditioning | oad. Together this adds up to
416, 000, 000 Tons of CO2 production-> EVERY YEAR-> ALMOST TW CE THE
REDUCTI ON OF THE KYOTO REQUI REMENTS- - > The end users save noney the
Conmmer ci al Range manufacturers nmake noney. All parties involved

wi || make nmoney froma sinple technology to shut down idle burners.
It will also denmonstrate that there are many such ways of reducing
energy and preventing pollution, even before we |ook at curtailing
energy that is being put to good use.

The President of Vulcan Hart and the CEO of Garland who claimto
be the bi ggest Commercial Range Manufacturers in the world, wanted
to conme out with this technol ogy together. Their engineering
department went against their President in Vulcan Harts case and
the CEO of Garland, even after a prelimninary production Heavy Duty
Two Burner Counter Top Unit built by ne and was presented to the
Presi dent of Vulcan Hart.

| feel that it is ny responsibility to do what | can to help turn
back d obal Warm ng. This technology or a sinilar technology wll
hel p do that.

Thi s technol ogy was under funded by the Departnent of Energy (DOE)
and | tried to continue the project by taking on debt, until I
could not afford to continue.

THE REAL PROBLEM IS THAT THE DOE PRQIECT WAS TO REBUI LD THE
ORI G NAL TWDO BURNER UNI T AND BUI LD A HEAVY DUTY SI X BURNER RANGE

THE TECHNOLOGY WAS TO BE CERTI FI ED BY (CSA) AND THEN SENT UP TO
THE PACI FI C GAS AND ELECTRI C FOOD TECHNOLOGY KI TCHEN FOR A REAL
LI FE TESTI NG I N THEI R RESTAURANT Kl TCHEN

| F THE SI X BURNER RANGE COVPLETED ALL OF I TS TEST WTH N THE
ENVELOP OF A VI ABLE COMVERCI AL COCKI NG APPLI ANCE THEN THAT
I NFORVATI ON WOULD HAVE BEEN DI STRI BUTED TO | NTERESTED PARTI ES.



THE TWO LEADI NG RANGE MANUFACTURERS ALREADY KNEW THAT THE SYSTEM
WAS VI ABLE. THEY ALSO KNEW THAT THE END USERS WANTED TO HAVE
BETTER CONTROL OVER THEI R OPEN FACED BURNERS.

THE VI CE PRESI DENT OF ONE OF THE G ANTS I N THE HOTEL | NDUSTRY
COWUNI CATED TO THE MANUFACTURERS THEI R DESI RE TO HAVE THI S TYPE OF
TECHNCLOGY--> TO THE PO NT OF HAVI NG A MEETI NG W TH THE HEAD OF
SALES. THE MANUFACTURERS DI SM SSED THEI R PETI TI ON FOR SUCH A
TECHNCLOGY.

THI'S MEANS THAT | F ARB OR CALI FORNI A ENERGY COWM SSI ON WAS TO FUND
THI'S TECHNOLOGY COR ANY OTHER TECHNOLOGY | ANY FlI ELD OF ENDEAVER AND
I T MEET ALL THE REQUI REMENT AS LAI D OQUT BY ARB AND OR THE

CALI FORNI A ENERGY COW SSION, THEIR IS A VERY GOOD PGSSI BI LI TY THAT
THOSE | NDUSTRI ES THAT THE TECHNOLOGY WOULD HAVE TO BE | NCORPCRATED
I NTO WOULD NOT USE THE TECHNOLOGY AND CONTI NUE ALONG MANUFACTURI NG
THE SAVE OLD POLLUTI NG PRODUCTS.

THE TECHNOLOGY THAT | HAVE DESCRI BED |'S DESPERATELY WANTED BY END
USERS, HOWEVER WHEN END USERS WANT TO OPEN A NEW KI TCHEN THEY HAVE
TO BUY WHAT THE MANUFACTURERS MAKE AVAI LABLE.

TO GO WTH THE ASSUMPTI ON THAT MARKET FORCES W LL DI CTATE THAT THE
MANUFACTURERS I N THI S CASE AND I N MANY OTHERS THAT YOU HAVE FUNDED
OR WLL FUND, --> WLL ADOPT THE NEW TECHNOLOGY | S EXTREMELY

M SGUI DED.

I F A TECHNOLOGY MEET ALL REQUI REMENT SET OUT BY ARB, OR THE

CALI FORNI A ENERGY COW SSI ON OR DOE, THEN AFTER A SET PERI OD USED
TO MAKE THE MANUFACTURERS AWARE OF THE TECHNCLOGY AND THAT PENDI NG
LEG SLATION IS COM NG, | F THEY DO NOT' ADOPT I'T THEN YOU HAVE TO BE
COW TTED TO SI GN THE LEG SLATI ON MAKI NG | T MANDATCRY THAT A
TECHNCLOGY OF SOMVE TYPE MUST BE ADOPTED THAT W LL PRODUCE THE SAME
RESULTS AS THE TECHNOLOGY THAT ANY OF THE ABOVE GROUPS NAMED HAVE
FUNDED. G VING A SPECI FI C TI ME FRAME FOR ADOPTI ON OF THE PCOLLUTI NG
AND OR ENERGY REDUCI NG TECHNOLOGY.

IN 1985 d VEN TWO YEARS FOR DEVELOPMENT 1987 THE UN TED STATES
COULD HAVE STARTED ON A SI MPLE ROAD THAT LONG BEFORE NOW WOULD HAVE
REDUCED THE CO2 PRCDUCTION IN THI S COUNTRY BY 400, 000, 000 TONS,
EVERY YEAR

PLEASE CONTACT ME | F YOU HAVE ANY QUESTI ONS, | HAVE SPENT MOST OF

THE YEARS SI NCE 1985 WORKING TO GET THI S TECHNOLOGY | NTO THE MARKET
PLACE -->IT IS TIME YOU DI D YOUR PART.

Leonard G ech
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Comment 238 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Pitto

Email Address: mpitto@rcrcnet.org

Affiliation: Regional Council of Rural Counties

Subject: AB 32 Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached comments fromthe Regional Council of Rural
Counties on the AB 32 Cinmate Change Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/881-120108 Itr_scopingplan_comments.pdf’

Original File Name: 120108 Itr scopingplan comments.pdf
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Comment 239 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dana

Last Name: Palmer

Email Address: dpal mer@manatt.com
Affiliation: Manatt, Phelps & Phillips, LLP

Subject: Comments of LA County on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments fromthe County of Los Angeles on
CARB' s Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/882-final_la_county _comments_on_revised scoping_plan.doc'

Original File Name: Final LA County Comments on Revised Scoping Plan.DOC
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 16:28:12
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Comment 240 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: Michael

Email Address: amichael @bayareacouncil.org
Affiliation: Bay Area Council

Subject: Updated Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Mary N chol s
Chair, California Air Resources Board
Sacramento, CA 95814

Bay Area Council Updated Comments on AB 32 Draft Scoping Pl an
(Pl ease see attachnent for full discussion of Scoping Plan)

Dear Chair Nichol s:

The Bay Area Council appreciates the opportunity to provide
conments on the proposed scoping plan recently rel eased by the
California Air Resources Board. W applaud the greater enphasis on
the role of I and use to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG em ssions, and
the recognition that |ocal governments are essential partners in
the fight against global warm ng.

More than doubling the | and use goal, from2 MMICO2 to 5 MMICQ2,
is an inportant step forward, and with that as an objective, we
recommend that the Cap and Trade on G eenhouse Gas Eni ssions be

i mpl emented with urgency in conjunction with the Western Climate
Initiative. The Cap and Trade Market will provide an econormic
incentive for emissions reduction and the reduced costs for nmarket
partici pants can further innovation and technol ogy inplenmentation
to reduce energy use and em ssi ons.

The recomendati ons on inplenmenting the Low Carbon Fuel Standards
and reduci ng em ssions of future cars taken together will drive the
i nnovati on necessary to nmeet the 2050 reduction target.

The draft scoping plan reduces the |ocal governnment reduction
target from2 MMICO2 in 2020 in the draft scoping plan to zero in
the Proposed Scoping Plan. The ARB shoul d re-consider providing
reductions fromlocal governnents in their accounting or sector
specific policies by including real tools, mandates, incentives —
i ncluding offset project credits for those reductions outside of
the cap and trade program - and specific guidelines that will help
| ocal governnents enforce and scale up existing efforts, thereby
enabling themto act as allies in statew de GHG reducti ons.

The Bay Area Council comments on supportive actions are broken
into applicable sections and are as follows: Overview, The Goal s,
Mandat ory Reporting, Inplenenting a Cap and Trade System

Coordi nate Investnents in Cean Tech and Energy Efficiency,

Rel evant Fee and Public Goods Charge in Transportation and Water



and Early Action Credit.
Be wel |,

Andrew M chael
Vi ce President Sustainable Devel opnent
Bay Area Counci l

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
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Comment 241 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: npedersen@hanmor.com

Affiliation: Southern California Public Power Author

Subject: Southern California Public Power Authority Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the Southern California Public Power Authority
Comments on Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/884-300226001nap12010801.pdf'

Original File Name: 300226001nap12010801. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 17:01:43
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Comment 242 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jon

Last Name: Spangler

Email Address: hudsonspangler@earthlink.net
Affiliation: member: Transform, EBBC

Subject: Final AB 32 Scoping Plan Needs More Stringent "smart growth" standards
Comment:

Dear CARB nenbers,

Thank you for your hard and innovative work on this Final Scoping
Plan for AB32. | hope that you will adopt the foll owi ng suggestions
in order to further inprove the plan and reduce California's
greenhouse gas (CGHG em ssions by 2050. These conments are based on
research and anal ysis supported by Transform (fornerly the
Transportation and Land Use Coalition), to which | belong. As a
second-generation California native born in Redwood City, | have
wi t nessed many decades of sprawl and increasing congestion in the
Bay Area during nmy 56 years. | strongly urge you to adopt nore
stringent GHG reduction goals for 2020, especially in reducing
urban sprawl and creating nore wal kable, livable cities.

The proposed AB32 Final Scoping Plan is a big inmprovenent over the
June draft plan, but nore stringent snmart growth/conpact growth
standards need to be inplemented now in order to neet AB 32's 2050
carbon em ssi ons goal s.

On Cctober 15th, the California Air Resources Board (CARB)

unveiled its final recomrendations for reducing greenhouse gas

em ssi ons under AB32 (the d obal Warming Solutions Act). The state
has made maj or progress by doubling the 2020 | and use emni ssion
reduction target in this latest draft: the newgoal is 5 nmillion
metric tons (MMI) nore than twice the 2 MMI goal in the June draft.
The Plan also calls on all |ocal governments to reduce their

eni ssions by 15% over current |evels by 2020. The Pl an coordi nates
well with SB 375, and defers to SB 375 in establishing regional
targets.

Still, a nore anbitious goal is needed, and a nore diverse and
accurate suite of analytical tools should be utilized to reach that
goal

CARB shoul d set a | and use goal for 2020 of 11-14 MMI and send a
clear signal that new comunities should be wal kabl e, affordable,
and have great transportati on choices. A Septenber 2008 scientific
analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C. Nel son, authors of
Growi ng Cool er, the definitive scholarly text on urban devel opnment
and clinate change, finds that a target of 11-14 MMI a year is

achi evabl e under policies that California is already contenplating.
(The BEwing Report is available at ww climatepl an.org.)

A target of 11-14 MMI translates to a very nodest reduction in
driving in 2020 — Il ess than four niles per day per |icensed driver.
Regi ons around California have al ready adopted plans that wll



reduce GHGs by 7.1 MMI by 2020, according to Stanford University's
Ji m Sweeney.

CARB must set a higher 2020 target for land use in order to put
California on track to neet the 2050 target. W cannot afford

anot her 10 years of business-as-usual devel oprment. If CARB sets a

| ow 2020 target for land use, the resulting 10 nore years of spraw
will make it inpossible to reach our 2050 target. (The current 5
MMT target equates to a 4% VMI reduction by 2020 — | ess than half
of what is needed to keep California on track. The current 5 MMI
target equates to a 4% VMI reduction by 2020 — |l ess than half of
what is needed to keep California on track.)

The net hodol ogy CARB used to generate their current 5MMI estinate
is not sufficiently accurate or broadly based as one ni ght hope,
given the gravity of the problem Unfortunately, CARB drew on only
one UC Berkeley report to generate its estimte of reductions and
develop the 5 MMI goal for 2020. The regional nodel sinulations in
the UC Berkeley report are w dely acknow edged to understate the
benefits of dense, nixed-use devel opnent. (Even the author of the
UC Berkeley report criticizes the nodels in her study: “the results
confirmthat even inproved calibrated travel nodels are likely to
underesti mate VKT [vehicle kil oneters travel ed] reductions from

| and use, transit, and pricing policies. These npdels sinply are
not suited for the policy analysis demands in the era of gl oba
climate change.”)

CARB shoul d base its estinmate on nore than one source and exam ne
a nore recent

report fromthe authors of G ow ng Cool er, which suggests that
reductions of 11-14 MMI are possible by 2020 (The Ew ng Report).
The Ewi ng Report is based on California data for a 20-year
historical period, and is far nore realistic in its projections
than the UC Berkeley report's series of regional nodeling studies
based on data fromdifferent states and nations with w dely

di ffering circunstances.

CARB shoul d al so adopt a statew de Indirect Source Rule (ISR) for
carbon di oxide. The indirect source rule, already in effect in the
San Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven

policy tool that hel ps devel opers and planners cal cul ate and
nmtigate the inpacts of projects.

An | SR creates a local revenue fund to help | ocal governments
implement Climate Action Plans. Rural non-netropolitan (MPO
counties are excluded from SB 375, so ISR would be the only too
that rural counties can use to address the GHG i npacts of |and use.

Investing in and sustaining public transportation systens shoul d
also be a top priority in the final AB 32 Scoping Plan, in order to
i nprove transportation efficiency and reduce congestion. \Wen
transit is convenient and reliable, people choose to use it: when
Bay Area residents both |ive and work within 1&#8260;2 m | e of
transit, 42%of themride it to work.

In addition to reducing vehicle mles traveled (VMI), snart growth
al so reduces greenhouse gas em ssions by preserving | andscapes t hat
sequest er carbon, such as forests, agricultural |ands, and oak
woodl ands. CARB shoul d establish guidelines for quantifying the

em ssi on reduction benefits of preserving these | andscapes, and for
mtigating the GHG em ssions and | oss of sequestration resulting
from conversion. There are a nunber of possible nechanisns for



i mpl enenting this strategy, including SB 375, CEQA, and Indirect
Source Review. Many of California' s carbon-capturing | andscapes are
out side of MPGs, and are therefore not covered by SB 375. CARB
shoul d ensure that additional policy neasures are adopted that
apply to these rural counties.

SB 375 and other | and use neasures should be coordinated with the
sustai nable forestry measures to avoid duplicative efforts and
maxi m ze benefits in both sectors.

The Final Scoping Plan has failed to adequately respond to
concerns raised by the EJAC and public health comunity. CARB
shoul d adopt the EJAC s recommendations to increase the 2020 target
for land use, invest in public transit in |owinconme comunities,
and create incentives for |ocal governnents to reduce their

em ssions. The public health analysis should include specific data
about public health inpacts associated with comunity design

i ncludi ng i nmpacts on obesity, chronic disease and public safety.
CARB shoul d ensure that the public health community has an ongoi ng,
formal role in shaping AB 32 policy.

Smart growh is a net econonic benefit for California, according
to a recent analysis by

Stanford University's Jim Sweeney. Californians want and need to
live closer to jobs and public transportation choi ces because smart
gromh will free themfrom high gas prices. The cost of driving a
mle in the US. nearly doubl ed between 2002 and 2007. The
Sacrament o Regi on (SACOG) estimates their smart growth bl ueprint
will save $16 billion

in infrastructure costs by 2030.

Thank you again for your efforts to reduce gl obal warm ng
statewi de. | hope you will adopt these and ot her suggestions in
order to nmake reaching the 2050 climte change goals a reality.
Respectfully submtted

Jon Spangl er

1037 San Antoni o Avenue
Al aneda, CA 94501- 3963
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Comment 243 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard
Last Name: Davis
Email Address: mt.pockets2@roadrunner.com

Affiliation:

Subject: CARB to adopt DTACC proposal

Comment:

The econony is in such drought it effect us all. And the work in

California especially the construction end directly affects me
along with Thousands of other Small Fleet Owers. The work just
isn'"t there to justify the upgrade of equi pment now, There Just
isn't anyway to afford a $150, 000 dol | ar piece of equi pmrent when
I"monly struggling with $3,000.00 i nconme a nonth now and
shrinking. I've had to get a night job to try to survive and that
is slowi ng down and m ght even be out of a job by years end. Wth
my savings | can only survive another 4 nonths and then I’ m done
California can't afford MORTE unenpl oynment and need to just SUCK I T
UP and put this outrageous proposal aside till the econony picks
up. My original plan was to up date ny truck by 2015 before CARB
went wacky and economnmy south now we can only wait and try to
survive till it gets better. Believe ne the magjority of us would
like a new truck but ONLY when econonics can assure it

Thanks for your tine
Ri chard D. Davis
JDSR company

Nuevo, Ca
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Comment 244 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Brown

Email Address: tbrown@capseal.com
Affiliation: Cap & Seal Co.; ARPI; AAIA

Subject: Scoping Plan - Fee on 134a Refrigerant
Comment:

Comments to the California Air Resources Board

From Cap & Seal Co., Inc.

Regardi ng the Revised Cimte Change Draft Scoping Plan
Decenber 1, 2008

Cap & Seal Co., Inc. is the manufacturer of threaded tops and
gaskets for refrigerant cans as well as rupture discs for
refrigerant cylinders. W submt the follow ng conmments on the
Revi sed Draft AB 32 Scoping Pl an

Wil e we understand that the Scoping Plan is only a road map for
climate change policy in California, and that the place to take up
the specifics of the recommendations is within the respective

rul emaki ngs that will follow within each sector, we have grave
concerns over the fact that CARB is al so proposing to establish an
upstreammtigation fee on the use of high GAP gases, a fee that
will ultimately be passed on to consuners through hi gher product
prices IN ADDI TION TO a very conpl ex and invol ved recycling program
for small cans of refrigerant. The extra cost of the two prograns
could put refrigerant out of reach for the very people we are
trying to provide alternatives for, the working and jobl ess middle
cl ass and poor of your state.

In the revised Scoping Plan, CARB identified four Discrete Early
Action measures to reduce greenhouse gas enissions fromthe
refrigerants used in car air conditioners, semn conductor

manuf acturing, air quality tracer studies, and consuner products.
CARB has also identified additional potential reduction
opportunities based on specifications for future conmmrercial and

i ndustrial refrigeration, changing the refrigerants used in auto
air conditioning systenms, and ensuring that existing car air
conditioning systems as well as stationary refrigeration equi pment
do not | eak.

We support a bal anced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse

gas em ssions. Cap & Seal, working through ARPI is already playing
a neaningful role in helping the state neet its policy goals for
reduci ng green house gas enissions in California through
participation in the early action rul emaki ng on Reduction of

Ref ri gerant Eni ssions from Non-Prof essi onal Servicing.

For two years we have worked with staff collaboratively and in

good faith to develop a draft regulation that will yield rea

em ssi ons reductions, is workable, and yet does not di sadvant age

| ow i nconme Californians or communities of color. | mportantly, the



draft regul ati on shoul d achi eve an objective cost effectiveness
measure. But it hasn’t been easy and it won't be w thout
additional cost to the consumner.

Nevert hel ess, even with the reductions fromthe specific high GAP
nmeasur es descri bed above, the Scoping Plan would | ayer on top of
the regul ation an upstreamfee for all refrigerant sold. ARPI

di scussed with CARB staff the possibility of a fee INLIEU OF the
regul ation, but were told that em ssions reductions were the
objective. Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation the
prospect of a fee is raised IN ADDI TION TO our nitigation
proposal s.

The Plan notes that an upstream fee would ensure that the clinate

i mpact of these substances is reflected in the total cost of the
product. Since the fee WLL FOLLONthe mitigation regul ations, the
“total cost” of our products will have al ready increased
exponenti al | y.

And to add insult to injury, the Plan states that this nitigation
fee woul d “conpl enent” the downstream hi gh GAP regul ati ons
currently being devel oped. W suspect that the result of a
substantial fee in addition to the extra cost of the recycling and
packagi ng i nproverments will be destruction of markets and economnic
hardshi p for both ARPI conpanies and Californians. W also
anticipate the creation of increased snuggling activity in
refrigerant, both in small cans and cylinders, from Mexico and

nei ghboring states because of this proposed fee.

During the conversion to R134a from R12, a national “floor tax”
was put on R12 to encourage conversion to 134a. This was nostly
ef fective but caused a situation where honest nmanufacturers were
bei ng pushed out of markets by snuggl ers. R12 becane the second
nost trafficked itemacross the borders, second only to illega
drugs. There were instances of full |SO containers being snuggl ed
as well as intentionally msnarked 30 | b cylinders and falsified
certifications. It would be advisable to speak with US Customns
yoursel ves about their opinion this idea to create a narket for
illegal 134a before you ask themfor their help in this matter
You will certainly need all the enforcenent help you can get.

Adding a large fee to the increased cost of a newy pronul gated
regul ation that involves a product container redesign, a

recl amati on program and an extensive education regime is not
conplementary. It is punitive. It could render the product line
uneconom ¢ and constitute a de facto product ban, thus ensuring an
adverse inpact on minorities and those on fixed incomes. This was
exactly the result ARPI nmenbers were seeking to avoid through the
devel opnent of an alternative regulation on the servicing of
vehicle air conditioners by non-professionals.

W& wonder why the Plan woul d suggest that revenues fromthis fee
could be used to mtigate greenhouse gas emi ssions either from

ot her hi gh GAP conpounds or other greenhouse gases instead of to
of fset the costs associated with conpliance with the regul atory
regi me noted above. W rather think that a good bit of the nobney
collected will be needed for enforcenment activities to keep illega
refrigerant out of California.

ARPI comnpanies will continue to work with CARB staff on the
rul emaki ng. Rest assured that we also stand ready to work with the
Board to inplenent a regulatory schene ai ned at reduci ng greenhouse



gas em ssions while not devastating our industry. W want to be
part of the solution, but not if the price is our businesses.

Respectful ly Subm tted,

Thomas J. Brown
Pr esi dent
Cap & Seal Co., Inc.
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Comment 245 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: LA County Integrated
Last Name: Waste Management Tas
Email Address: taskforce@ladpw.org
Affiliation:

Subject: LA County Integrated Waste Task Force - Comment letter on AB 32 Proposed Scoping
Plan
Comment:

On behal f of the Los Angel es County Integrated Waste Managenent
Task Force, attached is the Task Force's letter regardi ng neasure
#15 "recycling and waste" of the Cimte Change Proposed Scopi ng
Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/890-task_force ab 32 proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'
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Comment 246 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joel

Last Name: Ellinwood

Email Address: joel.ellinwood@lawyer-planner.com
Affiliation: Land Use and Environmental Attorney

Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan - Regional Transportation Target
Comment:

As a land use and environnental attorney | have followed the

devel opnent of the Scoping Plan and the regional transportation
target closely. | do not have a client and | am not representing
any particular interest group or organization, but am conmenting on
based on ny personal views and professional judgment.

SB 375 requires CARB to participate in a collaborative process to
set regional targets for 2020 and 2035. The variabl es between the
diverse regions of California are so extrenme that w thout being
fully informed about themit would be presunptuous to set targets
that are either too high or too low for the state in the

aggr egat e.

The basis for setting CARB's projected overall goal for 2020 has
serious flaws, in that it is based on a "business as usual"
projection fromthe 2002-2004 average |evel of enissions to 2020.
The projections for GhG enmi ssions for the transportation sector are
made using the EMFAC2007 program and it incorporates an assuned
increase in VMI in excess of popul ation, which has been a
historical trend. The data from CARB's GhG inventory fromthe | ast
period of sustained econonmic distress in California, 1990-1996,
shows that GhG fromthe transportation sector actually declined by
4% during that period, and adjusting for population growth, per
capita GhG enissions declined by 10% Presunably the same trends in
per capita VMI growth and popul ati on used in projections for the
Scoping Plan were still functioning -- why then did GhG in absolute
terms and in per capita decline in this period?

| inquired about the availability of data for 2005 and 2006, which
woul d begin to reflect the slowdown in the housing market, before
its precipitous drop that occurred in 2007-2008. | amtold that
data won't be available until January.

If history is any predictor of what we might expect to learn from
nore current data, the sharp decline in the econony will result in
a significant decrease in VMI and GhG whether or not any tighter
regul atory prograns are adopted. \Wien gasoline prices peaked
earlier this year, Sacramento Regional Transit reported a 25%
increase in ridership over the previous year. Now that gas prices
have declined, fewer workers in |large sectors of the econony in
construction, real estate, finance and related fields are commuting
because many have no jobs to which to comute.

It is difficult to predict howlong the current slunmp will |ast,
but the scope of the problem appears to be nust greater than the
fundamental s involved in the 1990-1996 downturn. Many experts are



predicting that housing will not begin to recover for at |east
another 3 to 5 years.

One implication of this sobering reality is probably good news,

i nsofar as the predicted increase in GhGin the "business as usual”
scenario is likely significantly overstated. This will provide nore
time to get a broad-based and locally fine-tuned programto
maxi m ze benefits fromtransportation and | and use changes put in
pl ace for each region. Sone regions are prepared to initiate higher
target fromwithin. Oher regions will face nmuch nore serious
chal | enges finding the resources to devel op the systens to support
t he changes needed. Forcing higher targets across the board when
serious questions exist about the need and the ability to achieve
nmeani ngful results due to slow rates of growh is poor policy.

There is considerabl e confusi on about what nmeasures will be
expected to change VMI grow h and | and use devel opnent patterns
that can result in significant GhG reductions. For the 2020 tine
frame, land use will not have had tinme to make a significant change
in the built environnent because of |ower rates of growth. O her
neasures in the transportation policy toolkit that could have a
nore rapid i npact, such as congestion pricing, restrictions on
parking and i nproved transit and ride share prograns in part funded
by the revenues fromthose charges, a "carbon tax" floor on
gasoline prices, are not within the I egal authority of counti es,
cities or regional transportation planning agencies to inpose.

The sl owdown significantly effects the amount of GhG reduction
that can be realized fromnew patterns of devel opment (or forecast
from continui ng spraw devel opnent) because the fraction of the
addition to the existing built environnent that occurs annually
will be cut by about 1/2, or even nore. There are about 13 mllion
dwelling units in California. At the nobst recent peak of
construction, only about 150,000 single fam |y homes and 60, 000
multi-famly units were built (2004), altogether |ess than 2%
annual addition to the existing built environment. By 2006,
single-fanm |y hone production dropped about 104,000 units and |ess
t han 100, 000 i n 2007. Cctober of 2008 saw t he fewest nunber of
residential building permits since records began to be kept in
1979, 27%less than the prior year. In 1993 and 1995 the tota
nunber of new units constructed was only about 85,000. That |eve
of production of new units appears likely to continue for at |east
anot her year or two.

The relative benefits of GhG reduction fromleveling or decline in
VMI from new devel opnent and popul ation growth also shrink as the
vehicle fl eet becones nore efficient. Although the forecasts show
that fuel economy and other technol ogical fixes in gasoline powered
vehicles is overwhelmed if per capita increase in VMI continue to
exceed the rate of population growh, it also assumes that

devel opnent will continue to follow |l ess efficient, auto dependent
sprawl devel opnent patterns. A nunmber of structural changes in the
housi ng market soften the viability of this assunption. The shock
of high gasoline prices, however tenporary in the short run, and
the tightening of credit, plus the aging of the baby boom
generation as "enpty nesters" all have resulted in turning narket
demand to smaller units on snaller |ots and other higher density
product with urban anenities.

In short, "business as usual" is seldom "usual" for very |ong.
Events have occurred in the econony and finance sector which were
not included in the forecasting assunptions used to project



em ssions growm h fromthe 2002-2004 average (a market cycle peak)
to 2020 are clearly not valid. The maximto "drive "till you
qualify" that fed the exurban residential growh boom and expl osion
of VMI is now i noperative. The forces that inpelled that type of
devel opnent (high land costs and difficulty and cost of devel opnent
in existing urbani zed areas neani ng home prices exceed consuner
ability to pay) will not be addressed by policies that drive up the
cost of exurban housing above the rhelmof relative affordability.
Proponents of the view that the problemand solution is nmerely a
choice in urban formfail to account for these fundamental econom c
realities. Suburban and exurban green field devel opment was the
path of | owest cost and | east resistance to providi ng housing
Californians could afford. Putting a cork on that bottle will only
i ncrease pressure of an already i nadequate supply to neet the ever

i ncreasing | evel of demand.

There is another major structural flaw in the Scoping Plan.
General |y speaking, emnission source sectors are assigned
responsibility for internalizing the cost of reduction neasures,

t hus squandering the opportunity to nmake the nost efficient use of
scarce resources by prioritizing relatively efficient, |ow cost
reducti on nmeasures for early inplenmentation while |onger acting and
nore costly strategies are devel oped and refined. One exanple is
the potential to achieve significant reductions fromincreasing the
energy efficiency of the existing built environment. Many existing
structures were built well before the inplenentation of energy code
Title 12 efficiency standards. The reductions possible from

i nsul ati ng and repl aci ng wi ndows and out noded heati ng and cooling
units (about $12,000) could be achieved at a much [ ower unit cost
than woul d be achi eved from pushing relatively efficient new
construction to Tier Il with photovoltaic standards (approxinmately
#25,000) Shouldn't the Scoping Plan prioritize the nost
cost-effective neans of rapid reduction, while phasing in the
costlier, less efficient and nore conplex reducti on neasures over a
| onger tinme frane?

However, the Scoping Plan places retrofitting the built

environnent for higher efficiency in the GhG reduction budget of
the utilities sector. Segregating sector budgets divides natura
syncronicity that could occur if all elements of the built

envi ronnent were factored together. Honebuilders have the skills
and the nmeans to retrofit the built environnent, but if that is not
linked with their efforts in new devel opnent, an opportunity is
lost. If carbon credits could be aggregated and sold across
sectors to help provide a revenue streamto fund the nore
efficient, |east-cost solutions without further price pressure on

t he housi ng sector nany social policy goals could be served. The
additional unit cost of Tier Il with photovoltaic standards for new
hone construction could be in part absorbed with carbon credit
revenues, not governnent or utility rebates that are funded by the
t axpayer or rate-paying consumer.

More conpact devel opnent and integration of uses to reduce VMI
will only acconmplish so nmuch wi thout a huge public investnent in
transit. New devel opnent cannot al one bear the cost, w thout again
danpeni ng the | evel of devel opnent for which consuners can afford
to pay. Local and state governnents do not have the nmeans to nake
this investnent without significant changes in California's
Constitutional restrictions on public finance. (Props 13 and 218).

The San Joaquin Air Quality Enforcenent District's experinment with
the Indirect Source Rule ampbunts to a "sprawl tax" to di scourage



| ess efficient, nore auto-centric devel opnent projects. VWhat it is
mssing is the dedication of the fee revenues to inprovenents in
transit systems and ot her public inprovenents that are the
essential other half of the equation for the full prom se of
decreased aut o-dependency to be realized. It is also a form of
regul ati on of the design of devel opnent that would nore
appropriately be exercised by counties' and cities' planning and
bui |l di ng departnents, where it can be integrated with the planning
of the supportive infrastructure nore conpact devel opnent requires.

The last thing builders and honebuyers need is another regul atory
counter to cross and set of fees to pay in California's incoherent
| and use regul atory regine.

Bi g changes that require establishnment of new | aws and many

conplex and interactive factors need tinme, better sources and nore
careful evaluation of the data which justify them It is inportant
to begin the process, but not to assune we can fully understand and
can provide for all inter-dependenci es and contingencies that nay
be required.

Regi onal transportation and | and use targets for GhG reduction

need to be based on broad public support and suited for the
particul ar chall enges and opportunities of each region. The biggest
GhG reduction challenge is after 2020, which likely will require
about a 30%cut in per capita GhG If the popul ation increases
forecast prove accurate, Californian's per capita GhG em ssion rate
must be cut by 90% of the 2004 rate by 2050, to 1.4 netric tons per
person per year, which is about what the average citizen of

Col unbi a, South Anerica, emts There is tine and unmet need enough
to set transportation and | and use targets for 2035 and beyond,
rather than precipitously set targets that prenpt the process the

| egi sl ature mandated be followed in SB 375.
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Comment 247 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Erica

Last Name: Etelson

Email Address: ericaetel son@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Plan
Comment:

I would like to echo the comrents subnitted by Bay Localize
regardi ng the AB32 scoping plan. |In addition, I'd like to
enphasi ze the need for stronger focus on agriculture and food
transportation. As the nation's bread basket, the ag sector in
California is one of the largest emtters of GHGs in the world.
Reduci ng and, ultimately, elimnating our use of chenica
pesticides and fertilizers will go a | ong way toward reduci ng our
GHG em ssions as well as inproving air quality and sparing our
wat er bodi es an enornous anount of pollution.

At the sane tinme, California nust be a |leader in the local food
novenent --we need a statewi de plan that carves the state into
grow ng/ consuning regions in which food is produced for

| ocal / regi onal consunption, thereby mnimzing the nunber of food
mles travel ed.
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Comment 248 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tony

Last Name: Winney

Email Address: twinney@ci.poway.ca.us
Affiliation: Local Government

Subject: City of Poway Comment Letter Re: ARB Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichol s:

On behalf of the Gty of Poway, thank you for the opporunity to
comment on the California Air Resource Board's (ARB) Scoping Plan.
Qur comments are sunmarized in the attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/894-ab 32 carb_scoping_plan_response 12-01-08.pdf'
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Comment 249 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carolyn Sherwood

Last Name: Call

Email Address: carolynsc@sbcglobal .net

Affiliation:

Subject: GHG reductions from high-speed rail

Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the Proposed Scoping
Plan. | have analyzed CARB's GHG cal cul ations for high-speed rai
and have found that CARB s estimate understates the inpact of

hi gh-speed rail on GHG enmissions. | estimate that high-speed rai

will reduce CO2E by 2.5 MMI in 2020, nore than twice CARB s
estimate of 1.1 MMI CORE.

Two factors drive nost of the difference between CARB' s estimate
and m ne:

* CARB' s ridership estimate is based on a gasoline price in 2020

of $2.74 per gallon. |If the price of gasoline is closer to $4 per
gallon in 2020, nore travelers will choose high-speed rail over air
or auto travel, reducing CXRE by an additional 0.8 MMI in 2020.

* CARB' s carbon factor for air travel is |ower than nost anal ysts
use. Changing the paraneter for air travel generates a further cut
in emssions of 0.5 MMI CORE.

Details of the analysis are included in the attached report.

- Carol yn Sherwood Call, Ph.D

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/895-ghg_analysis of high-speed_rail.pdf'
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Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: Henderson

Email Address: ahenderson@biasc.org
Affiliation: Building Industry Association of S.C.

Subject: Targeted GHG Reduction from Regional Transportation
Comment:

Concerning the pending Scoping Plan for A B. 32, | wite to express
strong concern about the recomnmendation to target a reduction of 5
mllion netric tons annually of greenhouse gases fromregi ona
transportation and | and use. Specifically, | understand that the
Board and its staff are being asked by some canps to increase the
recormended target for reductions fromregional transportati on even
hi gher still, above 5 million nmetric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the reduction target for
regi onal transportation any further. First, | am unaware of any
evi dence that would indicate that even | arger reductions are
reasonably achi evabl e and woul d not cause w enching disl ocations
and extrene econom ¢ hardship. Mbreover, |ocal governnents, county
transportati on conm ssions and transportation planni ng agenci es,
and countl ess stakehol ders are already faced with inplenenting the
recently-enacted Senate Bill 375, which sets forth a chall enging
process to spur changes to transportation and |and use planning in
order to achieve A B. 32 conpliance. Even bigger reduction targets
for regional transportation in the scoping plan — above the 5
mllion metric tons annually proposed — would |lead to chaos if they
were to be translated, in any way, into S.B. 375 regional reduction
targets.

Accordingly, | respectfully urge the Board not to increase any
nore the reconmended, targeted reduction of greenhouse gases from
regi onal transportation
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Comment 251 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Graham

Last Name: Brownstein

Email Address. execdirector@ecosacramento.net
Affiliation: ECOS - Environmental Council of Sac.

Subject: Increase Targeted GHG Emissions Reductions from " Smart Growth”
Comment:

The Environnental Council of Sacramento (ECOS) appl auds
California’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas (CGHG em ssions.
However, we remain extrenely concerned that the AB 32 Scoping Pl an
inits current iteration fails to outline a sufficiently aggressive
target for reducing GHG eni ssions via "smart growth" rel ated
changes in transportation and | and use planning. ECOS feels
strongly that the CA Air Resources Board (CARB) nust increase the
goal for GHG em ssions reductions achieved via smart growth | and
use and transportation planning fromthe current proposed 5 MIlIlion
Mega Tons (MMI) to sonewhere in the range of 11-14 MMI per year

A target of 11-14 MMI is achievable and would translate to a very
nodest reduction in driving by the year 2020 of |ess than four
mles per day per licensed driver. |If CARB sets a |ower target
(e.g., something in the range of 5 MMI), the result will be greatly
expanded “greenfiel d” devel opment and nore road and hi ghway
expansi ons and new construction. This kind of business-as-usual
approach to planning will nmake it inpossible to reach the 2050
targets established by AB 32. For California to achieve the
critical goals of AB 32, we nust see reductions in vehicle niles
travel ed (VM) of approximately 10% by 2020 and 20% by 2030. The
current 5 MMI target equates to a 4% VMI reduction by 2020, |ess
than hal f of what is needed.

In addition to setting a nore aggressive target for GHG

reducti ons, CARB shoul d highlight the inportance of prioritizing
new and expanded funding for pedestrian, bike, and transit
facilities. GCetting Californians out of our cars will require a
paradigm shift in transportation options and behaviors. This neans
“conpl ete streets” throughout our urbanized areas and greatly
expanded funding for transit operations and mmi ntenance. The
Scoping Pl an needs to enphasize these priorities so that |oca
governments will appropriately update and nodify their plans and

i Npose necessary requirenents on new projects.

Finally, the Scoping Plan needs to address equity, environnental
justice and public health. CARB should ensure that AB 32

i mpl enentation includes goals for inproving public health and
enhancing the equity of our netropolitan areas through snarter
coordi nated transportation and | and use planning. Again, a clear
signal from CARB will help spur l|ocal governments to better address
t hese issues through | ocal planning docunents and project funding
al | ocati ons.

Thank you for your attention. Please do not hesitate to contact
us with any questions.



Si ncerely,
Graham Br ownst ei n
Executive Director, ECOS

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
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Comment 252 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Louise

Last Name: Hudgens

Email Address: lhudgens@cityoftaft.org
Affiliation: City Clerk, City of Taft

Subject: Comments on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Decenber 2, 2008

Mary Ni chol s

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. OO Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: City of Taft Coments on California Air Resources Board
Proposed Scoping Pl an

Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Taft, thank you for the opportunity to
conment on the California Air Resources Board' s (CARB) proposed
Scopi ng Pl an.

We are proud of the work we have done already on reduci ng our
City's greenhouse gas (GHG emissions. |In August 2008, the City
enrolled all of its accounts into the Pacific Gas and Electric
(P&E) dinmateSnmart Program The CinateSnmart Programis a new
voluntary option from PGE&E that enabl es | ocal governnents and
comunity residents and businesses to take action against climte
change by reducing the GHG eni ssi ons associated with their energy
use. Funds generated by the CinmateSnart Programwi || be invested
in new California-based GHG em ssi ons reducti on prograns.

The City is making an effort to nake the public aware of the
things they can do to reduce GHG em ssions and recycle. The City
published an article in the |ocal newspapers entitled “10 things
you can do to conmbat d obal WArming”. The article informed the
public of the everyday things they can do to reduce greenhouse
gases and inmprove air quality. Also, the City put together a
detailed list of all the recycling centers in the area and
published it in the |ocal newspapers.

The City also worked with PGE to make its facilities energy
efficient in order to conserve energy and reduce costs. The City
wi Il further encourage and inpl enent prograns to do its part in
reduci ng GHG eni ssions and inproving the air quality in the

Sout hern San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.

Wiile the City of Taft is generally supportive of a nunber of



progranms and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucial
State policynakers take account for the means that will be needed
to achieve the goals of reducing GHG California Health & Safety
Code (HSC) 838560 requires California Air Resources Board (CARB) to
adopt rules and regulations in an open public process to achieve
the maxi num technol ogically feasible and cost-effective GHG
reductions. HSC 838562 (b)(5) states that CARB shall consider the
cost-effectiveness of these regul ations.

In addition, the Cty is supportive of the nodel proposed in the
Scoping Plan that recognizes that regional transportation rel ated
to GHG targets will be set by the process outlined in Senate Bill
(SB) 375. Although, CARB should retain the 5 mllion netric tons
(MvIT) figure for regional transportation-related GHG targets in the
Scoping Plan and | et the regional target process set out in SB 375
operate as it was intended. The City will work with its regional
transportation agency to conply with SB 375.

As State and | ocal governments deal with critical budget shortages
and deficits, additional costs to invest in the reduction of GHG
em ssion technologies in the next 2 to 3 years may becone nore of a
financial burden for |ocal governnents. Local governnments can

i nfl uence and change devel opnent design standards, but the reality
is that developers will only develop projects that will be
appealing to custonmers in order to stay in business. In order to
ef fect the desired change, incentives nust be provided to the

devel opnent community and | ocal agencies in order to encourage nore
devel opnent in areas where the reductions in GHG em ssions will be
the greatest. The City of Taft strongly encourages that CARB
consider these Iimtations as it noves forward with the Scoping

Pl an.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Scoping
Pl an.

Si ncerely,

Dave Noerr
Mayor

c: League of California Cities, 1400 K Street, Ste. 400,
Sacramento, CA 95814

Robert T. Corson, Jr., Taft City Manager

Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director, 1401 19th Street, Suite
300, Bakersfield, CA 93301

Taft City Council Menbers

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/900-carb_scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB scoping plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 14:08:07

No Duplicates.






Comment 253 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: dennis

Last Name: haskins

Email Address: dhaskins@desilvagates.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease do not increase the limts during this critical economc
ti me. Enough is enough for awhile. Vote against AB 32.

Thank you,
Denni s Haski ns

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

No Duplicates.



Comment 254 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Vander Sluis

Email Address: mvander@pcl.org

Affiliation: Planning and Conservation League

Subject: Comments on Land Use, Auction, Public Health
Comment:

Thank you for your attention to these coments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/951-pcl_comments on_ab 32 proposed scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: PCL Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:25:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 255 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: O'Malley

Email Address: tomalley @atascadero.org
Affiliation: Council Member, City of Atascadero

Subject: Comments on ARB Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Decenber 3, 2008

Mary Ni chol s

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

P. 0. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: City of Atascadero Comrents on Air Resources Board Proposed
Scopi ng Pl an

Dear Chair Nichol s:

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the California Air
Resources Board’'s (ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan). |
attended the Novenber 20th hearing in Sacranento. Unfortunately,
due to conmmitnents at home | was unable to stay |ate enough to get
an opportunity to testify.

We are proud of the work we have al ready done on reduci ng our
City's greenhouse gas em ssions (GHG enissions). | am proud that
when | was Atascadero’s nmayor, | led our City to sign in support of
the US Mayors Climate Protection Agreenent, and | served as

Chai rperson of San Luis Cbispo County’s Air Pollution Control
District Board. Also, as former Chairperson of San Luis Obispo
County’s Econonmic Vitality Corporation Board, it is very inportant
to nme to achi eve a bal ance between protecting our environment and
our |ocal econony. CQur City has worked to: preserve a greenbelt
around At ascadero, encourage m xed use infill devel oprent,

encour age conpact devel opnent with a pedestrian scale and trails,
replace all existing lighting fixtures with energy efficient
lighting, install a new energy efficient “Green Roof” on City Hal
and nuch nore

I am especially concerned that the State actions you are
considering could stifle the entrepreneurial spirit which exists in
conmunities such as ours. California is replete with exanples
where top-down regul ati on has not produced results, but has

i ncreased costs. W are on the verge, if not in the nmiddle of, one
of the largest financial crises faced by our State. Please
careful ly consider the econonic inpacts on |ocal jurisdictions as
you adopt rules to inplenent AB 32. Your actions will be critica
to our State’'s success.

Wiile the City of Atascadero is generally supportive of a nunber



of prograns and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is
crucial for State policymakers to take into account the neans that
wi Il be needed to achieve the goals. AB 32 requires that reductions
in GHG em ssions nmust achi eve the maxi mum t echnol ogi cal ly feasibl e,
make cost effective reductions and that the ARB *“consider the
cost-effectiveness of these regulations.” (HSC 838560) In
addition, we believe that the Scoping Plan appropriately allows the
SB 375 process to devel op regional transportation-related GHG
targets. Inplenentation of the regional planning processes in SB
375 is new and largely untested. The 5 MMI figure, while a place
hol der, neverthel ess sets an appropriate benchmark that hel ps
assure that the state can achieve its overall 2020 goal.”

As both the State and | ocal governnents are faced with critica
budget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHG

em ssion technologies in the next two to three years will becone
nore burdensome for |ocal governnents. VWile |ocal governnments can
i nfl uence devel opment design to a certain extent, the reality is

t hat developers only will build projects that will be purchased by
willing custoners and that are profitable. In order to effect the
desired change, incentives nmust be provided to the devel oprment
comunity and | ocal agencies in order to encourage nore devel opnent
in areas where the reductions in GHiG enissions will be the
greatest. The City of Atascadero strongly encourages the ARB to
consider these Iimtations as it noves forward with the Scoping

Pl an

Thank you again for the opportunity to comrent.

Si ncerely,

Tom O Mal | ey
Counci | Menber
City of Atascadero

xc: League of California Cities, 1400 K Street, Sacramento, CA
95864

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 17:59:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 256 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: YVETTE

Last Name: ROBBINS

Email Address; ILLUSIONSBY SUE@SBCGLOBAL.NET
Affiliation:

Subject: Stop AB32
Comment:

Pl ease do not pass this bill. The burden should not fall right now
as it has not been proven. Along with this the environnentalists
are driving our econony to doomin a tine that we need to work on
building it up. These unfair costs should be scrutinized fully
before they are put to a bill. W as taxpayers need to speak up
nore. W are nowin a water shortage due to the protection of a
tiny fish. W have to decide once and for all whether people's
needs and costs actually count or do we let the envioronnmentalists
just packing on things to stop grow h.

t hank you,

Yvette Robbins

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:18:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 257 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dee

Last Name: Snow

Email Address: dsnow@snow-properties.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Air Quality -AB 32
Comment:

| strongly urge you not to increase the Regional

Transportati on-Rel ated Targets any further. | work in this

i ndustry daily and we are on our knees. Please do not add
unnecessary restrictions and obligations that are not
scientifically defensible. My conpany has sponsored sem nars put on
by the Local Agency Conm ssion on behalf of the State of

California. W meke it a practice to be well inforned and
i nvol ved. Thank you, Dee Snow, Ceneral Contractor and Devel oper
Attachment: "

Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 19:40:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 258 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Judith

Last Name: Bell

Email Address: jbell @policylink.org
Affiliation: PolicyLink

Subject: PolicyLink Comments on Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Sunmary of attached letter:

In order to neet the [aw s anbitious environnental, public health
and econom c goals we urge you to strengthen and adopt the proposed
regul atory program elimnate the proposed trading program and

devel op a nore conprehensive, accurate and useful public health
assessnent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1023-policylink_ab 32 comments_final.doc'

Original File Name: PolicyLink AB 32 Comments Final.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:26:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 259 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Lane

Email Address: Mikela@laneengineers.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

AB 32 needs to be reviewed and anal yzed fromthe cost/benefit
perspective. The last thing the State of California needs is
anot her economni ¢ di sincenti ve.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:47:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 260 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stan

Last Name: Dixon

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Board of Forestry and Fire Protection
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1063-01.pdf

Original File Name: 01.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:34:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 261 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Frank

Last Name: Scotto

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Torrence
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1064-02.pdf'

Original File Name: 02.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:35:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 262 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Stufflebean

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of San Jose
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1065-03.pdf

Original File Name: 03.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:36:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 263 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Blair

Last Name: King

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Lodi
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1066-04.pdf'

Original File Name: 04.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:37:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 264 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ronald

Last Name: Brummet

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Kern Council of Governments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1067-05.pdf'

Original File Name: 05.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:37:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 265 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Jeffers

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Glendora
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1068-06.pdf'

Original File Name: 06.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:39:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 266 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: McCann

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Calistoga
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1070-07.pdf'

Original File Name: 07.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:41:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 267 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Barry

Last Name: Brucker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Beverly Hills
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1071-08.pdf

Original File Name: 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:42:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 268 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Hargrove

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Business Properties Association
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1076-10.pdf

Original File Name: 10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:44:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 269 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Adela

Last Name: Gonzalez

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Soledad
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1077-09.pdf'

Original File Name: 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:45:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 270 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Vickie

Last Name: Talley

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: NAIOP- National Association of Industial and Office Properties
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1080-11.pdf

Original File Name: 11.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:46:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 271 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gavin

Last Name: Newsom

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Office of Mayor- Gavin Newson
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1083-14.pdf

Original File Name: 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:52:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 272 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: The

Last Name: Pacific Forest Trust

Email Address: achiono@pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Proposed Scoping Plan Language Recommendation
Comment:

Dear Board Menbers Loveridge and Ri ordan

Thank you very much for our discussion today. As pronised, here

i s sone proposed | anguage that enbodi es what we di scussed, and that
PFT would like to see added to the Scoping Plan, either inits
text, or in the Resolution for Adoption

1. Cross Sectoral Accounting: in the Adopting Resolution, we
suggest adding “ The Board directs the staff to ensure that
transparent, cross—sectoral accounting systens be devel oped such
that stocks and flows of carbon can be tracked readily within and
across sectors, as, for exanple, fromforests to landfills to

nmet hane em ssi ons”

2. Accounting for Adaptive Managenent: in the adopting

resol uti on we suggest adding: “ The Board directs staff to ensure
t hat accounting across all sectors provides data sufficient to
identify significant changes in carbon stocks and flows at the
source of such change, in order to allow for adaptive managenent to
ensure the achi evenent of AB 32 target goals.”

3. Synergy of Mtigation and Adaptation: we suggest adding in the
text of the forest sector “Actions undertaken undertaken pursuant
to AB 32 for purposes of mitigation in the Forest Sector are

i nherently linked to those appropriate for adaptati on to support
resilient, robust natural forest ecosystens that are nore capable
of adapting to climte change, especially with regard to watershed
and habitat functions. Therefore, ARB will consult with key state
entities responsible for the health and functioning of watersheds
and habitat for California's plants, fish and wildlife to ensure
actions pursuant to AB 32 are al so beneficial for adaptation.”

4. Whody bi omass conbustion: W note that the addenda have
changed the definition of woody biomass conbustion from

ant hropogeni ¢ to bi ogenic. ARB should cl assify woody bi onmass
conbustion as an ant hropogeni ¢ em ssion. The conbusti on of bi omass
vastly speeds up the rel ease of carbon from waste-wood and from

slash after harvest. Because there is insufficient waste and
slash material available to neet biomass demands, this will result
in increased harvest to fulfill that demand, overall emnissions from
bi omass conbustion will increase, as will forest —-based eni ssions
resultant fromincreased harvest disturbance. Unless harvest
rotations or intervals are held steady, there will be insufficient

tines to re-absorb those enmissions in the forest. This is likely
to result in net increased em ssions overall



Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:30:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 273 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ben

Last Name: Etemadi

Email Address. betemadi @hunsaker.com
Affiliation: Civil Engineer

Subject: CARB Action on Dec. 11, 2008
Comment:

To whom this may concern:

As you know the housing industry is facing the biggest challenge
it has ever faced with regards to affodability and the increase in
construction cost (as of 2005-2007)and now the drop of real estate
val ue. Added Restriction such as AB32 will kill any possibility of

recovery for our industry and push folks like i out of the country
for enployment with m ni num chance of return.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:31:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 274 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Adams

Email Address. adams6472@cox.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Reject Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

| live in San Diego and | am very concerned concern about the draft
reconmendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reduction
of 5 million netric tons (MMI) annually of greenhouse gases from
Regi onal Transportation-Rel ated Targets. Specifically, | understand
that the Board is being asked by sone to increase that target to
somet hi ng hi gher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 mllion
nmetric tons.

| strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the Regiona
Transportation-Rel ated Targets any further. Additional burdens wll
make it even harder for the housing market to cone back fromthe

t hrongs of depression. The Federal REserve Chairnman, Ben Bernanke,
says restoring the housing narket is the key to reviving the
econony.

I not only question whether sufficient scientific information

exi sts to support quantifying greenhouse gas (GHG reductions from
passenger vehicles at the proposed 5 MMI | evel, but | also know of
no credible scientific evidence that would indicate that |arger
reductions are reasonably achi evabl e or sustainabl e wi thout causing
di sl ocati ons and extrene econonic hardships.

Gover nor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, which
sets out the process to determ ne the actual Regiona
Transportati on-Rel ated GHG Targets. That process needs to be given
deference and allowed to work. It should not be preenpted at this
early stage by unilateral action by the Board!

As soneone who lives in California and is concerned about GHG

enmi ssions, | have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 and
AB 32. | also have a vested interest in helping the state out of
its current and profound econom c mal ai se. | nposing

out - of - proporti on burdens on new housing will neither help our

struggl i ng econony nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals.

| strongly urge you not to increase the Regiona
Transportation-Rel ated Targets any further

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:09:46



No Duplicates.



Comment 275 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Roger

Last Name: Ziemer

Email Address: springer303@verizon.net
Affiliation:

Subject: CARB Initiative w/ BIA/SC
Comment:

No action on this issue should be take wi thout proof that proposed
nmeasures will work and are cost effective.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:18:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 276 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ted

Last Name: Smalley

Email Address: Idawson@fresnocog.org
Affiliation:

Subject: SV Regional Planning Agencies Directors Comments
Comment:

The attached letter is subnmitted on behalf of the San Joaquin

Val | ey Regional Planning Agencies' Directors' Committee. The
Committee represents the eight MPGs of the San Joaquin Valley: San
Joaqui n, Stanislaus, Merced, Mdera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare and Kern
Counti es.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1171-signed_rpa_directors_comment_letter ab32 psp 12-4-08.pdf

Original File Name: Signed RPA Directors Comment Letter AB32 PSP 12-4-08.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 15:42:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 277 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Clark

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Los Angeles County- Solid Waste Management Committee
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1178-task_force ab 32 proposed scoping_plan__ 3 .pdf’

Original File Name: Task Force_AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan (3).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:18:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 278 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Rothrock

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Implementation Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1179-carb_lao_memo__ 3 .pdf'

Original File Name: CARB LAO Memo (3).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:19:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 279 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Huey

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Resources Renewal Institute
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1180-fookesab32report.zip'

Original File Name: FookesAB32Report.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:20:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 280 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Roger

Last Name: Niello

Email Address: assemblymember.niello@assembly.ca.gov
Affiliation: Member, California State Assembly

Subject: Letter of request for delay in Scoping Plan adoption and answersto LAO and peer
review
Comment:

Attached pl ease a copy of a letter delivered to ARB Chai rwoman Mary
Ni chol s regarding a request for delay in the adoption of the AB 32
Scoping Plan and a response to the questions and issues oustandi ng
in the recently released LAO and Peer Review anal ysis of the

Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1181-nichols_letter.pdf’

Original File Name: Nichols L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:21:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 281 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stan

Last Name: McClain

Email Address: stan@filmtools.com
Affiliation: IATSE and NFIB

Subject: Support of AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

As a small business owner (menber | NC Magazine's top 5000 fastest
growi ng private conpanies in Anerica) and a nmenber of 3 unions

(1 ATSE Local 600, DGA, SAG | sonetinmes have opinions that
conflict with ny interests, and when | do, | try to lean what is
right for the Anerican Public and small business.

NFI B woul d Iike to see ne support their view, but this tine, |
feel that the nuch bigger picture is at stake, and I nmay have to
pitch in to help matters. | may have to swap out heating and air
conditioning units, install Solar panels, conpletely swap out the
light fixtures in ny 18,000 square foot building for the newer
energy efficient electric ballast fluorescent |ighting.

Al of the small business have an obligation to help out... and if

| abor unions are charging too much for their services as they
relate to supporting the energy program then they too need to help
by | oweri ng wages.

There is no such thing as a free lunch and lunch is being served
now

Stan Mcd ai n,

Pr esi dent

Filnmools, Inc

Li ndcraft, Inc

SKC Wor ki ng Dream I nc.

Member: Local 600, DGA, SAG NFIB
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 18:56:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 282 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Boesel

Email Address: jboesel @calstart.org
Affiliation: CALSTART

Subject: CALSTART comments on proposed plan
Comment:

CALSTART appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposed
Scopi ng Plan. Please see attached coments reconmendi ng: (1) tinely
and effective inplenentation, (2) auctioning of allowances, (3)
strategi c i nvestnent of aution revenues and other public funds in
transportation, (4) including transportation fuels in the cap and
trade program at the outset, and (5) providing stronger |and use
and smart growt h targets.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1192-calstart_comments_on_proposed_scoping_plan_12-4-08.pdf’

Original File Name: CALSTART comments on proposed scoping plan 12-4-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 20:35:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 283 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kevin

Last Name: Ward

Email Address: krw10.4@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Target Existing Commercial Buildings First!
Comment:

Dear Whoever Thinks They Are Saving the Pl anet,

Do your hormework inmmediately. New residential construction isn't
perfect, some of the water run off is slighlty dirty (just like the
run off from your nei ghbor down the streety who just washed his
car), some of the materials used in the homes may still be
unheal t hy (but believe ne, they're working on that too) and sone of
the | unber used may not be from sustainable forestry (however you'd
be quite shocked to find out how rmuch actually is),

but good |l ord have you not | ooked around your city, your county,
or your entire state to see how skyscrapers and ot her |arge
commerical buildings are sucking the life out of our resources!

Water, electricity and indoor environnental air quality are just
sone of the nore obvious issues screami ng to be addressed in these
war ehouses of waste.

Envi ronnental i sts are concerned with saving the eart so that nore
peopl e, nore generations of human kind can enjoy their great gift

of life on a clean, healthy support systemfor that life. That's an
out st andi ng mi ssion, who can argue agai nst that? But what about the
peopl e who are alive right now Help the office workers breathe

cl eaner indoor air and sinultaneously help the environment by
addressing the real construction related issue: EX STI NG COWERCI AL
BUI LDI NGS!' And for the |ove of Pete and his long list of relatives
sake, stop picking on honebuil ders! They aren't your biggest
concern!

If you run the nunmbers, you will see that solving the problens of

| arge commercial properties is priority nunber one next to somehow
grappling with the 800 pound gorillas that go by the nanme of
transportati on and coal burning energy plants. It's nerely a matter
of being focused on net results, not easy prey such as new hone
bui | ders who have recently "put thensel ves out there" and thus nmde
t hensel ves a nore conveni ent target for supposed environnentalists.

Soneone you know works for John Laing or Shea or WIIliam Lyon or
sone ot her honebuil der that started as nothing nore than a famly
with a dreamto nake a living building homes. And now, decades
later, after building a | egacy of excellent products within the
gui del i nes and often above the guidelines of public policy, they
are being constantly subjected to |ibel, slander, abusive and
mal i cious lawsuits and all the while their teans are conpletely
focused on innovative solutions to the challenges of taking from



the earth to build our undeni able need for shelter and doing so in
such away that allows themto buy a shelter of their own. So pl ease
see that person you know as a good person and redirect your
energies to nmaking a quantifiably larger inpact on the environment
with your efforts and ai myour passion at commercial properties.

Cet serious about nmaking a difference now, the honebuil ders are
already getting it 90 to 99%right. Mywve on to the nmajor conmercia
property owners who are probably doing next to nothing..

Si ncerely,

Kevi n Ral ph Ward,

Aspiring Sustainability Manager. (And just a plain old dude who

t hi nks honebui | ders are cool people who society is asking to fund

the solutions for so many problens they never created in the first
pl ace)

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 22:03:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 284 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jake

Last Name: Mackenzie

Email Address: blumacjazz@aol.com
Affiliation: Mayor ,City of Rohnert Park

Subject: Comment from Progressive members of the LCC's Environmental Quality Committee
Comment:

Dear Menbers of the Board,

We are conmunicating with you in our role as progressive nmenbers
of the League of CA Cities Environmental Quality Conmittee.

W believe that the economic and environmental challenges faced by
our cities today call for bold and innovative | eadership. Wile
some of our cities are hesitant to address the new chall enges

poi sed by climte change, many others feel conpelled to take action
in their conmunities. Those of us on the front lines are very nmuch
in need of assistance and support fromthe State.

We request that CARB increase the share of greenhouse gas
reductions allocated to regional governnents fromb5 to 11 to 14
MMI. This request is based on a recent scientific analysis by Dr.
Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C. Nelson which shows that these
reductions are achievable with policies California is already
cont enpl ati ng.

By setting a higher target, CARB can signal that the |and
use/transportation sector is a priority. The higher target wll
ensure that regional agencies, cities and counties will aimhigh in
ther efforts to reduce greenhouse gases from vehicl e eni ssions.
Coupled with the essential financial resources, technica

assi stance and other support fromfederal, state and private
resources, these |ocal governments will be positioned for success
and continued | eadership in this global fight against climte
change. On the other hand, a |ow target bel ow what scientific
anal ysis shows can be achieved, will send the opposite signal

i ndicating that |and use/transportation is not a priority and will
not receive a comrensurate share of resources.

While we feel that every | ocal government should address the dire
ci rcunst ances we are facing today, we are not asking that you
support a mandate for |ocal governments to act. SB 375 very
clearly exenpts our cities and counties fromany regul atory

requi renents.

As Chair of the League of California Cities' Environnental Quality
Conmittee, Vice Chair of the Local Governnent Commission, and a

| eader in addressing climate change in ny region, | have been asked
to participate in the 14th International United Nations Cinate
Change Conference. | hope to be able to report that our cities are

bei ng asked to continue playing a key role in our State's clinmate
change policy efforts.



As you know, the world is watching California and its | ocal
governments: expecting us to provide inspiration and a nodel for
others to follow This is an opportunity and a responsibility of
nmonurent al i nportance. Please help us by assigning |ocal and
regi onal CGovernnents a significant role in achieving the goals of
AB 32. My colleagues and I will not |et you down.

Respectful |y yours,

Jake Mackenzie, Mayor, City of Rohnert Park
Jean Quan, President Pro-tem City of Gakland
Jon Harrison, Mayor, City of Redl ands

Maggi e Houl i han, Council nenber, Cty of Encinitas
Tom Butt, Council menber, Cty of R chnond

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 06:44:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 285 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marc

Last Name: Stolman

Email Address: M DStolman@aol.com
Affiliation: E2

Subject: Support - Including Feebates in Scoping Plan
Comment:

| support the inclusion of a feebate programin the AB 32 scoping
plan. This will be good for the state's economy, as well as its
envi ronnent .

Marc St ol man

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:09:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 286 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kate

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: kmiller@actransit.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Climate Change Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1218-ab32 climate change scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: AB32 Climate Change Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:41:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 287 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Therese

Last Name: McMillan

Email Address: TMcMillan@mtc.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Metropolitan Transportation Commission comments on Proposed Scoping plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached coments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1219-1-nov20-2008ab32_comment_|ettertd.doc'

Original File Name: L-Nov20-2008AB32 comment letterTD.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:44:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 288 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gregg
Last Name: Morris
Email Address: gmorris@emf.net
Affiliation: Green Power Institute

Subject: Joint Comments of GPl and CBEA
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1224-gpi_comments_on_proposed scoping_plan_12-5-8.pdf'

Original File Name: GPI comments on proposed scoping plan 12-5-8.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 12:42:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 289 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Evelyn

Last Name: Kahl

Email Address. ek@a-klaw.com
Affiliation: EPUC and CAC

Subject: EPUC & CAC Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are the comments of EPUC and CAC on the proposed scoping
pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1225-epuc.cac_comments_scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: EPUC.CAC Comments Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 12:59:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 290 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ray

Last Name: Harrod

Email Address: Rayharrod@redshift. Com
Affiliation: Harrod Brothers Inc

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan To Reduce Greenhouse Gas

Comment:

We do not need such a bill at this tine , W have already had to
lay off our entire construction crews . In ny opinion this whole
green novenent is out of control. It's designed to create agency
such as leed and try and get it so all builders will have to submt

plans to themfor reviewto get their certification and of coure
they will to have to establish a fee to keep their agency going
just another bureaucracy in the making. The sane goal can be
achieved in a much sinpler way.

Sincerely, Ray Harrod

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 13:14:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 291 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mara

Last Name: Burstein

Email Address: mburstein@environmentnow.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear ARB Board Menbers,

Envi ronment Now is a Southern California private foundation
conmitteed to inproving our air quality through smart | and use.

We strongly support redoubling the |Iand use target from5 MVI to
11-14 MMT in the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Setting a higher target for the I and use sector sends a signal
that | and use sector that this is a top priority, and that regions
shoul d ai m hi gh and take decisive action to reduce greenhouse gas
em ssi ons from new devel opnent s.

A higher target nust be coupled with a comitnment to providing
financial resources, technical assistance and other support to help
regi ons, local governnments, and transportation agencies achi eve the
target. A higher target will also signal to the state of
California that |and use should be a high priority for financial
and techni cal assistance to nmeet the goals of AB 32.

A lowtarget will send the signal that business-as-usual
devel opnent shoul d continue, and that |and use is not a high
priority for resources and support.

Si ncerely,
Mara El ana Burstein
Sust ai nability & Conmuni cations Program Manager

Envi ronnent Now

2515 W/ shire Boul evard
Sant a Mbni ca, CA 90403
tel: 310-829-5568 ext. 245

fax: 310-829-6820
WWW. envi r onnment now. or g

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:12:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 292 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Arthur

Last Name: Unger

Email Address: artunger @att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Solar on the roof and decreasing GHG production
Comment:

Most | ocalities, especially those in the San Joaquin Valley, can
reduce greenhouse gas enissions from new devel opnent by requiring
phot o-vol tai ¢ panels on the roof of all comrercieal, industrial and
residential buildings, both existing and being built. (lInstallation
is cheaper if done while a structure is being built.) Sunshine is
abundant in California, especially in the San Joaquin Valley. W
usual ly need to turn on our |east efficient natural gas fired
plants to power our air conditioners in the afternoon; that is just
when we woul d be generating the nost electricity fromthe sun

Sol ar PV nmi ntai nance costs are | ow enough to allow home owners to
save nore on their first several years of electric bills than they
pay to install solar. Governnent subsidies are available. (New

Par agr aph)

Requi ri ng LEED buil di ngs, white roofs and water conservation
(punpi ng takes energy) are other ways |ocal governnent can decrease
energy use and thus carbon dioxi de production. W should outl aw

wat eri ng | awns. (New Par agr aph)

Pl ease nmake the | and use target for |ocal governments at |east 14
MMT

Thanks, Art

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:12:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 293 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: mike

Last Name: hall

Email Address: mhall @hallmarkcommunities.com
Affiliation:

Subject: New homes vs. greenhouse gassses
Comment:

Requi ri ng new honmes to be responsi ble for green house gases is
i rresponsi bl e.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:19:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 294 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: terry

Last Name: albritain

Email Address:. tallbritain@Hunsakersd.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Reducing Greenhouse Gas
Comment:

Anyt hing that puts nore burden on the cost of building and buying a
horme is not what this econony needs right now. | have been in the
G vil Engineering Budgeting industry for 22 years and sonme hones in
San Diego al ready have Agency Fees of over $100,000 per hone! This
is just for a piece of paper to approve building a house!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:23:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 295 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kyra

Last Name: Ross

Email Address: mmckelvey@cacities.org
Affiliation: League of California Cities

Subject: League of California Cities - Supplemental Comments on ARB's Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1242-ab 32 scoping_plan _loc_comments - supplemental 12-4.pdf'

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan LOC Comments - Supplemental 12-4.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:26:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 296 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lori Ann

Last Name: Fry

Email Address: Ifry@landam.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Approval of AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissionsin California
Comment:

Pl ease approve this initiative...

Thank you,

Lori Ann Fry

Attachment: "

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:28:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 297 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Maas

Email Address: bmaas@cncda.org
Affiliation: California New Car Dealers Assn.

Subject: Scoping Plan - Feebates
Comment:

Attached please find our comment letter on feebates as the
preferred alternative to the Pavley regulations in the event those
rules are not inplenented.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1246-Itr_nichols-_feebates 12-5-08 - final_pdf version.pdf’

Original File Name: Ltr Nichols- Feebates 12-5-08 - FINAL PDF Version.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:29:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 298 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Sirkis

Email Address: mws@highlandpartnership.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Voting in favor
Comment:

Yes - Approval of AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce G eenhouse Gas
Emi ssions in California

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:47:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 299 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Morrow

Email Address. dmorrow@swca.com
Affiliation: Air Quality Specialist - SWCA

Subject: Transportation sector GHG emission strategy
Comment:

ARB st af f,

On page 38 of the Proposed Scoping Plan (Cct. 2008) the follow ng
is stated: "Passenger vehicles are responsible for al most 30
percent of California s greenhouse gas em ssions. To address these
em ssions, ARB is proposing a conprehensive threeprong strategy —
reduci ng greenhouse gas em ssions from vehicles, reducing the
carbon content of the fuel these vehicles burn, and reducing the
mles these vehicles travel."

| propose a fourth prong to the approach: inproved urban
transportation efficiency.

| have a specific idea in mnd that would: 1) reduce idling

em ssions, 2) overall travel tinme on urban streets, 3)vehicle
accel eration em ssions (which produce substantial CO2 - especially
heavy trucks). M proposal involves replacing stop |ights and/or
stop signs with nodern roundabouts because they are far nore
efficient.

As docunented in the transportation literature, nodern roundabouts
nove cars through an intersection about 30%to 50% nore efficiently
than a signal or stop sign during peak hours. There are about

250, 000 stop lights in the USA (DOT 2006) and, based on popul ation
| estimate about 10% of these are in California - or roughly 25,000
stop light controlled intersections. | have conducted research on
C2 reductions possible fromstop lights being replaced with a
nodern roundabout. The estinmates for efficiency vary with | oca
conditions (e.g., traffic volune, nunber of intersecting streets).
As a general rule, the annual reductions in CO2 range from about
300 tons/year to over 3,300 tons/year

VWhat type of GHG em ssion reductions are available for California?
Assunming CO2 reductions at the | ow end - perhaps 500 tons/year,
and roughly 1/2 of California stoplights amenable for conversion to
a nodern roundabout, then a conversion neasure could yield a

per manent reduction of about 6 mllion tonnes CQ2.

There are other benefits from signal conversion that could accrue
as wel |, because roundabouts reduce injury accidents by about 60%
t hey work when the power fails, and they can be used for conmunity
beautification with | andscapi ng and scul ptures (e.g. Bend, Oregon).
There woul d al so be tremendous tine saving for delivery vehicles
and other travelers at peak hour. For instance, the average

peak- hour delay at a roundabout is seven seconds, vs a ninute or
nore at a stop light. Do the math on idle enissions!



| have a attached a zip file with several exanple docunents for
your use. Please consider adding inproved urban transportation
efficiency to the PSP as a fourth prong. This is a sinple, cheap
and proven way to reduce GHG em ssions fromthe transportation
sector.

respectful ly,

Davi d Morrow Al CP

ps: France is building about 1,000 roundabouts annually primarily
to increase safety. W are a bit behind but can catch up

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1280-emissions _reduction_round_about_calculation.zip'

Original File Name: Emissions_Reduction Round About Calculation.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:11:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 300 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gayle

Last Name: McLaughlin

Email Address: mayor@officeofthemayor.net
Affiliation: Mayor, City of Richmond

Subject: Increase reduction levels of GHG in AB Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see uploaded file reguesting CARB i ncrease the reduction
levels fromb5 to 11-14 MMI of GHG in the Scoping Pl an.

Thank You,

Gayl e McLaughlin

Mayor, City a R chnond

Menber of East Bay Green Corridor Partnership

Ji m Rogers
Ri chmond City Counci | menber

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1281-carb_letter.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:15:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 301 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Eileen

Last Name: Reynolds

Email Address: ereynolds@tejonranch.com
Affiliation: Tegjon Ranch, V.P., Government Affairs

Subject: Please Do Not Increase Transportation Targets Beyond 5 MMT
Comment:

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Menbers of the Board,

On behal f of Tejon Ranch, | amwiting to urge you NOT to increase
t he greenhouse gas reduction target fromregi ona
transportation-rel ated enmm ssions beyond the currently proposed 5
mllion metric tons (MMI) in the AB 32 Scoping Plan. As a
diversified real estate and agri busi ness conpany that has
denponstrated its commtnment to the environment through its | andmark
Conservation and Land Use Agreement, we believe it is inappropriate
for the Board to arbitrarily double the target w thout allow ng the
new Senate Bill 375 process to begin and prove successf ul

We believe CARB action to double the target now woul d under n ne
the carefully negotiated outcone produced by the Legislature in SB
375. Since it sets out the process to determ ne the actual regiona
transportation-related GHG targets, it nust be allowed to work and
shoul d not be preenpted by the Board at this early stage.

We all have a vested interest in the success of the carefully
crafted SB 375 and AB 32, but we nust be cogni zant of the fragile
state of our econony and the need to base deci sions on sound
science. At this tine, we strongly urge you NOT to increase the
regi onal transportation-related targets beyond the current proposa
of 5 MMI

Thank you for your consideration of our position

Si ncerely,

Ei | een Reynol ds

Vice President, Governnent Affairs
Tej on Ranch Conpany

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:17:02



No Duplicates.



Comment 302 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Lyon

Email Address: rlyon@cbia.org

Affiliation: CA Building Industry Association

Subject: Supplemental comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1288-chia final_carb_comments_attachment_b.zip'

Original File Name: chiafinal CARB comments Attachment B.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:41:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 303 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gretchen

Last Name: Hardison

Email Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.org
Affiliation: City of Los Angeles

Subject: Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments fromCity of Los Angeles staff on the
Oct ober 2008 Proposed AB32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1293-final_cmt_ltr_on_10-08 scoping_plan_to_arb.pdf’

Original File Name: Final cmt Itr on 10-08 Scoping Plan to ARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:28:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 304 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rusty

Last Name: Selix

Email Address: rselix@calcog.org
Affiliation: CALCOG

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

On behalf of the California Association of Councils of Governnents
(CALCOG), we are submitting a letter expressing concerns on two
matters in the Scoping Plan to be considered on Decenber 11, 2008.
Those concerns are included in the attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1295-121108 comments to _arb_on_ab 32 scoping_plan_finall.doc

Original File Name: 121108 Commentsto ARB on AB 32 Scoping Plan_final1.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:38:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 305 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Misseldine

Email Address. cmissel dine@comcast.net
Affiliation: Green Cities California

Subject: Supplemental comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached pl ease find additional conmrents on the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Thank you,

Carol M ssel di ne, Coordi nat or
Geen Cities Californi a

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1296-gcc_ab_32_comments.additional .v2.doc'

Original File Name: GCC AB 32 Comments.Additional .v2.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:49:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 306 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ronald

Last Name: Stein

Email Address: rstein@PT Sstaffing.com
Affiliation: Principal Technica Services, Inc.

Subject: Concerns about the cost of AB32
Comment:

Over the | ast several decades California s heavy taxes and

ext ensi ve bureaucratic regulatory requirenents on busi nesses has
established a poor track record of attracting new business into the
state and has conversely been successful at driving busi nesses out
of California to nore business friendly States. Putting nore cost
onto businesses, and ultimately onto the tax paying citizens of CA
woul d perpetuate reasons to |leave California and thus further
reduce a source for the taxes needed to support regul ations that
are nore excessive than the other 49 States.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1300-concerns_about_cost_of ab32.doc'

Original File Name: Concerns about cost of AB32.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 06:07:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 307 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Meredith

Last Name: Niles

Email Address: meredith@icta.org

Affiliation: Cool Foods Campaign-Ctr for Food Safety

Subject: Cool Foods Campaign- Center for Food Safety comments
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the comments of the Cool Foods Canpai gn and
the Center for Food Safety.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1305-ab_32_ proposed scoping_plan_comments.doc'

Original File Name: AB 32 proposed scoping plan comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 16:58:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 308 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John A.

Last Name: Paoluccio PE

Email Address: johnpaol uccio@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
Comment:

John Paol ucci o Consul ting Engi neers, Inc.

P.O Box 1316, 5038 Salida Blvd., Salida, CA 95368

Ph: 209-545-1661 Fax: 209-545- 3533 Emai | :

j ohnpaol ucci o@bcgl obal . net

California Registrations: Mechani cal Engi neer ME15046 Fire
Prot ecti on Engi neer FP248 Agricul tural Engi neer AG309

Decenmber 6, 2008

Clerk of the Board

Air Resources Board

1001 | Street, 23rd Fl oor
Sacr anent o, CA 95814

Subj ect : AB 32 Scoping Pl an
Conments to reduce greenhouse gas em ssions in
California

Conments for review and For The Record and | deas Subnitted:
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In order to make a mmjor inpact on reducing greenhouse gas
emissions in California due to fossil fuel use, it is also
necessary to |l ook at @ obal solutions in addition to all the |oca
sol uti ons.

The following is a conpilation of specific areas where significant
pol lution reductions can result in |less carbon dioxide, methane and
other GHG s including PMIO and PM 2.5 from entering our

envi ronnent .

These pol lution reductions itens include the foll ow ng:

1. Wood Burning — Including Open Burning of O chard Prunings.

2. TABLE “A’" - COVPARI SON of CONTAM NATES & PROBLEMS caused by:
OPEN BURNI NG OF DRY WOOD Versus DECOVPOSI TI ON

3. Diesel Irrigation Punps — Avoid electric notors.



4. PMIO & PM2.5 — Encourage non-till agricultural practices.

5. Forest Land — Capture biomass for useful purposes.

6. Energy — Encourage renewabl e energy in lieu of fossil fuel
use.

7. BioCoal Fuel — A brief wite up on one potential new usefu
carbon neutral fuel solution to reduce greenhouse gas eni ssions.

1. Wyod Burning of Orchard Pruni ngs & Bi onass Use

It is recommended that rules on open wood burning be rel axed. The
burni ng of orchard pruning’s results in considerably |ess polluting
that any other option avail abl e today.

Bi omass hol ds the prom se of reducing fossil fuel use and can
substantially hel p our energy production and dependency on foreign
oil. If all open wood burning were stopped, our air quality would
get worse not better

Burning dry wood is natural and good for our environnent and is an
i mportant part of the cycle of life on earth. Bionass takes in
carbon di oxide during growh and gives it up during deconposition
However, when wet wood is burned inconpl ete conbustion occurs with
the rel ease of substantial amounts of harnful GHG s. The burning of
wet wood shoul d be di scouraged.

If wood is allowed to decay by natural neans, including
deconposition by ants, termtes, mcrobes, fungus, etc. Then

carbon di oxi de and nmethane gas is generated and rel eased along with
other GHG s. Methane is one of the major primary airborne
cont am nant generated on earth.

By burning the wood we sinply rel ease the stored sol ar energy and
produce mainly water vapor and carbon dioxide. Better yet, waste
wood can be collected, mlled into pellets and used as a fuel in
el ectrical power production

If this renewabl e wood resource were burned in a bionass pl ant
under ideal conditions, only a very small anount of pollutants
woul d be emitted. W woul d derive substantial energy and reduce our
dependence of fossil fuels. Awin win situation that should be
encour aged.

New t echnol ogi es, inventions and processes that utilize renewabl e
bi omass of fer many opportunities that can lead to a substantia
reduction in fossil fuel use. These include bio-diesel, ethanol
and many others. Note: We are also involved in this effort. As an
envi ronnent al engi neer and inventor of environnental products we
have been involved with energy systens, air pollution and
converting biomass to practical use for over 40 years. BIOCOAL Fue
is our |atest patent pending invention and it holds prom se of
converting wood into a clean burning fuel. See www. bi ocoal . net for
nore information.

Technol ogy and economics do not currently allow for nmany ot her
practical options for the farnmer other than to burn the prunings.
Wbod chi pping and transporting the chips to a pellet mll or

bi omass plant woul d be ideal and may soon be practical as soon as



efficient biomass conversion to fuel becones nore acceptable. In
the neantime, while it is not practical or econonmic to justify this
nmet hod of energy conversion, it still is best to burn the wood
pruni ngs.

Farmers cannot allow prunings to build up year after year,

all owing themto becone a fire hazard and habitat for rats, ground
squirrels and other vermn in addition to the deconposition gases
produced. The practice of wood chi pping has had m xed reviews. Sone
chips add to foreign matter in harvested al nonds. To speed breaking
down the chips they can be disked into the soil but that is
contrary to the non-till practices that hel ps reduce fuel use and
keeps PMLO and PM2.5 dust |evels down. It becones clear that there
are no sinple solutions to our many environnental problens but
frequently, unnecessary regulations can result in nore harmthan
good.

When dry wood is burned, as in the open burning of prunings,

i nstant snmoke and water vapor is visible along with carbon dioxide,
car bon nonoxi de, net hane and other GHG s plus ash being enmitted.
(Note: Dry pruning’ s may contain over 22% noisture.). Wen wood is
left to deconpose it may take years to break down but over 10 tinmes
as nmuch methane may be generated. |If one |ooks at the big picture
it becones clear that burning dry wood is a nuch nore earth
friendly choice.

The breakdown of wood products in forests, swanps, wetl ands,

farms, soil and landfills are sone of the main producers of nethane
gas in our atnmosphere. The pollution fromfarmburning, of hard to
handl e orchard prunings, is insignificant in conparison

These no burn laws can result in considerable economc loss to the
state, hurt farners and taxpayers, and the resulting air pollution
problemw || becorme worse not better. It is in the best interest of
the state that these anti wood burning |l aws and regul ati ons be

del ayed, nodified or rescinded until practical nethods of
transferring ag waste prunings to biomass facilities for efficient
burning is worked out. In the nmeantine continued ag burning is far
| ess pol luting than not.

Thr oughout the United States attenpts are being nade to coll ect

nmet hane gas fromlandfills, sludge, aninal waste, and other bionass
sources and convert it into useful energy instead of allowing it to
enter the atnosphere.

Let’s relax open wood burning rules and allow farmers to conti nue
wi th common sense managenent practices. This benefits us all with
| ess regul ation and | ess pollution

2. TABLE “A" COVPARI SON of CONTAM NATES & PROBLEMS caused

by: OPEN BURNI NG OF DRY WoOD Versus DECOVPOSI TI ON

| TEM OPEN BURNI NG DECOWVPCSI TI ON
COMVENTS

Vi si bl e Snpke Mor e*

Less M nor Probl em

\Wat er Mor e

Less

Car bon Di oxi de Mor e

Less

Car bon Monoxi de Less Mor e*

Met hane Less Mor e*



O her gasses/ VOC s Less Much More*

Ash Mor e
Less
Soil Nutrients Less Much
Mor e
PM 10 Less Much
Mor e* Maj or Probl em
PM 2.5 Less Much
Mor e* Maj or Probl em
Rodent Habitat /Fleas Less Much
Mor e* Maj or Probl em
Fossi| Fuel Use Less Much Mor e*
Wor st Probl em
Added Car bon Di oxi de Less Much More *
Pr obl em
Expenses Less Much Mor e*
Pr obl em
Ti me/ Manpower Less Mor e*
Pr obl em
Consuner Cost Less Mor e*
Pr obl em
Adverse Health Effects Less Mor e*
Pr obl em
Energy Policy CGood Not
CGood* Pr obl em

Based on the above chart it would be much wi ser to sel ect open
burning of dry orchard prunings where nostly water and CO2 are
produced, plus ash & sone other gasses. Wen prunings are stored,
chi pped, and then disked into the soil much nore air pollution and
ot her problens occur. Long range storage increases rat, mce
rodent and flea infestations that mgrate to popul ated areas.

Consi derable PM 10 & PM 2.5 are generated due to chipping and

di scing chips into and disturbing the soil. Deconposition leads to
the rel ease of many greenhouse gasses. Plus 100% of the pollution
fromthe fossil fuels used is added to our environnment. Al the
col l ected suns energy is lost that could have been put to good use
and a waste of a val uabl e bi omass resource.

3. DUST - PM2.5 and PMLO:

Significant increases in fine dust particles enter the air when
farm practices are changed fromnon-till operations to discing in
wood chi ps. The fine dust increase may easily be 10 fold or nore.
Many farners have changed to non-till operations and the results
have proven to be very beneficial to reducing dust generation. Dust
nmtes and other pest problens are reduced with non-till operations.

CROPS: In general, it is beneficial to keep orchards and other ag
properties clean of waste bi omass and mni nize unnecessary

equi prent use. Excess fuel consunption and putting dust into the
air is not helpful to plant tissue.

Regul ati ons should be nodified to allow for best nanagenent
practices to prevail.

4, Forest Measures:

The environnent would be better served if dead forest tinber and
debris were harvested for commercial use. If left to stand and
ultimately deconpose or catch on fire, it produces significant
guantities of carbon nonoxi de, nethane and other GHG s.



By harvesting dead tinber and clearing built up debris, new growh
will be encouraged. It is new gromh that extracts nore carbon

di oxi de fromthe air. That does a trenmendous ampunt of short term
good in reducing air pollution. And a new healthy forest is
gener at ed.

New potential breakthrough: One major problemwth all forms of
carbon sequestering is that when wood deconposes the captured
carbon is rel eased back into the air environment and the stored
suns energy is lost. What is needed is a nethod to interrupt the
Carbon Cycle to prevent the wood from deconposing for the |ong
term W have devel oped a patent pendi ng new processing nethod to
acconplish this with a carbon offset product called Bi oCoal Fuel
Tests have shown the new bio-fuel is hydrophobic, is resistant to
deconposition by insects, ants, termtes and mcrobes. This

br eakt hrough and ot her new processes that utilize renewabl e energy
bi omass of fer the best opportunity to solve our air pollution
problenms as we turn away fromfossil fuels. More information is
avail abl e at www. biocoal.net. It will no doubt take many new energy
solutions and it would be very helpful if the ARB woul d devise a
Product and Process Evaluation Formthat |lists the pros and cons
for any and all new methods to reduce greenhouse gas emi ssions.
This may include energy input to produce one pound of bio-fuel

heat output avail able per pound of bio-fuel, gasses generated, ash
generated, soil, liquid or gas form etc.

5. STATI ONARY DI ESEL ENG NE CONTROL MEASURES
(The conversion of irrigation diesel punps to electric notors.)

The ARB regul ations are intended to reduce di esel exhaust

em ssions fromthe estimated 8,600 stationary engi nes operating Ag
irrigation punps. The regulations require that old diesel engines
to be replaced with nore efficient diesel engines or electric
notors. Farnmers would nost likely install electric notors in lieu
of the nore conplex and expensive new type di esel engines. The
changeover shoul d be voluntary.

When a | arge percentage of the 8,600 engines are converted to
electric notors, the electric power grid will have to accomopdate

t he additional peak | oad of all the engines converted. Power plant
i nefficiencies and transmi ssion | osses are several times the end

| oad and that would result in nore pollution generated at the power
pl ant .

Thr oughout the world, npbst nations use coal as the primary fue

for producing electricity. Coal is the cheapest and the dirtiest of
the fossil fuels. California has in recent years shifted nore to
natural gas for electric power production. Natural gas is
expensi ve and the cl eanest burning of the fossil fuels but is
[imted in supply and the general popul ation depends on it for hone
heati ng.

I mported electric power from other states nust neet new strict
pol I uti on standards that many coal plants have difficulty neeting.
California has been known to be a |eader in environnental nmatters
and techni cal advances. However, other states and nations that
depend on coal use do not have the option for natural gas use. In
order to nake a mmjor inpact agai nst d obal Warmi ng we nust reduce
mai nly coal and other fossil fuel use. As natural gas becones



scarcer California will need to rely on nore coal use. California
shoul d encourage coal fired plants to utilize co-firing with

bi omass to reduce the net carbon di oxi de enmissions to | ess than
natural gas fired power plants.

It is also recormended that a cost anal ysis and conparison of the
pol I uti on generated fromleaving the diesel engines “as is” versus,
changi ng them over to electric notors be conducted, prior to naking
any changes. The change option should be left to the farner or punp
user.

Most of the diesel punps are used for occasional punping and
operate a small nunber of hours per year. Unlike electric power,

t he di esel powered engi ne does not have the tremendous transport

| osses of energy. It is its own power plant. Froman energy and
pol | uti on standpoint, the diesel engine should generate |ess

pol lution than converting the punp to electric power. The use of

i ndependent diesel engines is a snmart design and puts no strain on
our electric grid system

Results that may occur if diesel engines are converted to electric
notors:

» Converting to electric use may end up with nore fossil fue
bei ng used.

* Fossil fuel energy is consuned to manufacture the new el ectric
not or s.

» Conversion adds significant peak loads to the electric power
grid.

* New el ectric power plants will need to be constructed.

e Addi ti onal power will need to be purchased fromout of state

e Peak sunmer | oads would be detrinmental to the electric power
grid.

e Consi der the high cost of replacing punp engines with notors.

» More fossil fuel use results in nore carbon di oxide and ot her
pol | uti on.

« The cost for inplementing this regulation may run in the
billions of dollars.

« Add all the additional paperwork, frustration and nmanpower.
 Farm product costs will increase and taxpayers will pay nore.
eCalifornian farmers will be | ess conpetitive, inports increase
and jobs | ost.

We should be trying to discourage peak electric power use and
encour age conservation and nore renewabl e energy use. The periodic
operation of diesel driven punps keeps the power needs “off” of the
electric grid.

We shoul d al so encourage farmers to consi der using renewabl e
bi o- di esel fuel to reduce net air pollution and inprove existing
engi ne efficiency.

6. Energy — Encourage renewabl e energy in lieu of fossil fue
use.

Energy exists in many fornms. Mst of the energy we use is derived
fromthe sun. This includes fossil fuels, biomss, w nd energy and
hydroel ectric power. Carbon is the building block of life and is
in all fossil fuels, wood, and all plant and animal |ife. Fossi
fuels may contain 70 to 95% carbon and wood, trees and plants may
have approxi mately 50% car bon



The Carbon Cycle on earth, in a sinplistic exanple as follows:

pl ants take in carbon dioxide during growmh in sunlight. The carbon
fromthe carbon dioxide gas is changed into a concentrated solid
formthat includes sugars and other plant tissue. The plant is in
essence a solar battery that harnesses the suns stored energy.

When plants die, deconpose or when burned, the captured carbon
conpounds are rel eased back into the anbient air and the suns
energy is rel eased.

This cycle has been repeating itself for mllions of years. Using
bi omass for fuel offers the nobst opportunity for the near term
solution to reducing d obal Warm ng

7. Bl OCOAL Fuel - A Potential dobal Solution to d obal Warm ng
& Cimte Change.

Devel opi ng useful energy fromrenewabl e bi omass is gaining gl oba
attention. Many scientists believe that bionmass holds the key to
sol ving our gl obal energy and pollution problenms. W agree and have
been involved in this effort.

As one of many firns involved with devel opi ng new and i nproved
energy systens we wish to share our information as an exanple of a
prom si ng new bi omass processing nethod i n hel pi ng sol ve our gl obal
energy and pollution probl ens.

The new fuel is an enhanced form of biomass in the form of
torrefied wood pellets. A high tenperature “imrersi on conduction”
processi ng systemrenoves the water and VOC' s fromthe wood and
treats the wood in an oxygen free environnment. The wood pellets
undergo an endothermic reaction where the nol ecul ar structure and
chem stry is altered to a plastic like state so it burns clean
This new fuel is considered a near termsolution and could be
brought on line in nonths to i mediately provi de renewabl e energy
and reduce pollution. It nay be a global solution to the world’'s
energy and pol |l ution probl ens.

Over 8 billion tons of coal equivalent fossil fuel is used each
year. The market for this new fuel includes co-firing with coal and
replacing coal in the long termfor clean electric power
generation. It has inmediate application as a long life storable
product for “Carbon O fsets”. This fuel allows existing coal fired
plants to co-fire and | ower greenhouse gas enissions. It also
becones an ideal feedstock for gasification systens.

No changes to existing coal fired plants are required. The new
fuel is friable and can be co-fired at 15%in the near term and
100%in the long term In a preferred formof the invention the
product is in the formof Enhanced Torrefied Wod Pellets.

Al fossil fuels, like biomass, contain carbon and hydrogen atons
in long chains. The fossil fuels have high carbon content with
little noisture. Whod materials contain high |evels of noisture and
vol atil e organi c conpounds that result in inconplete conbustion
when burned. That is one of the reasons wood in not generally
accepted as a practical fuel for energy production. Through a new
“Conduction” processing nethod this technol ogy can quickly turn

bi omass into clean burning BI OCOAL Fuel. This renewabl e energy fue
is essentially noisture free with very little VOC's. The heat
content is over 10,000 Btu per pound. The products of conbustion
are mainly water and (neutral) carbon di oxi de. The new process



produces finished product quickly, efficiently, economically, and
with little energy use. No outside power is needed for |arge self
contained facilities.

The energy fromthe sun holds the best prom se of solving our

gl obal energy and pollution problens. Biomass is the nost plentiful
source of renewabl e concentrated carbon but until now, all attenpts
toutilize this free source of the suns energy has net with
technical difficulty and costly extraction solutions. Bio-diese

and ethanol are exanples of the liquid forns of bio-fuels that

requi re conpl ex processing and high energy use to turn the bionass
into usable forns of energy. Virtually all other biomass forns of
energy have run into simlar technical difficulties and that is why
they are not used extensively. Wat has been needed is a

br eakt hrough in converting wood into a practical and cl ean fuel

Bl OCOAL Fuel is one such breakthrough. It uses bionmass feedstock
such as pruning's, ag waste, landfill wood waste, forest debris,

| unber waste, grasses, energy crops such as Switch grass, and nany
ot her bi omass sources that woul d otherwi se be left to decay, break
down, deconpose or be burned. Wen this occurs we lose all the
benefits of the suns energy plus we allow the re-entry of all the
nmet hane, carbon di oxi de and other GHG s per the CARBON CYCLE of
Nature. This new fuel product will not break down |ike wood and
other plant material. It nakes an ideal Carbon O fset because it
resists all forns of natural deconposition. Plus it is a clean
burni ng renewabl e energy fuel

@ obal Warmi ng and Cimte Change caused by the burning of
“non-renewabl e” fossil fuels and increases in the atnospheric
concentrati on of Carbon Di oxide are considered the greatest threat
to our environnent today. Coal is considered the nost polluting
fuel as it contains nmany heavy netals, including sulfur, |ead,
nercury, and radioactive substances. Many countries use very poor
grades of coal that contain considerably nore toxic substances than
the cleaner coal that is becom ng scarcer. It nmay cone as no
surprise to learn that many of the health probl ens suffered today
may be caused by the pollution fromcoal fired power plants. It is
estimated that California receives over 25%of its air pollution
fromoutside countries such as China and India. It nay not be | ong
when nost of the nost harnful pollution originates from outside the
USA. It is to the benefit to all for California to |lead the way in
showi ng the world that the use of renewabl e energy should be a
major priority. W nust address the reduction of global coal use if
we ever hope to solve our d obal Warmi ng and Cinmate Change

pr obl ens.

Wth all the conservation efforts, new liquid bio-fuels being

used, and inprovenments in transportation, the air pollution problem
will still get worse until we find a new fuel for producing clean
electric energy. The area of greatest need is the devel opment of a
new fuel to replace “COAL". BI OCOAL Fuel is a renewabl e energy
solid fuel that is designed to replace coal. It can also reduce oi
and natural gas use. BIOCOAL Fuel is the npbst practical utilization
of the stored suns energy in biomass. Not only does it burn clean
but it utilizes all the waste biomass that if left to deconpose,
woul d re-introduce all the methane, carbon di oxi de and ot her carbon
conpounds back into the environment plus wasting the stored sun’s

energy.
In addition to putting to use all the avail abl e waste bi omass,
changes will be required in I and use issues related to the grow ng

of energy crops such as Switch grass. New farmng practices wll
put low quality land to use in growi ng energy crops, harvesting,
mlling and processing plants will also be needed. New industries
woul d be fornmed and millions of new jobs would be created.

We believe that bionmass related solutions, and in particular, this



new t echnol ogy has the long term potential of renmoving billions of
tons of carbon di oxide every year from our gl obal environment.
Virtually all coal could stay in the ground and we woul d use oi
for new products of the future.

The BI OCOAL Fuel website can be viewed at ww. bi ocoal . net.

Si ncerely

John A. Paol ucci o PE
Engi neer, Inventor and Farner

Wor k: John Paol ucci o Consul ting Engi neers, Inc. - Mechanical /
Envi ronnent al

Work: Inventive Resources, Inc. - Environmental Products /

Bl OCOAL Fuel

P. O Box 1316, 5038 Salida Blvd., Salida, CA 95368

Ph: 209-545-1661 Fax: 209-545- 3533

Emai | : j ohnpaol ucci o@bcgl obal . net i nf o@i ocoal . net
wwv. JPCE. com & www. bi ocoal . net

Hone: Mbdesto, CA 95356. Farm — (Operates a small al nond
orchard.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1307-chg_solutions_11-27-08.docx’

Original File Name: CHG Solutions 11-27-08.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-06 17:34:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 309 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Molly

Last Name: Brown

Email Address: molly@mollyyoungbrown.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

| understand that Siskiyou County has requested to be exenpt from
all air quality regulations, including AB 32. | do not know the
basis for this request, but | do know that the Board of Supervisors
has often tried to get around air quality requirenents, or has

i gnored them altogether. As a citizen of Siskiyou County, | urge
you to reject this request and hold Siskiyou County fully subject
to all regulations. Additionally, | request that you nonitor

Si skiyou County closely in this regard

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 17:12:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 310 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dean
Last Name: Pernicone
Email Address: caldean@cox.net

Affiliation:

Subject: housing cap for emissions

Comment:

Targeting housing for em ssions is just an environnentalists way of
st oppi ng devel opnent. Unless you are willing to cap all EXI STI NG
HOMVES as wel | .

This is blantantly unfair and while all industries could be
targets of caps, the sanme holds true for all industries as well as
housi ng. You nust CAP all existing as well as future devel opnents
equally or not at all. If this can't be done, then going after the

bi ggest contributers is the only solution like utilities and
aut os.

Thank You
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 20:27:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 311 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Chandra

Last Name: Krout

Email Address: ckrout@sci.irvine.ca.us

Affiliation: City of Irvine Environmental Programs

Subject: City of Irvine Comment Letter for Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichol s:

On behalf of the City of Irvine, thank you for the opportunity to
comment on the California Air Resources Board' s (ARB) Proposed
Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan). Please find attached the City's
Commment Letter in the formof a PDF. A hard copy was al so nail ed
to your attention on Friday Decenber 5th, 2008. Thank you again for
the opportunity to comment. The City of Irvine | ooks forward to
working closely with the ARB in the future.

Si ncerely,

Douglas Wl liford, AICP
Conmmuni ty Devel opnent Director
Cty of Irvine

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1319-carb_|etter.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB Letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 05:06:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 312 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Spoonhour

Email Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.us
Affiliation: Western Riverside Council of Governments

Subject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

The Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG staff wi shes
to cormend the California Air Resources Board for its hard work on
devel opi ng a statew de blue print to achi eve the greenhouse gas
eni ssi ons reducti ons mandat ed under AB 32.

WRCOG staff is providing the attached comrents to the Proposed
Scoping Plan. Please note that these comments have not been
revi ewed or endorsed by WRCOG s Executive Conmittee.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1321-carb_scoping_plan_commernt_|etter.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Commernt L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:18:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 313 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carolyn

Last Name: Chase

Email Address: cdchase@movesandiego.org
Affiliation: Move San Diego, Inc.

Subject: Critical importance of transit performance standards
Comment:

The Proposed Scoping Pl an acknow edges (in the secti on Recomrended
Actions pages 47-50)

t hat :

"Enhanced public transit service conbined with incentives for |and
use devel opment that provides a better market for public transit

will play an inmportant role in helping to reach regional targets.”
and
"Quality of life will be inproved by increasing access to a

variety of nobility options such as transit....'

Yet there is no strategic anal ysis of the perfornmance requirenents
for "enhanced public transit service."

There seens to be an unexam ned belief that sinply providing nore

funding for transit will lead to reductions in
vehicle-nm | es-travel ed. However an examination of the facts - in
San Di ego County - shows the opposite. Even after of billions of

dollars invested in Light Rail transit capital infrastructure, VM
has steadily increased. In fact, the existing RTP for the region
shows that even after all transit investnments in the plan VMI will
be increasing by 38.8% (UCSD Environnent and Sustainability
Initiative (ESI) Dec. 2008).

The region is approving significant density increases that are
called "Transit Oiented Density" but that |ead to significant
traffic increases and a resulting backlash agai nst density because
the transit services are insufficient.

VWhat can we conclude fromthis?
The transit projects need to change. Wy?

Mar ket research shows that unless transit trip tines are
conpetitive with driving tinmes, drivers (especially in California)
will not change to taking transit. The nunbers of driver who wll
change wi thout conpetitive trip tinmes is not significant enough to
either inpact traffic or GHG em ssions.

What wor ks?

Appl yi ng gl obal best planning practices here. It may indeed shock
sonme, but we do not currently apply gl obal best transit planning
practices here in California - or the United States. There are many
barriers to this and they need to be understood or el se advancing
billions into existing plans will actually setback our goals of
mtigating climte change.



Pl ease see the recent FTA Study: Advanced Network Pl anni ng
for Bus Rapid Transit

http://ww. nbrti.org/docs/ pdf/BRTY0Net wor k%20PI anni ng%20St udy%20-
%20Fi nal %20Report . pdf

The study's central finding is that the Qui ckway nodel which is
little understood or practiced within the United States, can offer
significant benefit to urban regions intent on creating nore
effective transit networks. Mre than being "the poor man's |ight
rail," Quickways--fully grade-separated bus gui deways--can
cost-effectively support a range of local, express, and branching
services that together create significant public value, lead to
nmaj or increases in ridership, and even lead to "phase shifts" in
the role that transit plays in a region. Qickways, rather than
being a "stepping stone" to light rail, are rather a fundanmenta
buil ding block in creating transit networks better matched to
nodern city form

In every international case cited, the Quickway nodel was
chosen--or backed into--as a response to the absolute need to neet
anbitious ridership or node split targets which were devel oped
exogenous to the transit planning process. For U S. cities that
choose to set simlar targets, Quickway infrastructure and service
pl anni ng can beconme powerful tools to hel pi ng achi eve these goals.

Such targets need to be set by the State in order for projects to
qualify for funding or to be consistent with any SB375 Sustai nabl e
Conmunities Strategy planning.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:04:43
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Comment 314 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tara

Last Name: Schultz

Email Address: tschultz@cityofa hambra.org
Affiliation: City of Alhambra

Subject: Comments to Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find a letter from A hanbra Mayor Barbara Messina
regarding the City of Al hanbra's concerns regarding the Proposed
AB32 Scopi ng Pl an.

If you should have any difficulty opening the file please contact
me and | can try sending it in a different format.

Si ncerely,
Tara Schultz
Deputy City Manager

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1332-airresourcesbd _12-08a.pdf’

Original File Name: AirResourcesBd_12-08a.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:05:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 315 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Amy D.

Last Name: Kyle

Email Address: adkyle@berkeley.edu

Affiliation: University of California Berkeley, SPH

Subject: Public Health Implications of AB 32 Alternative Mitigation Policy Proposals
Comment:

Public Health Inplications of AB 32 Alternative Mtigation Policy
Proposal s

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the Cctober draft of
the Scoping Plan for the California G obal Warm ng Sol uti ons Act of

2006. It is critically inportant to reduce greenhouse eni ssions
and build a clean and sustainabl e energy systemthat can support
t he econony without destroying the global environment. | deeply

appreciate the diligent efforts of the staff to address these
conpl ex issues.

The plan represents a portfolio of policy proposals. M focus is
on assessnent of their public health inplications. The Cctober
revision reflects greater recognition of the inportance of engagi ng
the public and coordinating efforts with | ocal governnents,
especially on issues related to the built environnent, |and use,
and transportation and their inplications. These are inportant

i mprovenents.

What the Air Resources Board still needs to do is to discuss the
relative merits of the available policy alternatives.

Al ternatives under consideration would be expected to vary with
regard to their public health inpacts. Consideration of the
differences in public health inpacts would informthe Board’s
del i berations. Moreover, public health benefits al so have econonic
benefits that would be relevant to sel ection of cost effective
neasur es.

Sone reasons that alternatives mght differ in their public health
i mpacts are:

« Actions that reduce CO2 enissions but retain conbustion
technol ogies will generally have fewer public health benefits than
those that elimnate conbustion and resulting co-pollutants.

* Actions that reduce conbustion or invest in clean and
sust ai nabl e technol ogi es or create other environnental benefits in
proxinmty to popul ations, particularly vul nerabl e popul ati ons and
conmunities, will have greater public health benefits than those
that do not.

* Actions that build clean and sustainable energy infrastructure
and energy security for communities will have greater public health
benefits than those that nmerely reduce eni ssions.



* Actions that reduce greenhouse em ssions by inprovenents to the
built environnment can al so address inportant environnentally
nmedi at ed conditions such as di abetes and obesity so woul d have
public health benefits beyond reductions in air pollution

* Actions that enhance the ability of the public to participate
and contribute to solutions are nore likely to reflect the public
interest and so pronote public health than those that do not.

If the Board is going to adopt the policy strategi es as presented,
it mght consider comm ssioning a conparative review of the public
heal th and overall public benefits of policy alternatives to be
conpl eted before regulations are adopted. In addition, the Board
may wish to consider directing the staff to set up neans to track
the inpl enentation of policy neasures to allow on-going, objective
determ nati on of whether the strategies are achieving the policy
ains of the statute.

The State of California is critical to the devel opnent of a just
and sust ai nabl e nodel for how to address climate change and | ead a
conversion to a new energy system As Governor Schwarzenegger
points out, California | eads the world. The best nodel California
coul d present would reduce emni ssions while pronoting public health,
denocracy, and civic engagenent; protect and enhance vul nerabl e
conmunities; and build the clean and sustai nabl e energy systemt hat
we need for the future.

Thank you for your consideration of these corments. Details are
in the attachnent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1337-adk_ab32scoping_12.08.08.pdf'

Original File Name: adk_AB32Scoping_12.08.08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:23:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 316 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tim

Last Name: Kane

Email Address: timkane@mbk.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SB 375 and AB 32
Comment:

As sonmeone who lives in California and is concerned about GHG

enmi ssions, | have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 and
AB 32. | also have a vested interest in helping the state out of
its current and profound econom ¢ mal ai se. | nposing

out - of - proporti on burdens on new housing will neither hel p our

struggling econony nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goal s.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:54:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 317 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ray

Last Name: Pingle

Email Address: Ray_Pingle@msn.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Economic Analysis Supplement
Comment:

Dear CARB

Overall, we generally support the process and concl usions of the
Econoni ¢ Anal ysis Suppl nent to the Proposed Scoping Plan but belive
that it is mssing one key piece of informaiton related to the
enornous detrmental econonic inpacts of adaptation to and damage to
real estate assets and nany sectors of our economny due to

unm tigated clinmte change

As di scussed in the attached docunment, the content of the Next 10
Report (The new one just rel eased in Novenber, 2008 entitled
California Climte Ri sk and Response by David Rol and-Hol st, et al.)
estimates the range of the econom c costs of adaptation and the
costs of econom c danage to the State of California resulting from
unm tigated global warming. W believe that nuch of the content of
this report should be included in the Econom c Analysis. Wile
sonme may express concern about possible small detrinental effects
to mitigate global warming in narrow segnents of the econony, they
pale in conparison to the many orders of nagnitude inpact of not
acting aggressively now as explained in this report. W believe
that the Econonic Analysis Supplenment is materially inconplete by
not including reference to this critically inportant information

This report is avaible at the Next 10 web site at
http://ww. next 10. org/ research/research_ccrr. htm .

Thank you for your kind consideration.
Si ncerely,

Ray Pingle

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1342-etaac_mtg_12-5-08.doc'

Original File Name: ETAAC Mtg 12-5-08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:55:01
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Comment 318 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sid

Last Name: Abma

Email Address. Sidelusa@aol.com
Affiliation: Sidel Systems USA Inc.

Subject: Scoping Plan 2008
Comment:

Good day Ms. N chols
Pl ease see attached letter. | look forward to your reply.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1344-carb_|etter.doc’

Original File Name: CARB letter.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:02:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 319 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Lloyd

Email Address: danrlloyd@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan Recommendations
Comment:

Dear CARB Menbers,

I am contacting you to express nmy concerns about the proposed
regul ati ons regardi ng GHG enm ssi ons reducti on recomendati ons that
your Board is set to consider this Thursday. Frommy review of the
recomendati ons, they do not seemto based on any real science or
denonstrabl e evi dence that the proposed standards are econom cally
sound or that the cost/benefit has been established.

W all want to be prudent when it conmes to inplenenting standards
to i nprove the performance of new buil di ngs, however, we all nust
be | ooking at the econom ¢ burden we accept in conjunction with
benefit we all will derive. |In other words, the cost to achieve
the benefit needs to be reasonabl e and bal anced with the resulting
reduction. The question we nust ask ourselves is whether the
econom ¢ burden placed on new construction is the best use of
dollars for the reduction in GHG that we nay reali ze.

| strongly suggest that you ask for a conplete econom c anal ysis
of the costs to inplenment these regulations with respect to the
anticipated reduction in GHG enmmi ssions for new construction

Si ncerely,

Dan LI oyd
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:55:37
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Comment 320 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Shanee

Last Name: Stopnitzky

Email Address: shanee.stopnitzky @sce.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ab32 in the interest of the public
Comment:

G obal warming is the challenge of our generation. Meeting this
chal | enge requires fundanmental changes in the way we grow our
conmuni ti es.

CARB shoul d raise the land use target in the AB 32 Scoping Pl an
from5 mllion metric tons of CO2 equivalent (MMI) to 11-14 M.
As shown by the analysis of Dr. Reid BEwing and Dr. Arthur C

Nel son, the 5 MMI target is based upon nodels that are wi dely
acknow edged to underestimate the benefits of dense, m xed-use
devel opnent, while the higher target is achievable with policies
California is already considering.

Setting a higher target for the land use sector will signal to the
worl d that new | and use patterns are a high priority in the fight
agai nst gl obal warm ng. Conversely, a low target will send the
signal that business-as-usual devel opnent shoul d continue, and that
land use reformis a low priority for California.

A higher target nust be coupled with a comitnent to provide
financial resources, technical assistance, and other support to
hel p regions, |ocal governments, and transportation agencies

achi eve the target.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:22:32

135 Duplicates.



Comment 321 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: RypinskKi

Email Address: rrypinski@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease appreciate the urgency many of us feel about dealing with
gl obal warming. Please approve a scoping plan that ties |and-use
to reduction of greenhouse gases.

Ri chard Rypi nsk

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:32:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 322 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Caputo

Email Address: richardcaputo@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Land Use Reformis Vital to Deal with Climate Change
Comment:

It is tinme to bring some intelligence to how we all ow comunities
to be devel oped so that our current reliance on the autonmobile will
change over the next decades. Do it!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:35:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 323 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address. bubbacooti @comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Support AB 32
Comment:

This needs to be supported to protect our future. It's tine to take
a longer | ook and forego i nmediate profits, tine to resist those
short-si ghted noney makers only interested in thensel ves and their
shal | ow trophi es.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:36:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 324 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cynthia

Last Name: McCall

Email Address: cindymccall @hotmail.com
Affiliation: Santa Barbara County Releaf

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you for your tinme and consideration of my conments.

The tine has past for business as ususal in our plans to reduce
Greenshouse Gas Enmissions in California. Planning for the 20th
Century is not going to provide for children, parents and business
for the 21st Century.

Alternative transportation is the only way to keep up the pace of
growm h and population in California. An om ssion of creative

forward thinking for addressing this serious health issue is
i rresponsi ble to our public.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:52:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 325 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jeff

Last Name: Knapp

Email Address. erisa@reninet.com
Affiliation:

Subject: global warming threat
Comment:

| urge you to take all the steps possible to reduce em ssions of
greenhouse gasses. Qur current econonmic crisis is dwarfed by the
heal th, safety and huge, gl obal economnic inpacts of increased

gl obal war m ng.

Jeff Knapp, Arcata CA
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:25:32
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Comment 326 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Loren
Last Name: Amelang
Email Address: loren@pacific.net

Affiliation:

Subject: Higher target for the land use sector - Please!

Comment:

Before | becane a prisoner of nmy car in this beautiful but rura
area, | lived within wal king di stance of a BART station. | could
l[iterally wal k out ny front door and go anywhere in the world

wi t hout needing to drive at all. Sometines entire nonths would go

by with only wal ki ng, skating, or bicycle trips, not starting the
car at all.

Now, every little errand requires a notor vehicle and at |east as
much tinme as it would have taken in the city, but that tine is
spent sitting behind the wheel instead of getting fresh air and
exercise. lronic, when | live in such a visually beautiful area

My point to you is that even environnentally aware citizens |ike
nysel f need assi stance and encour agenent when eval uating | and use
choi ces. Breaking the idea that driving everywhere is "normal" will
require public sector incentives at all levels, but reforning | and
use policies nay be the nost fruitful.

Thank you,

Loren
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:25:46
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Comment 327 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: George

Last Name: Hartwell

Email Address: chaparral 95640@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Every nmenber of the CARB nmust approve the AB 32 scoping plan.
Don't listen to the argunments of devel opers and | ocal governnents
who woul d prefer AB 32 dies a fast death. The devel opers are
interested only in nmoney; notivated by greed. Local government
opponents are often behol den to devel opers. Consider forenost the
long terminmpacts of greenhouse gas em ssions produced in
California. Support the AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce G eenhouse
Gas Emissions in California.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:40:51
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Comment 328 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Eric

Last Name: Jung

Email Address: eric@bearvalleyreal estate.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32
Comment:

| support tighter regulations to reduce greenhouse gas emni ssions.
Regar dl ess of whether man is causing or contributing to gl oba
warming, there are plenty of other good reasons to reduce

em ssions, not least of which is the fact that California now rates
only 24th in quality of life inthe US., in great part due to bad
air quality. We can do better. And California in the past has been
a world leader in scientific and environnental response. We're
slipping. Please help.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:09:43
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Comment 329 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gerald
Last Name: Cauthen
Email Address: cautn1@aol.com

Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32

Comment:

CARB will be playing a vital role in ensuring California's

environnental and econonmic future viability. People are therefore
counting on your agency to do its job with vigor, determn nation
and backbone.

First a word about SB 375. SB 375 was unfortunately seriously

wat ered down, such that it grandfathers in virtually every
transportation capital inprovenent project in sight, even those
still in the early planning stages. For instance MIC s entire Bay
Area transportation program covering the next 25 years was

unaccount ably exenpted fromthe ternms of SB 375. That | eaves those
of us concerned with inproving California' s transportation systens
with AB 32 and CARB's AB 32 enforcenent policies as our only hope
In fact it appears that the only hope of neeting the Governor's GHG
reduction tarket lies in CARB and the way it inplenments AB 32.

It is of great inportance therefore that you adopt and enforce a
t ough and consistent standard in the follow ng three areas:

First, strict new land use controls nust result in new residentia
and comerci al devel opnent being clustered around transit
nodes. ... pushback notw t hstandi ng.

Second, the era of highway expansion and huge public transit
boondoggl es, both of which are still ongoing in the Bay Area, mnust
end. Highway funds shoul d be used to nmaintain and inprove existing
roadways, but w thout increasing their auto-carrying capacities.
Transit funds should be directed to practical projects designed to
render the overall public transit system nuch nore useful and
attractive to many nore people.

Third, the public subsidies now | avi shed upon California's roadway
users must be reduced. This could take the form of higher gas
taxes, new roadway use fees, higher excise taxes, increased parking
fees, or sone conbination thereof. A Japanese highway users is
taxed over 20 tinmes as nmuch per mle as his Anerican counterpart.
Sonething's amss, and it's not in Japan

Thanks for reading this far; CARB has an extrenely inmportant job
to do, and we wi sh you well.

Cer al ¢ Caut hen

Attachment: "
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Comment 330 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Trixie

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: trixigj@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Land use reduction targets to reduce GHG
Comment:

The final plan should have a nmuch higher target for reductions

achi eved by nore conpact urban growth, coupled with assistance to

| ocal governnents for planning and possibly even infrastructure
costs associated with density (like increases in sewer capacity in
areas goi ng nore dense than planned). Not only will this reduce GHG
to a level closer to the necessary targets, but it also preserves
nore agricul tural and open space | and.

As a forner San Jose Council menmber, | know that densification is
difficult, but doable. It mght help themto address comunity
opposition if the added power of the state's GHG | and use policies
can be cited as part of the reason to increase densities. Too nmany
cities have not, or are not, neeting the need to provide housing
for a grow ng popul ation, which al so pushes growth into new areas.
A tougher GHG policy will have the added benefit of encouraging
cities to nmeet their housing goals.

| know you are receiving opposition fromsonme buil ders of
single-fan |y housing. San Jose has shifted substantially froms-f
to a much higher proportion of mf and even high rise housing.
There is no shortage of builders wanting to do the work -- and sone

s-f builders are noving into the md-density range to neet denands.
As the market changes, so do they!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
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Comment 331 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Ballance

Email Address: Iballance@gdandb.com
Affiliation: John Wayne Airport

Subject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan (October 2008)
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1379-comment_Itr_on_ab 32 proposed scoping plan_ 12-8-08 .pdf'

Origina File Name: Comment Ltr on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan (12-8-08).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:53:21
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Comment 332 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Balgenorth

Email Address: bob@sbctc.org

Affiliation: State Building & Constr. Trades Cncl.

Subject: Comment on the AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached file containing our comments on the
AB 32 Proposed Scoping Pl an

Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1383-mary_nichols _chair_carb _ab 32 comments.docx'

Original File Name: Mary Nichols Chair CARB AB 32 Comments.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:14:12
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Comment 333 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cara

Last Name: Martinson

Email Address: cmartinson@counties.org
Affiliation:

Subject: CSAC Comment Ltr on ARB Scoping Plan Oct. 2008
Comment:

Attached is the CSAC comment letter on the proposed scopi ng plan.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1386-csac_20draft 20scoping_20plan_20comments 20 11-
18 all_20edits final_12-7.pdf’

Original File Name: CSA C%20Draft%20Scoping%20Plan%20Comments%20 11-
18 ALL%20EDITS FINAL_12-7.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:32:46
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Comment 334 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Harry

Last Name: Crowell

Email Address: harryc@inscodico.com
Affiliation: homebuilder

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease do not add this unnessary and ill conceived |law. Hones are
built to the latest standards and efficiency. Costs are already too
high for nost people to buy a new or used hone. Please do not add
nore unnessary and ill conceived additional costs for the consumer.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:37:14
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Comment 335 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Russell

Last Name: Erickson

Email Address: russpat@comcast.net
Affiliation: retired physician, grandparent

Subject: Global warming and need to lower CO2, methane. etc.
Comment:

When deci ding on new enission |evels, for the sake of future
generations, there is no greater good than droppi ng manki nd' s

pol lution of the earth with CO2, methane, and numerous cheni cal s.
Though many refuse to confront it, we could be building to the
ultimte destruction of civilization as we know and wi sh to
maintain it.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:41:32
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Comment 336 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: susan

Last Name: scott

Email Address: syscott@prodigy.net
Affiliation: Environmental Forum of Marin

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

| coordinate the Land Use Day class for the Environmental Forum of
Marin and wite to urge you to vote for the highest possible target
for devel opnment when you vote on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. Land use
is the key to cutting environnental degradation and carbon

em ssi ons, and higher-density, transit-based projects nmake for a
better quality of |life for everyone. California needs to reverse
devel opnent as usual and serve as the | eader for [and use policy.
It's up to you to resist the negative pressure of the devel opnent

i ndustry and persuade them that building sustainable conmunities is
the future for which we should all be striving.
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Comment 337 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carolyn

Last Name: Chase

Email Address: cdchase@movesandiego.org
Affiliation: Move San Diego

Subject: Attorney General Comments on Smart Growth in San Diego
Comment:

Attorney General Ednmund G Brown Jr subnmitted conments on the

Envi ronnental |npact Report for the Regional Transportation Plan
for the San Diego region. In the comment |etter dated Novenber 29,
2007, it stated,

"The RTP will significantly increase GHG emni ssions at the same
time that the state has mandated reduci ng those emn ssions
significantly.” and "...the Smart Growth Concept Map includes a

| arge nunber of areas (193) that are w dely dispersed in suburban
and rural areas. Many of these areas are not near enpl oynent
centers and not in areas that can be efficiently served by regiona
transit (See |ndependent Transit Planning Review | TPR).

and "predicted growh pattern ...seens to be focused on
devel opabl e | and rather than access to transit or enploynent."

The letter includes other exanples of where the region disregarded
the insights and recomendati ons of the ITPR to inprove transit

pl anni ng that woul d reduce VM.

We subnmit these coments into the CARB process soas to bring to

[ight the inportance of requiring existing RTPs and especially
transit plans, to change in order to reduce VMIs and GHGs.
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Comment 338 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Krop

Email Address: LKrop@EDCnet.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Center

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment letter. Also, please be aware that the
web |ink published in the Notice is incorrect.

Thank you,

Li nda Krop, Chief Counsel

Envi ronnent al Defense Center

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1397-edc_comments _on_ab 32 proposed_scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: EDC comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:34:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 339 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ethan

Last Name: Turner

Email Address. eaturner@rocketmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Land Use
Comment:

I live in a rural comunity that has been assaulted in the |ast
several years by conmuter based devel opment. W are about 40 niles
fromdown town Sacranmento in Amador County and the traditiona

schene of devel opnent whi ch bal ances how far people are willing to
drive v. how much people are willing to pay has driven a great deal
of growth up here

Senate Bill 375 will have no affect on our planning and all

enforcenent on real estate devel opment up here has to cone from AB
32.
Currently a Bay Area Devel opnent firmowns nearly 20,000 acres of
land in two separate locations in our community. They have al ready
built one golf course community which is now riddled with
foreclosures and plan to build another. They have not stated what
they are going to do with the other 15,000 they own that borders
Sacranmento County, but | have a pretty good idea: subdivisions for
conmuters who will drive 80 mles round trip every day.

PLEASE WHEN CONSI DERI NG YOUR REGULATI ONS REGARDI NG LAND USE
THI NK OF THE RURAL COVMUNI TI ES WHO NEED YOUR PROTECTI ON. Wt hout
nore stringent enforcenment of G eenhouse gas emi ssions standards,
as housing prices fall, and since gas prices have dropped, there
will be nore and nore urban sprawl, nore driving, and nore green
house gases.
Thanks for your time and attention.
- Et han

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:02:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 340 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: MILPITAS CHAMBER OF

Last Name: Frank J. De Smidt

Email Address: government@milpitaschamber.com
Affiliation: Milpitas Chamber of Commerce

Subject: COSTLY AB32 SCOPING PLAN
Comment:

Ms. Mary Nichols

Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

Sacr ament o, CA 95812

Dear Ms. Nichol s:

Qur organi zation, the M| pitas Chanmber of Commerce supports a

bal anced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas em ssions,
but we are very concerned about the cost of the Board s proposed AB
32 scopi ng plan.

Currently, California is suffering an econom ¢ downturn with high
nort gage foreclosures, rising business costs and thousands of | ost
jobs. In addition, the Legislature and the Governor are

contenpl ating additional tax nmeasures that will raise fuel costs
and further burden our econony. Qur industry sinply cannot afford
addi ti onal costs for the conpani es that do business here and the
famlies that |ive here.

We are not conforted by your staff’s rosy conclusion that the AB
32 scoping plan — the npst anbitious regulatory plan ever proposed
-- won’t cost a penny to inplenent. W have been briefed about the
i ncreased energy and fuel costs that the proposed AB 32 scoping
plan will inmpose. In particular we are concerned about the higher
taxes and fees, higher electricity and natural gas costs, higher
fuel costs, higher building and honme costs, and hi gher vehicle
costs the AB 32 plan will inpose. Make no mistake, these increased
costs will make a very bad situation rmuch worse for our industry.

We believe it is vitally inportant that the Board understand and
acknow edge the true costs of the Scoping Plan. For this reason, we
are requesting a nore accurate assessnment of the potential costs of
t he Scoping Plan to support the Board’'s deci sion-nmaki ng now and
into the future

In addition, we urge your agency to use |ower cost strategies to
pursue greenhouse gas enission reductions. Specifically, CARB
shoul d pl ace higher priority on evaluating the relative cost of
alternative approaches to achieving AB 32 em ssion reduction
targets. In particular, research should focus on quantifying how
nore reliance on cap-and-trade and of fset programs could reduce the
costs of inplenenting AB 32.

I f you have any questions or need further information, please fee



free to contact us.

Si ncerely,

Frank J. De Sm dt

Chai rman: CGovernment Affairs Conm ttee
M | pi tas Chanber of Commerce

828 N. Hllview Dr.

M | pitas CA 95035

408- 262- 2613

408- 262- 2823 f ax

gover nient @ri | pi t aschanmber. com

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:06:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 341 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sherman

Last Name: Lewis

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: Hayward Area Planning Association

Subject: Public Subsidies for Parking Structures
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1404-12 8 08 haywardareapl anningassoc.pdf'

Original File Name: 12_8 08 Haywardareaplanningassoc.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:07:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 342 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ryan

Last Name: Thomas

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Form Letter- Strengthen the proposed scoping plan for AB 32 [scopingpln08]
Comment:

Pl ease see attached zip file to viewformletters received.

California Air Resources Board
Attn: scopi ngpl n08

1001 "I" Street, P.O Box 2815
Sacr ament o, CA 95812

Dear California Air Resources Board nenbers,

I commend the California Air Resources Board staff for

devel opi ng a strong proposed scoping plan for the d obal Warm ng
Sol utions Act (AB 32), but urge you to further strengthen the
plan to ensure that California's environnment and econony are
protected for future generations.

Specifically, | urge you to inprove the follow ng aspects of the
pl an before it is adopted in Decemnber:

** While the draft plan calls for a better regional planning
approach and woul d gi ve people nore choices to get out of their
cars, the board should further increase the gl obal warm ng

pol lution reduction target for land use to allow California to
realize the full benefits of better transportation and | and use
pl anni ng;

** Additional regulations for the industrial sector
particularly for refineries, should be included as a critica
el ement of the plan to ensure basic health protections in our
communities;

** Policies to address the forest sector should be
scientifically proven to reduce gl obal warm ng pollution and
shoul d al so address end-use consunption of wood products, as
deconposition of wood products is the fastest grow ng area of
em ssions in this sector.

** |n order to ensure actual pollution reductions through the
state, offsets, if they are allowed, nust be severely linmted to
a very nminor portion of the em ssion reductions to be achi eved
by each polluter. Polluters also nust be held responsible and
pay for their em ssions through an auction, and the funds
col l ected nust be used to invest in clean energy solutions and
further pollution reductions.

The G obal Warnming Sol utions Act is a continuing exanple of
California's | eadership. | urge you to incorporate the above



i mprovenents into the scoping plan before its final adoption on
Decenber 11th to ensure that California will create a clean
energy econony, spurring innovation, investnent, job creation
and econom c grow h.

Si ncerely,

Ryan Thomas

22216 Victory Blvd #C209
Woodl and Hills, CA 91367

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1406-strenthgen_the psp  to barcu 20081119.eml.zip'

Origina File Name: Strenthgen the PSP (to BARCU)20081119.eml.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:19:48

785 Duplicates.



Comment 343 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Lucas

Email Address: bob.lucas@cal obby.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are CCEEB' s coments re the Proposed Scoping Plan

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1410-cceeb _comments re the proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'

Origina File Name: CCEEB Comments re the Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:56:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 344 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Cervero

Email Address: robertc@berkeley.edu
Affiliation: University of California at Berkeley

Subject: Role of land-use management in scoping plan
Comment:

Dear CARB officials:

| amwiting to urge the strong consideration of |and-use planning
and nanagenent as an effective tool to reduce VMI per capita and
thus contribute to California's clinmate stabilization targets. |
wite this based on many years of experience as a researcher at UC
Ber kel ey studying these adnittedly conplex rel ationshi ps.

"1l make two key points. (1) Historically, relationships between
travel behavior and | and use have been distorted due to
underpricing and resource nisallocations -- e.g., free parking,
failure to price externalities, lack of congestion tolls. In

Eur ope and el sewhere where fuel and parking charges nore closely
reflect true social costs, relationshi ps between urban form and VMI
are much stronger. Thus conbining strategies like Transit Oiented
Devel opnent (TOD) with sonething nore akin to social-cost pricing
woul d reveal that |and-use nmanagenment can play a nuch nore
significant role in reducing CO2 em ssions than historically
assuned. Any scoping plan needs to consider this. (2) CQur

under standi ng of the elasticities between variables |ike urban
densities and VMI per capita are based on the | ow end of the curve.
As pressures like rising fuel prices (over the long tern) pronpt
densities to increase, we will be at different places on the demand
curve. These relationships are historically non-linear. | believe
at nore internmediate levels of prices for fuel and autonobile
usage, we will find the influences of factors like urban densities
on transit usage and VMI reductions to be proportionally greater
Past enmpirical studies fail to reflect this.

| have attached a recent study | directed that exani nes the

i nfl uences of density, accessibility, and other factors on VMI per
capita based on experiences across 370 US urbani zed areas in the
early 2000s. The key point is that urban densities significantly
drive down VMI per capita however this benefit can be neutralized
whenever road densities are high. 1In short, synergistic benefits
accrue when conpact, mn xed-use devel opnent is acconpani ed by nore
investnments in public transit than in roads. Again, the synergies
from | and-use nanagenent and "smart transportation" investnents,
bel i eve, are potentially enornous, and this should be reflected in
CARB' s draft Scoping Pl an

Respectfully submtted

Robert Cervero, Professor

Departrment of City and Regi onal Pl anning
University of California, Berkeley



Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1413-vmt_study-cervero_ murakami.pdf'

Original File Name: VMT study-Cervero & Murakami.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 17:18:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 345 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Weiner

Email Address: linwiner@earthlink.net

Affiliation: American Lung Association of California

Subject: Support Scoping Plan with Recommendations
Comment:

Attached find a letter with corments and | ogos from 16 statew de
and regional health and medical organizations supporting the AB 32
scopi ng plan, and asking for specific strengthening changes to
boost public health benefits to both individuals and communities

t hr oughout Cal i f orni a.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1419-hnca_comments final_dec 2008.doc’

Original File Name: HNCA Comments Final Dec 2008.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 18:39:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 346 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ken

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: ARB Counsel Jenne's statement at the November 21, 2008 Board meeting
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1422-psp_comments2_kenjohnson.pdf’

Original File Name: PSP_Comments2_K enJohnson.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 20:33:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 347 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Debbie

Last Name: Webster

Email Address: eofficer@cvcwa.org

Affiliation: Central Valley Clean Water Association

Subject: CVCWA Comments on ARB Scoping Plan
Comment:

See Attached letter

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1427-arb_scoping_plan_12-08-08.pdf

Original File Name: ARB Scoping Plan 12-08-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 21:36:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 348 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lewis
Last Name: Wolfgang
Email Address: wolfgang@sweet-haven.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Honesty over Hysteria

Comment:

' m concerned that higher enission reduction targets for the [ and
use sector will place an undue burden on the citizens of

California. Contrary to the current hysteria surrounding the issue
of ant hroporor phi c gl obal warming, | and many others are convinced

that warmng, if it exists, is driven by natural factors. d oba
t emper atures peaked in 1998 and have actually declined in recent
years in the face of increasing CO2 |evels.

Granted, many efforts taken to thwart perceived gl obal warmng are
beneficial to our environment on their own nerits, but the

people of California will be better served by honesty, not
hysteria. | urge the Board to di sapprove the plan to reduce

gr eenhouse gas eni ssions.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 22:46:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 349 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Nell

Last Name: Langford

Email Address: drnell @thegrid.net
Affiliation: Safe Beach Now

Subject: Global warming
Comment:

W need to reduce the causes of global warmng. Wy is California
supporting the off-highway vehicle industry? The Of-H ghway
Vehicle Division of State Parks and Recreation is supported by our
gasoline tax on the theory that off-road vehicles don't use the
roads...but they are hauled on roads. Also the |egislature found
t he amount the OHV gets is over estimated by 50% Wo has the CO2
stats on OHV?

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 23:30:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 350 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Clare

Last Name: Breidenich

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

Subject: Comments on Final Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find comments of the Western Power Tradi ng Forum on
t he Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Thank you,
Cl are Breidenich

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1434-12-10-08 wptf_comments _on_arb_final_scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: 12-10-08 WPTF comments on ARB final scoping plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 03:14:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 351 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lawrence

Last Name: Landman

Email Address: |bl @interagan.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Trains deliver the goods.
Comment:

The attached subm ssion, Trains Deliver the Goods, is published at
35 Ecology L. Currents 139 (2008)and
Avail abl e at: http://ww. boal t. org/el g/index. php

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1435-trains_deliver_the goods.pdf'

Original File Name: Trains Deliver the Goods.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 04:18:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 352 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Vincent

Email Address: marybvincent@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Animal Agriculture Causes More Greenhouse Gases Than Transportation
Comment:

The United Nations Cinmate Change Report from Novenber 2006 states
that Ani mal Agriculture causes nore greenhouse gases than
transportation. The United Nations Ul is bel ow

http://ww. fao. or g/ newsr ooni en/ news/ 2006/ 1000448/ i ndex. ht n

It is highly inportant that a significant reduction in aninma
agriculture be made to significantly reduce G een House Gases.

A transition to plant-based eating needs to take place which wll
also result in less water being used in California as well has
reductions in heart disease, diabetes and chil dhood obesity.

| urge you to include the reduction of aninal agriculture into the
AB32 Pl ans and Coal s.

Thank you.
Mary Vi ncent
Newar k, CA

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 06:53:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 353 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: George

Last Name: Larson

Email Address: glarson@geosoils.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Qur state is sinking in the financial quicksand of well intended,
but inpossible to inplenent |egislation. Be careful! W nay not
survive our present problens, let alone those that are crafted by
AB 32.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 08:06:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 354 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Eggerman

Email Address: eggermank@yahoo.com
Affiliation: California Voter

Subject: AB32 Land Use Targets
Comment:

Dear CARB Menbers,

| appreciate your hard work in preparing the AB32 Scoping Pl an
This is such an inportant plan for all current and future
Californians because it will shape our economny and society. It wll
inspire other entities around the nation and the world.

| strongly urge you to denonstrate that Californians can make

tough decisions to neet the challenge of global warnming in the face
of difficult econom c conditions. Take bold action. Set the stage
for us to grow our comunities in a manner that is responsible to
current and future generations and our environnent. Raise the |and
use target in the AB32 Scoping Plan to 14 MMI of CQO2 equival ent.

Setting this nore agressive, yet achievable target says that |and
use patterns are critical in reducing global warmng. Comitting
financial resources, technical assistance, and support to |ocal and
regi onal governnents and transportation agencies assures neeting a
hi gher target and provides an econonic stimulus. Qur

Presi dent - El ect considers an investnment in infrastructure a neans
of enpl oyi ng peopl e and rechargi ng our econony.

Inspire us to innovate. Raise the |and use target now.

Respectful ly,

Karen Egger man
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 08:58:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 355 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: anne

Last Name: ingalls

Email Address: aingalls55@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease show courage and | eadership and set high goals for reducing
annual greenhouse gas enissions. Begin this by changing the
fundanental s of how our conmunities grow. Take the |eadership role
by setting a higher target for the land use sector. This will show
others looking to California that |and use patterns are a high
priority in battling global warnming. Bolster this with a
conmmitment to provide financial resources, technical assistance to

support all parts of governnent: |ocal, transportation and
regional. Please take the |eadership role.
Attachment: "

Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 09:27:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 356 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Roadman

Email Address: droadman@ci.american-canyon.ca.us
Affiliation: City of American Canyon

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

This is being sent by Dorothy Roadman, City of American Canyon City
Clerk, for Mayor Leon Garcia - Myor, City of Anerican Canyon.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1446-ab_32_scoping_plan_letter dec08-rev_sc 2 .pdf’

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Letter decO8-rev sc (2).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:05:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 357 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: ledie

Last Name: wood

Email Address: leyore@aol.com
Affiliation: none

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease set a high target for the |and use sector as regards
greenhouse gas reductions in your upcom ng neeting. Al so, please
consi der providing resources and technical assistance so that these
targets can be achieved. As a technol ogical and cultural |eader

our state should be at the forefront of these reforns.

Si ncerely,

Leslie Wod

St. Helena, CA

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:33:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 358 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Randal

Last Name: Friedman

Email Address: Randal.Friedman@navy.mil
Affiliation:

Subject: DoD SCOPING PLAN COMMENTS
Comment:

Attached please find DoD s second conment |etter on the AB 32
Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1451-dod_scoping_plan_Itr_9dec08.pdf'

Original File Name: DoD Scoping Plan Itr 9Dec08.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:42:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 359 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert E.

Last Name: Rutkowski

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: CARB Scoping Plan Final Comments
Comment:

Re: CARB Scoping Plan Final Conments

Dear Chair:

Thank you for you and your staff's hard work on the Cimate Change
Scoping Plan. Your plan will shape the state's response to gl obal
war m ng over several decades.

As you neet Dec. 11-12 to consider whether to adopt the plan,
hope you take the tine to review three key areas: |and use,
auctions, and of fsets.

Land Use: Pl ease consider setting a higher target for |and use
pol | ution reduction, since the |ow target included in the current
version will not help the state to achieve its |onger-range 2050
goal for reducing the pollution that causes gl obal warm ng. But
changi ng | and-use practices now wi |l reduce spraw, preserve

pol | uti on-absorbi ng open space, and provide a net econom c benefit
to our state.

Auctions: Please consider requiring auctions not giveaways for any

and all carbon all owances granted by CARB. Not only does aucti oning
pronmote polluter accountability and encourage faster reductions of

enm ssions, but the auction systemalso would provide revenue for

i mportant goals that CARB shares with the environnental comunity,

such as providing better transit, green jobs and help for

| owi ncone areas.

O fsets: Please think about reducing the offsets allowed under

this plan. Under the current plan, polluters could rely entirely on
offsets in the early years of the program thus allow ng polluters
in capped sectors to delay naking their own emi ssion reductions
until later years, in sonme cases not until 2018.



Thank you for the strong | eadership you have provi ded and conti nue
to provide as California addresses the pollution that causes gl oba
war m ng.

Yours sincerely,
Robert E. Rut kowski

cc:
House Leadership

2527 Faxon Court

Topeka, Kansas 66605-2086

P/F. 1 785 379-9671

E-mmi |l : rutkowski @erraworl d. net

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:55:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 360 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ruth

Last Name: McCormick

Email Address: rmccormick@bcse.org

Affiliation: Business Council for Sustainable Energy

Subject: BCSE Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached coments fromthe Business Council for
Sust ai nabl e Energy (BCSE) regarding the California Scoping Plan.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1456-bcse ca ab32 fnldec08.pdf’

Original File Name: BCSE CA AB32 FNLDec08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:18:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 361 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Ligh

Email Address: david.ligh@exxonmobil.com
Affiliation: Exxon Mobil Corporation

Subject: ExxonMobil's Commentsto AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached file containing ExxonMbil's coments to the AB
32 Scoping Plan. If you have any problens receiving or opening the
file, please contact Stephanie Pill at (916) 444-7858. Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1457-em_comment_to _carb_dec 9 2008 final.pdf’

Original File Name: EM comment to CARB Dec 9 2008 final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:19:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 362 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Derek

Last Name: Walker

Email Address: dowalker@edf.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: EDF supports plan adoption with increased land use targets
Comment:

Pl ease find attached our comments supporting adoption of the
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1460-env._defense fund ab 32 scoping_plan_comment.pdf’

Original File Name: Env. Defense Fund AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:48:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 363 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Derek

Last Name: Walker

Email Address: dowalker@edf.org
Affiliation:

Subject: EDF comments, supporting documents
Comment:

Pl ease find attached three docunents to support our comments on the
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an:

1. M Cubed Jobs Study

2. Aspen Environmental Econonic Mddeling Study

3. Uimte for Conmunity Concept Brochure

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1461-edfreports.zip'

Original File Name: EDFreports.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:57:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 364 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Rostov

Email Address: wrostov@earthjustice.org
Affiliation: Earthjustice

Subject: Proposed Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Comment letter and three attachnents

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1462-¢f _comments on_ab 32 scoping_plan 12 09 08 final.zip'

Original File Name: EJ comments on AB 32 scoping plan 12 09 08 Final.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 12:06:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 365 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: SUSAN

Last Name: HARVEY

Email Address; IFSUSAN@TCSN.NET
Affiliation:

Subject: AB Scoping - Land Use Sector
Comment:

Chai rwoman Mary D. Nichols
Honor abl e Chai rwoman Ni chol s,

I amthe President of North County Watch a 501c3 organization in
San Luis Obispo County. W are an all volunteer organization
advocating for sustainable |and use policy.

The issue of Vehicles Mles Traveled is dear to our heart.
Dreadful, sprawing | ow density subdivisions are being regulary
applied for and approved in San Luis Cbispo County. Qur county is
over 3,000 square mles — primarily agriculture and rural - plenty
of land to be inappropriately gobbled up by sprawling m ni
ranchette subdi vi si ons.

Qur NCWBoard strongly urge you and the Board to adopt the nopst
stringent CO2 standards for |and use. Please give our |ocal APCD
all the tools it needs to positively effect changes in |ocal |and
use approvals. Declining air quality standards caused by nobile
sources directly affect our |ocal businesses, as they then are
required to conpensate for declining air quality.

CARB shoul d raise the | and use target in AB 32 Scoping Plan from5
mllion netric tons of CO2 equivalent (MVI) to 11-14 MMI.

Thank you and your Board for your consideration of our request.
Susan Harvey

Pr esi dent

North County Watch

P. O Box 455
Templ et on, CA 93465

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 12:07:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 366 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kendra

Last Name: Gonzales

Email Address: earthworks works@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease do not bow to pressures fromthose whose priorities are

maki ng noney over saving the planet. There should not be any
hesitation to pursue the nost rigorous plan(s) to reduce greenhouse
gas em ssions considering the absolutely D RE consequences we now
face.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 12:57:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 367 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: |pedersen@SantaBarbaraCA .gov
Affiliation: City of Santa Barbara

Subject: City of Santa Barbara Comments on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter for the City of Santa Barbara's coments
on the Cinmate Change Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1466-20081209 - carb_|etter.pdf’

Original File Name: 20081209 - CARB Letter.paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:10:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 368 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Laura

Last Name: Tam

Email Address: [tam@spur.org
Affiliation: SPUR

Subject: Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attachment reflecting SPUR s comrents on the AB32
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an.
Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1468-spur_comments on_psp_12-08.pdf’

Original File Name: SPUR comments on PSP 12-08.paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:12:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 369 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Karras

Email Address: gkarras@cbecal .org

Affiliation: Communities for a Better Environment (CB

Subject: Supplemental comment on AB32 Scoping Plan; Increasing GHG emissions from dirty
crude
Comment:

An accelerating switch to lower quality crude oil input has already
increased California refinery GHG emi ssions by 3 nillion tonnes
CQ2eq/ year, and by 2020 could further increase em ssions by another
8-13 million tonnes/year, from hydrogen steamreforn ng al one.
Inherently dirtier feedstock threatens to cause total em ssions
fromtransportation fuel production that worsen toxic pollution
near refineries, and m ght overwhelmclinmate protection efforts.

A just-conpl eted anal ysis docunenting these points is attached.
This evidence further supports CBE' s coments on the Scoping Plan
and suppl ements our comments submitted yesterday. References cited
in the attached cover letter were subnmtted today separately.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1474-cbe-arb120808suppl ement. pdf’

Origina File Name: CBE-ARB120808Supplement.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 15:17:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 370 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Kruse

Email Address: s_kruse@me.com
Affiliation: Biophysical Geographer

Subject: AB32 - CA Greenhouse Emissions
Comment:

Enphasi ze conservation and efficiency in transportation & housing.
Pl ace the tightest restrictions possible on vehicles, especially

di esel, including trucks and buses. Rapidly phase out ol der
vehicles, especially diesel. Elininate engines that idle at stops
(hybrids, electrics do best). Support the com ng plug-in hybrid
vehicles (PHEVS) and electric high speed rail. Send the strongest
signal that wal king & bicycle routes, electric light rail are an
integral positive part of every conmunity. Every comunity mnust
enphasi ze conpactness, infilling, conservation & energy efficiency.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 15:37:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 371 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jan & Bob

Last Name: Mountjoy

Email Address: jmtjoy@com-pair.net
Affiliation: Rural resident

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissionsin California
Comment:

Dear Menbers of the Board,

It is of great concern to us that the CEPA ARB take positive
action in your upcomng nmeeting this Thursday to increase the
setting of the land use target to a neaningful reduction of air
pollution in California. California has |led the nation and nost of
the world in pronoting standards that set a high priority in the

fi ght agai nst gl obal warm ng.

A strong and adequate commitnment nmust al so be nade to provide
financial resources, technical assistance, and other support to
hel p regi ons, |ocal governnents, and transportati on agencies

achi eve the target.

The recent reduction in the use of auto fuel shows that Anericans
can adj ust and nake an effort to do their personal share in
protecting our environment. The tinme to act in now

Si ncerely,

Bob and Jan Mbuntj oy
Hayfork, Ca (the nountains of rural northern California)

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 16:18:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 372 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ann

Last Name: Lindsay MD

Email Address: alindsay@co.humboldt.ca.us
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping plan and land use reform
Comment:

| urge you to set a higher emssion reduction starget for the |and
use sector. Gowth can be directed to cut greenhouse gas em ssions
and | ower vehicle miles traveled by focusing growth in previously
devel oped | and such that people are closer to jobs, schools, stores
and services and will be nore likely to drive | ess and wal k or bike
nore. A Health Inmpact Assnent performed on the three density
options proposed for the Hunmbol dt County General Plan update showed
that in 25 years the infill option would result in 400,000, 000 |ess
vehicle mles traveled conpared to the option allow ng significant
devel opnent in previously undevel oped | and. The spraw option
would result in a 25%increase in the baseline vehicle niles
travel ed. Wthout higher targets for reduction of carbon emn ssions
by I and use, California will have a difficult tinme nmeeting the
CGovernor's targets.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:00:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 373 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Knittel

Email Address. BrianKnittel @Y ahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please make land use a priority
Comment:

On Novenber 22nd, our Cool Cities canpaign convened a workshop in
conjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning and
Conservation League. A key message of that workshop was that | and
use planning is critical to our success in the fight against gl oba
war m ng.

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly comunities
is to pass a larger em ssion reduction target for the | and use
sector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan. A higher target neans that
growh will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas em ssions
by | owering vehicle mles traveled, increasing opportunities for
wal ki ng and bi king, and naking transit accessible for nore people.

The Board nenbers neet on Thursday norning to approve the Scoping
Pl an and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a very
cl ose vote. Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letter
to CARB and letting them know that |and use reformis an inportant
tool in the solution to climte change

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:26:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 374 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jordan

Last Name: Lang

Email Address: langvors@ix.netcom.com
Affiliation: none

Subject: Climate Change Scoping Plan

Comment:

Dear ARB: |'m concerned that your plan is missing an inportant
opportunity to harness the power of consuners and markets by
relying so heavily on bureaucratic decisionnaking. | believe a

much sinpler and efficient way to achi eve the carbon reductions and
enery efficiencies that we all want is by imediately setting a
carbon tax (on the hundreds of suppliers introducing carbon fuels

i nto our econony, rather than on the thousands of carbon-pollution
emtters). This tax will cause the prices of carbon based fuels to
increase with the harshest effects on | ow and m ddl e-i ncome
househol ds. Therefore, coupled to the tax nust be a provision to

i medi ately, equally, and directly return the revenues coll ected
fromthe tax to those households, with several imedi ate and
beneficial effects: 1) mtigating the regressive effect of higher
fuel prices, 2) putting dollars in the hands of those fam|ies nost
likely to spend themimediately and thereby boost our stagnant
econony, and 3)providing funds for nore strongly incentivized
consuner spending for efficient vehicles and other energy

t echnol ogi es.

| fear that the approach laid out in your plan will take years to
design and inplenment because it has so many deci sions that need to
be made with input fromso many stakeholders. Instead, let's nake
it quick and sinple: 1) send a strong price signal to consumers to
nove away from carbon-based fuels, and 2) give those consuners the
ability to select in the marketplace new, efficient, and noncarbon
based technol ogies (e.g. autos, mass transit, foods, packaging
materials, etc. etc.).

Thanks for your efforts. Please see ww. capanddi vi dend. org for
i nfo about how such measures can worKk.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:28:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 375 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Leitkam

Email Address: billl5@prodigy.net
Affiliation:

Subject: A Greener Caifornia
Comment:

On Novenber 22nd, our Cool Cities canpaign convened a workshop in
conjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning and
Conservation League. A key message of that workshop was that | and
use planning is critical to our success in the fight against gl oba
war m ng.

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly comunities
is to pass a larger em ssion reduction target for the | and use
sector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan. A higher target neans that
growh will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas em ssions
by | owering vehicle mles traveled, increasing opportunities for
wal ki ng and bi king, and naking transit accessible for nore people.

The Board nenbers neet on Thursday norning to approve the Scoping
Pl an and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a very
cl ose vote. Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letter
to CARB and letting them know that |and use reformis an inportant
tool in the solution to climte change

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:31:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 376 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Susie

Last Name: Berlin

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

Subject: Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

attached hereto please find the corments of the Northern California
Power Agency to the Cctober 15, 2008 Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1491-comments to_carb re 10-15-08 proposed scoping plan__ fina .pdf’

Original File Name: commentsto CARB re 10-15-08 proposed scoping plan _final_.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:40:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 377 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Hawley

Email Address: jhawley@technet.org
Affiliation: TechNet

Subject: TechNet Comments to October Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find enclosed TechNet's comments to the Cctober draft of the
proposed AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1492-ab 32 scoping_plan - december_comments 12-9 final _.pdf'

Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan - December comments (12-9 final).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:44:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 378 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anna

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: alee@chbecal.org
Affiliation: CBE

Subject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP 1
Comment:

This is the main comrent submitted by Communities for a Better
Environnent. The attachments and May 8 conments are submitted
after this submittal, as | couldn't attach nore than one documrent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1500-che_comments dec 08 ab32 propsd scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: CBE comments Dec 08 AB32 Propsd Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:53:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 379 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anna

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: alee@chbecal.org
Affiliation: CBE

Subject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP (2 of 3)
Comment:

This is the second part of Conmunities for a Better Environment's
coments. The third is follow ng.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1503-
Zipped_attachments_cbe dec 2008 comments on_prop_ab32_scoping_plan.zip'

Original File Name: zipped attachments CBE Dec 2008 comments on Prop AB32 Scoping
Pan.ZIP

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 18:00:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 380 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anna

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: alee@chbecal.org
Affiliation: CBE

Subject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP (3 of 3)
Comment:

This is the third part of Communities for a Better Environnent's
comrent s.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1505-attach ¢ oil_refinery _sector_ab32_may_08.pdf'

Original File Name: Attach C Oil Refinery Sector AB32 May 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 18:02:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 381 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Anna

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: alee@chbecal.org
Affiliation: CBE

Subject: Support from Env Health Coalition and Ctr on Race, Pov & the Env for CBE's
comments
Comment:

Attached is a letter of support from Environnmental Health Coalition
and Center on Race, Poverty, & the Environment for Comunities for
a Better Environnment's conments on the Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-

ol d/scopingpln08/1508-

letter_of _support_of _cbe comments from_ehc_and_crpe_dec_9 08.pdf’

Origina File Name: Letter of Support of CBE comments from EHC and CRPE Dec 9 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 18:08:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 382 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: annie

Last Name: steele

Email Address: annies@kcbx.net
Affiliation:

Subject: green house gases on California Beaches
Comment:

The ability to breath in an easy rythmis life at its best.

My menory of a time when we enjoyed a different envirionmet is
clear. | could walk the beach with ny dog in the early norining
hours and relax. This beween 5-AMto 7:15 AM every norning

then came the invasion of ATV and notorhomes. Nothing lives on the
| ocal Pisnmp beach or the Cceano California beach. Nothing is there.
There use to be Brown Peligans, mllions of these little

cray fish things on th shore, dans our clans were fanous.

Trourist came fromarround the world to clamon our beach. Day and
ni ght now, the invasion of ATV ans notorhomes cone now never
stoppong for a nonent smashing everything under their wheels

| eavi ng behi nd tons of green house gases carbons and

and beteks, The Iiquid gas cans slosh in the back of flat beds and
t hey nove accros our beach, |eaving death in their wake

will send a second conmment with pictures to ilustrate nmy issue

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 19:02:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 383 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kay

Last Name: Martin

Email Address: kay4bioenergy @aol.com
Affiliation: BioEnergy Producers Association

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

My name is Kay Martin and | am Vice-President of the Bi oEnergy
Producers Associ ation

The Bi oEnergy Producers Association (BPA) is a coalition of

private conpani es and public agencies dedicated to the devel opnent
and comercialization of environmentally preferable industries that
produce renewabl e sources of power, fuels, and chemicals from
agricultural, forestry and urban bi omass wastes and ot her

car bonaceous materials. Qur menbership includes bioenergy firns,
electric utilities, and waste nanagenent conpani es.

The BPA has revi ewed the “Recycling and Waste” section of the
Cimate Change Draft Scoping Plan, whose recomendation is to
"increase waste diversion, conposting, and comercial recycling,
and nove toward zero-waste." The nost prom sing approach to
achieving this goal is to use the organic portion of the
post-recycl ed waste streamas a feedstock for the production of
advanced bi of uel s and green power. However, the only nention of
renewabl e energy uses is "through depl oynent of anaerobic digestion
for production of fuels/energy."

We respectfully request CARB' s consideration of additiona

neasures for Landfill Methane Control. Landfill Methane can be
control | ed by disposing of carbon-based materials prior to their
being landfilled, by sing themas feedstocks (disposing of them in
the process of producing liquid and electric energy using clean

t her nocheni cal conversi on technol ogi es.

Specifically, the Recycling and Waste Sector Prelimnary
Recomendati on should mirror and conpl enent strategies outlined for
the agricultural sector by encouraging the use of urban bi omass
wast es for sustainable energy production. Depl oyment of bi oener gy
strategies is consistent with the Bioenergy Action Plan, the Low
Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), and AB 32 GHG reduction goals for the
foll owi ng reasons:

Landfill Abatenent Potenti al

The Draft Scoping Plan recognizes fugitive landfill nethane gas

em ssions as a nmmjor CGHG precursor, and calls for nmeasures to
reduce the volune of materials flowing to | and di sposal . Exi sti ng

source reduction, recycling, and conposting prograns are credited
with attainment of the state’s 54% di version rate (14% of which
receives this credit is actually green waste that is being place IN
landfills for use as daily cover), and the Plan places principa
reliance upon the expansi on of these programs to reduce disposa



tonnages in the future, virtually ignoring the potential to use
these waste resources in the clean production of liquid and
el ectric energy.

Despite the success of its recycling and conposting efforts,
California s high disposal rate has remained virtually unchanged
for the past 20 years. 40 nmillion tons of nunicipal waste were
landfilled in California in 1989, the year AB 939 was passed. This
year, despite the progress of recycling, the state will place 40
mllion tons of post-recycled waste in its landfills.

It is folly to believe that this volune of post-recycled materia
can be elimnated through source reduction, traditional neans of
recycling and conposting alone, on which California's waste

di sposal hierarchy nowrelies. Al methods of disposal nust be
incorporated in any effective plan, and this includes the conplete
di sposal (i.e., destruction) of carbon-based wastes in the process
of producing the liquid and electric energy so desperately needed
by the state.

The state’s population is expected to grow by sone 10 nmillion
peopl e over the next 25 years. Unless nore flexible |egislative
and regul atory policies are put in place, enabling the use of its
wast e resources for energy production, the state will landfill nore
than one billion tons (that's one billion) of municipal solid waste
during that time--and a major opportunity to achi eve energy

i ndependence, AB 32 GHG reduction goals and a Low Car bon Fuel
Standard (LCFS) will be |ost.

Approxi mately 70% of the residual materials placed in landfills
consi st of various types of biommss, only a portion of which may be
feasibly conposted or recycled. |In short, new tools are needed.

For exanpl e, conpostable organics (i.e. food and vegetative

wast es), conprise only about 25%of this stream Simlarly, there
is no estinate of additional bionmass materials, such as paper

whi ch may be recovered through intensified comrercial recycling
efforts, although markets for the major portion of this stream may
have al ready been optim zed, with residuals having limted
commodi ty mar ket val ue.

In contrast, new bi omass conversion technol ogies, such as

i n-vessel hydrolysis/fernentation and thermal/fermentation
processes, have the potential to convert the full spectrum of

[ andfill-bound carbonaceous waste materials into renewabl e energy
products, including power, fuels, and chem cals. Because of their
unprecedented potential to divert waste materials to beneficia

use, the devel opnent of clean technol ogy bioenergy facilities is an
essential and necessary component of future landfill abatemnent
strat egi es.

Al t hough the market for the export of recycled materials to China
and other foreign countries (where there are substantially no
environnental controls on their processing, and where they are
turned into goods to be sold back into the United States, depriving
Aneri cans of jobs), although this market has proved to be unstable,
t he demand for environnental ly preferable advanced bi ofuels and
green power, which can be produced donestically by Californians, is
j ust beginning to grow.

GHG Reducti on Potenti al

The Draft Scoping Plan notes that commercial recycling and



conposting prograns “coul d have substantial greenhouse gas benefits
but their in-state reductions have not been quantified at this
tinme.” |Indeed, data on the effectiveness of current waste
management practices as climte change strategies are both

i nconcl usi ve and i nconpl ete.

Conposting operations, for exanple, have their own set of air
quality concerns, including VOCs and GHG precursors. In fact, an

i ndependent study recently conpleted by the Los Angel es County
Sanitation Districtsl concluded that placement of urban green waste
inlandfills as alternative daily cover was superior to conposting
these materials in terns of net CGHG emi ssions.

The climate change benefits of recycling are generally assunmed to
derive fromthe avoi dance of virgin material extraction and

rei ntroducti on of recovered materials with “intrinsic energy val ue”
back into the remanufacturing process, although the Draft Scoping
Plan admts that such benefits nay not occur in California.

I ndeed, the majority of California s recyclables [eave the state
for distant donestic or foreign markets, with the |argest volume of
t hese comodities, nanely paper and plastics, being shipped to

Chi na.

The life cycle anal yses on which recycling climte change benefits
are based sel dom cal cul ate the gl obal GHG i npacts of trans-Pacific
shi pping, or of transferring the remanufacturing burden to
devel opi ng nati ons where environmental controls are mninmal or
nonexi stent. These atnospheric industrial pollutants drift
eastward and find their way back to California in a matter of days,
contributing further to the state’s GHG reducti on chal |l enge.

The CIWB's own studies point out the critical need to both
reeval uate and expand the range of technol ogi es enpl oyed to neet
future landfill abatement and clinmate change objectives. For
exanpl e, a conprehensive life cycle analysis of waste nanagenent
practices conpleted in 2004 by the Research Triangle Institute2
concl uded that new waste conversion technol ogies (acid hydrol ysis,
gasification, and catal ytic cracking) were superior to recycling
and conposting with regard to energy bal ance, NOx em ssions, and
carbon emissions. Sinmlarly, a 2006 study of thernmal waste
conversion technol ogi es prepared for the CIlWVMB by UC Ri versi de3
st at ed:

“1f conversion technol ogies were able to process a significant
portion of California' s waste that is currently landfilled,
benefits could be realized in a nunber of areas. These include
reductions in overall greenhouse gas enissions, fugitive |andfil
gas em ssions, and diesel truck enmissions. On the energy
producti on side, the avoi ded costs and inpacts in exploration
production, and transportation of traditional fuels could be
substantial .”

Thi s same study concl uded:

“Thermochemi cal technol ogi es can process a wi der variety of
feedstocks and can have a greater effect on landfill reduction
Ther nocheni cal technol ogi es can al so produce a |larger variety of
products, which can displace the need for non-renewabl e sources of
energy and fuels. Qher indirect effects include elimnating
diesel truck trips and reducing landfill gas enissions.”

Ther nocheni cal conversion technol ogi es are cl ean technol ogi es



because nothing enters the atnpsphere as a result of the
gasification (waste disposal) step. The resulting synthesis gases
and waste heat fromthe processes can be converted to |iquid and
electric energy. The opposition to conversion technol ogies that is
i nfluencing | egislative and adm nistrative policy in California
stens fromthose who refuse to accept that 21st century technol ogy
can achi eve environnmental | y superior waste-to-energy technol ogies;
fromthe traditional recycling industry which wants to suppress
conpetition for the state’s waste streans and from wast e nmanagenent
firms that view conversion technologies as threats to landfills.

It istine for the state to | ook past these short-sighted
positions and enbrace these energi ng technol ogies with the sane
conmitment as the federal government, other states and nations.
More than 100 of these plants are now operating or will be
constructed in Europe and Asia during the next decade.

California should be a | eader in encouragi ng such technol ogi es.
However, private enterprise will continue to take these projects
el sewhere until the state adopts a practical, efficient and
supportive statutory and regul atory environnment for their

i mpl erent ati on and operation

Recomrendat i on

The Bi oEnergy Producers Associ ati on supports the expansion of
California s source reduction, recycling, and conposting prograns.
At the same tinme, we urge that new cl ean-technol ogy bi oenergy
strategies be applied to the state’s grow ng post-recycl ed waste
streamin order to neet urgent landfill abatenment and climte
change goals. Tinely deploynent of waste-based biorefineries can
provide a vehicle for integrating California s renewabl e energy, AB
118, and AB32 policy objectives.

Ref er ences:

1 Evaluation of Green Waste Managenent |npacts on GHG Eni ssions,
Alternative Daily Cover Conpared with Conposting. Los Angeles
County Sanitation Districts, April 2008.

2 Life Cycle and Market |npact Assessment of Nonconbustion Waste
Conversi on Technol ogi es. Prepared for the CIWWB by the Research
Triangle Institute International, 2004.

3 Eval uation of Environnental |npacts of Thernocheni cal Conversion
Technol ogi es Usi ng Munici pal Solid Waste Feedstocks. Prepared for
the CIWWB by the University of California , R verside, April 2006.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 19:03:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 384 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kirsten

Last Name: Schwind

Email Address: kirsten@baylocalize.org
Affiliation: Bay Localize

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Dear CARB

Pl ease find Bay Localize's organi zational conments on the AB 32
Scopi ng Pl an attached.

Best ,
Ki rsten Schw nd

Kirsten Schw nd
Program Di rect or
Bay Localize

436 14th St, Ste 1127
OGakl and, CA 94612

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1535-comments_on_ab 32_scoping_plan_bay localize final.doc'

Origina File Name: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Bay Localize Final.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 20:00:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 385 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marjorie Ann

Last Name: Ottenberg

Email Address: marjott@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club, Audubon,

Subject: Curtailing/reducing greenhouse gas emissionsin California
Comment:

As California's population has increased (exploded!), so has the
snpbg!  Unless we can do SOVETHI NG to reduce greenhouse gas
em ssions as well as the smpbg, we will soon find oursel ves unable
to BREATHE! Unfortunately, for nmany people with |lung problens,
asthma, etc.--it is ALREADY very difficult to breathe on many days!
Last year we saw the novie "Who Killed The Electric Car?"--which
hel ped explain the increase in snpg--and also the current dire
condition of the auto industry! The novie pointed out that the
el ectric cars received little or no encouragenent fromthe
California Air Resources Board--1 hope | m sunderstood that;
surely, encouraging electric cars and hone solar electric capacity
woul d go a LONG way toward reducing SMOG and its awful effects!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 20:41:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 386 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Plotkin

Email Address: norm@pzallc.com
Affiliation: CIPA

Subject: CIPA Comments on the Revised Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached comments fromthe California | ndependent

Pet rol eum Associ ation on the revised draft scoping plan.If there
are any questions regardi ng these comments, please feel free to
contact nme at 916-446-5900.

Regar ds,

Nor man Pl ot ki n

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1543-cipa revised scoping_plan_comments.pdf’

Original File Name: CIPA Revised Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 20:59:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 387 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bonnie

Last Name: Knight

Email Address. Bonbonsf@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reducing greenhouse gas emissions
Comment:

Ani mal agriculture should be reduced in favor of plant-based
agriculture. Farmaninmals emt methane gas. Al so, the
transportation of these animals contributes to enissions from
trucks. If our citizens were educated to adopt a nore pl ant-based
diet, they would be healthier and the environment woul d be

heal t hi er, too.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 21:11:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 388 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: RICK

Last Name: VIERHUS

Email Address: vierhus@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: the vital need to reduce GHG in the regulations of California
Comment:

The greatest threat to the future livability of the Earth is gl oba
war m ng.

California has the rare opportunity change the dynanmics of the

gl obal focus on global warm ng by reducing the |levels of G eenhouse
Gases. In taking inmportant action to effect the regul ati on of gases
emtted by the transportati on sector you will alter the perception
of many peopl e about how rel evant governnental efforts can be.

Do the forward | ooking right action and increase our possibility
of a sustainable environnment.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 21:56:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 389 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lucille

Last Name: Tse

Email Address: giraffepills@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Please include ambitious GHG emission reduction targets for land use .
Comment:

On Novenber 22nd, our Cool Cities canpaign convened a workshop in
conjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning and
Conservation League. A key message of that workshop was that | and
use planning is critical to our success in the fight against gl oba
war m ng.

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly comunities
is to pass a larger em ssion reduction target for the | and use
sector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan. A higher target neans that
growh will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas em ssions
by | owering vehicle mles traveled, increasing opportunities for
wal ki ng and bi king, and naking transit accessible for nore people.

The Board nenbers neet on Thursday norning to approve the Scoping
Pl an and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a very
cl ose vote. Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letter
to CARB and letting them know that |and use reformis an inportant
tool in the solution to climte change

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 22:41:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 390 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Roger
Last Name: Sowell
Email Address: rsowell @resowel l-law.com
Affiliation: Law Offices of Roger E. Sowell

Subject: Scoping Plan Base Case Flawed
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter dated Decenmber 9, 2008. Thank you.

Roger E. Sowel |

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1554-arb_letter sowell 12-9-08.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB Letter Sowell 12-9-08.PDF
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 22:43:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 391 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: shirley

Last Name: gaston

Email Address: sslgaston@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: global warming
Comment:

| ama believer in using public transportation and try to use it as
much as possible. It is difficult when there are not enough trains
avail abl e especially on the week-end. If we have train
transportation it would illemnm nate sone use of the airplanes- |ike
having a speed train fromSF to Los Angel es woul d be great. Then we
could build this across the US- what a great way to see the United
St at es.

G obal warmng is a big concern and when considering | and use
reformtransportation should be a big part of it.

Shirley Gaston

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 23:46:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 392 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Pelizzari

Email Address: nextgal axy @aol.com

Affiliation: People Acting in Community Together

Subject: Carbon Tax Needed
Comment:

VWhen will CARB recognize that gl obal warmng is an energency, and
stop relying entirely on voluntary neasures to deal with it? For
some inexplicable reason, the words "carbon tax" are not even
mentioned in your Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan. Your euphem sm for
it, "carbon fee", is only nentioned in passing but then promptly
ignored, as if "tax" is unthinkable. No wonder the state is going
bankr upt!

A carbon tax would be a nuch sinpler, nore direct, and nore
effective device for cutting carbon em ssions than virtually
anything else offered in the Scoping Plan. A gradually increasing
carbon tax, starting at 5 cents per gallon ($20 per ton of enmitted
carbon) and increasing 5 cents per year between now and 2100, woul d
notivate practically everybody in the state to reduce their
consunption of fossil fuels, without all the expensive

m cr onanagi ng of the "Carbon Econony" envisioned by nost of the
contributors to the Scoping Plan. There is nothing like a punitive
tax or fee to deter unwanted behavior. Phasing it in slowy but
surely will minimze the pain to consuners, avoid a disruptive

st anpede away from fossil fuels, and eventually wean even the rich
fromfossil fuels

This formof carbon tax could also alleviate the state's budget
probl ems by generating a reliable revenue stream It would grow
during the early years at a predictable pace, and shrink in the

| ater years as fossil fuel consunption is driven down by the ever
nore burdensonme tax rate. By then the burgeoning G een Econony
woul d provide a tax base that conpensates for the falling carbon
tax revenues.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 01:03:12
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Comment 393 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ashwani

Last Name: Vasishth

Email Address. vasishth@csun.edu
Affiliation: CSUN

Subject: Strengthening the Land Use component for AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease consider that changing |and use patterns is likely the
singl e nost necessary and effective way of cutting GHG em ssions
fromtransportation and settlenents. Strengthen the standard! W
all gain.

Regar ds,

Ashwani
Vasi sht h ashwani @sun. edu (818) 677-6137
http://ww. csun. edu/ ~vasi sht h/

Di rector
Institute for Sustainability
http://bl ogs. csun. edu/ sustai nability
Assi st ant Prof essor
Department of Urban Studies and Pl anni ng

California State University, Northridge
18111 Nordhoff Street, SH 208, Northridge, CA 91330-8259

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 04:32:21
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Comment 394 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Tanton

Email Address. ttanton@fastkat.com
Affiliation: Pacific research Institute

Subject: Scoping Plan adoption solutions
Comment:

Pl ease see and file attached comments of the Pacific research
I nstitute.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1566-written3.doc'

Original File Name: written3.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 06:26:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 395 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sara

Last Name: Birmingham

Email Address: sara@solaralliance.org
Affiliation: The Solar Alliance

Subject: Renewable Energy in the AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter in response to the AB 32 Scoping
Pl an.

Sara Bi rmi ngham
Director of Western Policy
The Sol ar Alliance

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1570-solar_alliance letter_carb_121008.pdf’

Original File Name: Solar Alliance letter CARB 121008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:36:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 396 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Clark

Last Name: Natwick

Email Address: clarkn@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: climate-friendly communities
Comment:

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly comunities is
to pass a larger enission reduction target for the |and use sector
in the AB-32 Scoping Plan. A higher target neans that growth wll
be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas emni ssions by |owering
vehicle mles travel ed, increasing opportunities for wal ki ng and

bi ki ng, and making transit accessible for nore people.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:50:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 397 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Cooper

Email Address: linda_cooper@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: | propose animal agriculture be reduced in favor of plant-based agriculture :
Comment:

According to a new report published by the United Nations Food and
Agriculture Organi zation, the |ivestock sector generates nore

gr eenhouse gas emnissions as nmeasured in CO2 equival ent — 18 percent
— than transport. It is also a major source of |and and water

degr adat i on.

The gl obal |ivestock sector is growi ng faster than any other
agricultural sub-sector. Wen em ssions fromland use and | and use
change are included, the |ivestock sector accounts for 9 percent of
C2 deriving fromhunman-rel ated activities, but produces a much

| arger share of even nore harnful greenhouse gases. It generates 65
percent of hunman-rel ated nitrous oxide, which has 296 tines the

d obal Warm ng Potential (GAWP) of CO2. Most of this cones from
manure. And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of al

human-i nduced nethane (23 tines as warmng as CO2), which is

| argely produced by the digestive systemof rum nants, and 64
percent of amonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain

Li vest ock now use 30 percent of the earth’'s entire | and surface,
nostly pernmanent pasture but also including 33 percent of the

gl obal arable |land used to producing feed for |ivestock, the report
notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is a major
driver of deforestation, especially in Latin Anerica where, for
exanpl e, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have been
turned over to grazing.

Pl ease consider a reduction animal agriculture in favor of plant
based agricul ture.

Thank you
Li nda Cooper

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:52:51
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Comment 398 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark S.

Last Name: Rentz

Email Address. markr@acwa.com

Affiliation: Association of CA Water Agencies

Subject: Comments on Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan and Appendices
Comment:

Comment Letter Attached

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1576-nichols-ab_32.doc'

Original File Name: Nichols-AB 32.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:05:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 399 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Christine
Last Name: Finnie
Email Address: cfinnie@sbcglobal .net

Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping plan

Comment:

Dear CARB

I have lived in California for 57 years and have watched it
change--very little for the better. | still remenber the day |
drove home from UCLA to Pal os Verdes, thinking there nust be a fire
because of the brown haze hangi ng over the ocean. |'ve seen traffic
gridlock extend fromcommte hours to all day, every day. |'ve

watched it in L.A and in the Bay Area after | noved north.

Now |I'm seei ng di fferent changes. Drought and water rationing are
common in the Monterey Bay area where | now |ive. Water supplies
are down to the lowest level in decades. Tenperatures are so
erratic it's difficult to grow nmy vegetabl e garden any nore--even
when | have water.

Even in the relatively short span of nmy lifetime, it's obvious
t hi ngs have changed. And, as | said, not for the better

When good public transit was available, | used it and enjoyed it.
But, sadly, because of poor coordination between transit districts
and even worse coverage, | have not always been able to. A friend

of mine recently tried to use the various transit systens to get
from Santa Cruz to the San Jose Convention Center. The trip, though
cost effective, was nore than four times as long as driving would
have been.

Thi s rmust change. W need to stop destroying the beautiful state
was born in and want to pass along to my son. Usable public transit
is essential to stop traffic gridlock, air pollution, and gl oba
warmng. | urge you strongly to consider it.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:12:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 400 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: dennis

Last Name: mchale

Email Address. dmacbluez2@cox.net
Affiliation: Canyon Land Conservation Fund

Subject: Tighten Carbon Offsets
Comment:

Hel | o,

I wish to voice ny concern that the scope of the CARB dialog is
bei ng noved al ong by the 'bal ance sheets' of Milti-Nationa

Cor porations; other-than the health of the Earth and it's Living
Things. If this CARB nodel is to be a benefit to the bi osphere and
natural environnent it nust at |east be a mirror of the Euro

Pr ogram

Havi ng worked in the construction trade for a good | ength of ny
life, I understand this premss: 'if you have a questi on about the
construction-you over build it'. Wy would we under build
sonething only to see it fail? 1In construction as in Program
building this "under building'" will cause failure. A Programwil|
fail or a home will fall as these are the end products of 'under
building'. The value of 'over building’ is no one will ever say
"now why the heck did you do it that way?". The value is init.

Al ready the foundation of a systemexists on the Chicago Exchange
and has for sone time now. The CARB plan nust be BETTER than that,
I"'mthinking. 'Cus this is the CGolden State, we |ead and very

sel dom f ol | ow.

Ti ghteni ng Carbon O fsets in your CARB programw || not underval ue
your Program by 'under building', which seeks failure. But thru
‘over building' we reap substained val ue.

Then at the end of the day--we can be rest assured; as the
Foundi ng Settlers of our State clainmed--just as they crossed the
Hi gh Sierras and saw the Gol den Land: "we have done our best."
Thank you for your time in this matter,

Denni s MHal e

Citizen

Canyon Land Conservati on Fund

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:17:01
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Comment 401 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: millereviron@earthlink.net
Affiliation: San Gabriel Valey Legidative Coalition

Subject: Comments on the Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached is a letter fromthe San Gabriel Valley Legislative
Coalition ot Chanmbers of Conmerce for your consideration.

Mchael L. MIler
Chai r man

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1581-sgv_coalition_scoping_plan_letter 120908.doc’

Original File Name: SGV Coalition Scoping Plan Letter 120908.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:31:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 402 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: patty

Last Name: rosewater

Email Address. rosewater@me.com
Affiliation: GreenTown Los Altos

Subject: Emission Target Reduction for Land Usein AB32
Comment:

On Novenber 22nd, our Cool Cities canpaign convened a workshop in
conjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning and
Conservation

League. A key message of that workshop was that |and use planning
is

critical to our success in the fight against gl obal warm ng.

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly comunities
is to pass

a larger em ssion reduction target for the |and use sector in the
AB- 32

Scoping Plan. A higher target neans that growth will be directed
in ways

that cut greenhouse gas em ssions by |owering vehicle mles
travel ed,

i ncreasi ng opportunities for wal king and bi ki ng, and naki ng
transit

accessi bl e for nore people.

The Board nenbers neet on Thursday norning to approve the Scoping
Pl an and

make any final changes. It looks like it will be a very close
vote. Make

your voice count by sending the enclosed letter to CARB and
letting them

know that land use reformis an inportant tool in the solution to
climte

change!

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:49:34
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Comment 403 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marc

Last Name: Roberts

Email Address. mroberts@ci.livermore.ca.us
Affiliation: Comm. Dev. Director, City of Livermore

Subject: Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to comrent on the Cimate Change
Proposed Scopi ng Pl an dated Cctober 2008. The City supports the
Air Resources Board' s efforts in inplementing AB 32. Achieving the
reducti on of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to 1990 | evels by year
2020 will require coordinated efforts between the state, regional
and | ocal agencies, private industry and California citizens.

Local governments are faci ng enormous chal |l enges guidi ng

devel opnent of our communities and providing effective and
efficient services to our residents given current economic
conditions. Inplenenting the GHG em ssions targets is necessary
and desirable, but will add to these chall enges. Wil e generally
supportive of the proposals in the Draft Scoping Plan, the City
submits the foll owing coments and concerns:

e Let SB 375 Work. Although the Scoping Plan acknow edges that the
actual regional transportation-related GHG targets will be set

t hrough the regi onal process devel oped in SB 375, nany are
advocating that this nunber be raised. G ven the deference the
Scoping Plan gives to the SB 375 process, perhaps such an increase
woul d | argely be synbolic. However, since CARB has ultimate
responsibility for setting the targets, a higher number would
create political pressure for setting higher regional targets,
regardl ess of the findings of the Regional Targets Advisory
Conmittee. This is contrary to what SB 375 stands for

* No Accounting for Infrastructure Costs. The Scoping Pl an does

not anal yze the costs of infill infrastructure needed to serve nore
conpact devel opnent patterns. For conplex reasons stenmng fromthe
Taki ngs C ause, Mtigation Fee Act, and other |aws, |ocal agencies
cannot pay for the infrastructure from devel oper fees al one. Nor
under Propositions 13 and 218, will they be able to raise
assessment or other revenues. At the very |least, CARB should have a
detailed infrastructure feasibility analysis conpleted before it
engages down this road. Indeed, this is precisely the type of issue
that will be addressed by the Regional Targets Advisory Commttee
created by SB 375. CARB should | et that process work.

e Acknow edgi ng Current Econom ¢ Uncertainties. CARB nust
appropriately balance its climte goals with current economc
uncertainties, which directly affect the feasibility of certain
types of devel opnent. Increasing the target will nmake it nore
difficult for conpact devel opnents to achieve the California

Envi ronnental Quality Act (CEQA) streamining contained in SB 375
As denonstrated by the Governor’s proposed budget recomendati ons,
such streamnlining can have an inportant econom c effect and help
stimul ate the econony.



Attachment: "
Original File Name:
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Comment 404 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Fine

Email Address: jfine@edf.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: Reply to Criticisms of CARB AB32 Economic Evaluation
Comment:

Reply to Criticisms of CARB AB 32 Scoping Pl an Econonmic Anal ysis by
Dr. Chris Busch, Union of Concerned Scientists and Dr. Janes Fine,
Envi ronnent al Def ense Fund.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1592-ab32econeval reply.buschfine. pdf’

Original File Name: AB32EconEvalReply.BuschFine.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:15:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 405 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Brian

Last Name: Morris

Email Address: brianmorris@countyofplumas.com
Affiliation: County of Plumas

Subject: Climate Adaptation in the Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conments.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1593-plumas_ab32_scoping_plan_comments.pdf'

Original File Name: Plumas AB32 Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:15:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 406 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Hamman

Email Address: khamman@cityofmissionviejo.org
Affiliation: City Clerk, City of Mission Vigo

Subject: Mission Vigjo's Comments to the California Air Resources Board on the AB 32
Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached hereto is a copy of the City of Mssion Viejo's coments
on the CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan. W respectfully request that the
attached comment letter be delivered to the California Ar
Resources Board Menbers for consideration at the Decenber 11, 2008,
public hearing on the Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1595-mvletter_ab32scopingplan_12-10-08_final .pdf’

Original File Name: MVletter AB32ScopingPlan_12-10-08 Final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:45:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 407 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Cabaniss

Email Address: jcabaniss@aiam.org

Affiliation: Association of International Auto. Mfrs.

Subject: Comments on proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Al AM Comment s on CARB Proposed AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1596-carb_ab 32 scoping_plan_comments final.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:45:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 408 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Douglas

Email Address: sdouglas@autoalliance.org
Affiliation: Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers

Subject: Alliance Comments on AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease find the comments of the Alliance of Autonobile
Manuf act ur ers.

St even Dougl as
Senior Director, Environnmental Affairs

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1599-auto_alliance_comments_12-10-2008.pdf’

Original File Name: Auto Alliance Comments 12-10-2008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:56:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 409 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Bogaard

Email Address: bbogaard@cityof pasadena.net
Affiliation: City of Pasadena - Mayor

Subject: City of Pasadena's Comment Letter on CARB's Scoping Plan
Comment:

See Attached Letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1601-pasadena_comment_letter to _carb_psp.pdf’

Original File Name: Pasadena Comment Letter to CARB PSP.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:58:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 410 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marie

Last Name: Larsen

Email Address: mlarsen@wsgr.com

Affiliation: Green Team leader at large SV Law Firm

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissionsin CA
Comment:

Dear CARB

| amwiting to support approval of the AB 32 Scoping Plan as it

is witten. Although | agree in principle with the very |audable
and ambiti ous goal s regardi ng hi gher reduction targets for |and use
em ssions that the Sierra Cub and others reconmend, | feel that
Mary Nichols and team have put together a plan that is realistic
and addresses/neets the needs of all stakeholders as well as can be
expected at this time in our history. It provides effective
enforcenent controls and tools and is a pragmatic approach that has
nore |ikelihood of success in coopting various groups/interests in
our CA community. It also sets a high standard and will hopefully
be a nbdel that is usable and will be adopted by other states in
our gl obal fight against ever-increasing gl obal warm ng i npacts.

Si ncerely,

Mari e Larsen

G een Team Leader

W | son Sonsini Goodrich & Rosat
Palo Alto 94304

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:19:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 411 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tara

Last Name: Marchant

Email Address: taram@greenlining.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Land Use Target: Increasing Co-Benefits for Communities
Comment:

G eenlining's comments on adoption of AB32-
Brini ng about Co-Benefits to Marginalized Conmunities

Land Use
Transportation
Tr adi ng

WCI

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1608-dec_11 2008 comments submission.doc'

Original File Name: DEC 11 2008 comments submission.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:27:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 412 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kari

Last Name: Hamerschlag

Email Address: kariham@earthlink.net
Affiliation: New Harvest Consulting

Subject: Recommendations for a More Comprehensive Approach to Food and Agriculture I ssues
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1609-new_harvest_ab 32 letter final.doc'

Original File Name: new harvest AB 32 |etter final.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:28:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 413 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Bloom

Email Address: houstgrp@pachell.net
Affiliation: CSCME

Subject: CSCME Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent that includes comrents fromthe
Coalition for Sustainable Cement Manufacturing & Environment
(CSCMVE) .

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1610-final_cscme_psp_comments_12-10-08.doc’

Original File Name: FINAL CSCME PSP Comments 12-10-08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:32:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 414 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tracy

Last Name: Steinkruger

Email Address: TSteinkruger@ci.burbank.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Burbank

Subject: City of Burbank Comment L etter on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attached | etter and resol ution.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1612-arb_comment_letter  resolution.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB Comment Letter & Resolution.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:45:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 415 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Shauna

Last Name: Clark

Email Address: catherinel @lhhcity.org
Affiliation: City of LaHabraHeights

Subject: Regional Transportation-Related GHG Reduction Target
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1613-lahabraheights plancomments 121008.pdf

Original File Name: LaHabraHeights PlanComments_121008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:51:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 416 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marsland

Last Name: Susan

Email Address. smarsand@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Support AB32 Scoping Plan to Reduce GHG
Comment:

To: California Air Resource Board

Pl ease support AB32. California can be a | eader by adopting AB32
and to decrease GHG and i nprove the health of vunerable
conmuni ti es.

Wth the approval of AB32 Californians will do what we do best by
| eadi ng the country and the gl obal community forward by working on
solutions and devel opi ng new technol ogy. Passage of AB32 will
revitalize the econony by creating green jobs and noving towards a
"Green New Deal " where all nenbers of society can participate.

It istine for political will to be bold and do what is best for

t he seventh generation.

Thank you for supporting AB32.
Susan Consal ves Mar sl and

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:52:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 417 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Reedy

Email Address: Markr2121@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Air Resources Board,

Approval of an aggressive AB 32 Scoping Plan is critical to the
future health and well-being of our world and all its inhabitants
faced with the stark realities of climte change. Pl ease exercise
your | eadership by passing an aggressive AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an.
Thank you.

Mar k Reedy
Sunnyval e, CA

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:54:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 418 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Kari

Last Name: Decker

Email Address: kdecker@apx.com
Affiliation:

Subject: APX comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached. Thank you.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1616-apx.comments.sp.12.10.pdf*

Original File Name: apx.comments.SP.12.10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:55:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 419 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Kalb

Email Address: dkalb@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: Feebatesin the AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are our comments in support of FEEBATES in the AB 32
Scopi ng Pl an. -Dan Kal b and Spencer Quong

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1618-ucs_comments _on_feebates in_the scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: UCS comments on Feebates in the Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:59:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 420 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karl

Last Name: Gawell

Email Address: karl @geo-energy.org
Affiliation: Geothermal Energy Association

Subject: GEA Comments on the CARB October 2008 Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are comments subnitted on behal f of the Geothernal Energy
Associ ation. They are in PDF format. Please et me know if another
format, such as a word docunment, is preferred. Thank you for

consi deri ng our views.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1619-final_gea comments on_carb_plan_dec 10 2009.pdf'

Original File Name: Final_GEA_comments on_CARB_plan_Dec_10 2009.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:02:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 421 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Miller

Email Address. dmiller@savemart.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Heavy Duty Green House Gas
Comment:

- As aresult of the Green House Gas (Smartway) proposal, we are
del ayi ng the purchase of new trailers.

- Wiile only 5%of our trailer fleet (25units) is 53, we had

pl anned on replacing a nunmber of the older snmaller trailers with
53" to increase effciencies. The efficiencies | speak of are in
reduced trips by carrying nore product on fewer trailers. On a
guarterly review of onw of our divisions we can reduce the nunber
of | oads by 1,000 which saves 281,000 mles and 37,492 gall ons of
fuel or 149,968 gallons a year

- Under the proposed regulation, 53" trailers will not work in our
environnent. Dise fairings will not allow us to get into many of
the pits at our stores w thout substantial damage to the fairings.
The estianted additional cost of these Snmartway trailers will not
be of fsett by added fuel savings as has been suggested. Snartway
fuel savings are calculated on an average speed of 62 nph. The

| egal speed in CA is 55 nph and our average fleet speed is 45.7 nph
based on on board conputers

- Qur conpany has a very aggresive fuel savings programnot only
to benefit the environnebnt but also to help offsett expenses. WE
govern the top speed of all tracctors to the legal limt in CA W
noni tor and enforce mnimal idling, long before it was nandat ed.
We spec cruise control on our equi prment and encourage its use. W
continually test new tire designs for fuel economy and |ongevity.

- | encourage the Board to seriously consideer voting against
this regulation as it will not achieve the fuel savings and cost

of fsetts as proposed for trucks operating in CA. Thanks you for
your consideration of this.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:09:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 422 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jesse N.

Last Name: Marquez

Email Address: jnmarquez@prodigy.net
Affiliation: Coalition For A Safe Environment

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Public Comments
Comment:

Dear Chairman Nichols & Menbers of the Board:

The Coalition For A Safe Environment (CFASE) wi shes to submit

t hese public comments requesting that the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) not approve and adopt the proposed the AB 32
California dobal Warm ng Sol uti ons Act of 2006 Scoping Pl an.

See attached public comrent letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1622-cfase_carb_ab 32 scoping_plan_public_comments __ 12-10-08.doc'

Original File Name: CFASE CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan Public Comments 12-10-08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:13:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 423 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Weinheimer

Email Address. dweinheimer@san-marcos.net
Affiliation: City of San Marcos

Subject: Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached comrent letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1623-pm_carb_proposedscopingplan_commentletter 11.17.08.doc’

Original File Name: PM CARB ProposedScopingPlan Commentletter 11.17.08.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:18:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 424 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jacki

Last Name: Bacharach

Email Address: jacki @southbaycities.org

Affiliation: South Bay Cities Council of Governments

Subject: AB 32 scoping plan comments
Comment:

Attached please find the comments fromthe South Bay Cities Council
of CGovernnents.

Jacki Bachar ach
Executive Director

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1624-12.10.08 final_scoping_plan _comments.doc’

Original File Name: 12.10.08 final scoping plan comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:19:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 425 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Early

Email Address: david@dceplanning.com
Affiliation: Design, Community & Environment

Subject: DC& E Comments on Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

DC&E respectfully subnits the attached coments on the Proposed AB
32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1625-nichols - comments on_proposed ab 32 scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: Nichols - Comments on Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:20:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 426 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Adam

Last Name: Lazar

Email Address: adamlazar@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Aircraft emissionsin AB32 scoping plan
Comment:

Pl ain text version of comments follows; also included as an

attachment in Mcrosoft Wrd.
*kkhkkkhkkkkkkx*k

Aircraft Em ssions and the AB32 Cap- And- Trade Program
Decenber 10, 2008
Subnmitted By:

Adam Lazar (SBN 237485)
1726 Page St Apt. 3
San Franci sco, CA 94117

I ntroduction

On behal f of nyself and the public interest, the author
respectfully submts these comments regarding the need to include
airplane em ssions in the AB32 Scoping Plan’s cap-and-trade
program

The European Uni on has determnined that aviation enissions
contribute over three percent of the EU s greenhouse gases, nost of
whi ch are not subject to regulation under the Kyoto Protocol

The EU responded this year by including aircraft emissions in their
cap- and-trade program

Aircraft engines emt significant |evels of carbon dioxide, carbon
nonoxi de, hydrocarbons, volatile organic conmpounds, nitrogen

oxi des, and particulate matter. It is well known that the carbon
footprint of a commercial airplane far exceeds that of any ot her
common node of transportation. Mor eover, the high-altitude

di scharge of greenhouse gases by aircraft engi nes cause a
di sproportionate inmpact on the atnosphere relative to surface
di schar ges.

Yet the California AB32 Scoping Plan appears to have overl ooked

t hese contributions and i npacts entirely. This despite the

seem ngly large focus on other types of nobile sources in the Plan
via a conbi nati on of new engi ne and/or fuel regulations and the
Pavl ey regul ation of on-road vehicles. G ven these other foci it
is even nore striking that references to aviation-derived em ssions
are whol ly absent.

Possi bl e Justifications for Exclusion
It is possible that regulation of aircraft enissions could derive
fromthe Scoping Plan’s “inclusion of transportation fuels in the



cap- and-trade program’” If this is so then the Scoping Plan
shoul d specifically identify aircraft fuel as included. |nstead,
there is a striking absence of discussion of aircraft in the text.

Regardl ess, the inclusion of transportation fuels should be
conplimentary to, and not independent of, inclusion of aircraft
em ssions in the proposed cap-and-trade system

Aircraft Em ssions As Incorporated Into EU Em ssions Tradi ng
Scheme

In Septenber, 2008 the European Union issued a proposed directive
to incorporate aircraft em ssions into the EU Em ssions Tradi ng
Schene (“ETS"). The ETS is the Cap-and-Trade eni ssions program
by which the EU neets its CO2 targeted reducti ons under the Kyoto
Pr ot ocol

The EU proposed directive will require every plane departing from
an EU nenber airport to purchase enissions credits to cover the CO2
emitted by the aircraft during flight . This credit requirenent
applies regardl ess of the nationality of the aircraft operator

California, like the EU needs to include aircraft emissions in

its cap-and-trade plan. California should becone a world | eader in
regul ati ng greenhouse gas emi ssions; a world | eader should not

i gnore whol esale as large an issue as aircraft em ssions. Note

al so that no entity has yet petitioned the US Environnenta
Protecti on Agency to regul ate carbon di oxi de em ssions from
aircraft. As with agricultural em ssions, this area clearly needs
to be nore extensively regulated by the AB32 scopi ng plan

Addi tion of a Performance Based Standard

CARB shoul d consider additional regulation of aircraft em ssions
t hr ough perfornance-based standards on aircraft engines. This
regul ation is a reasonabl e and | ogi cal extension of the proposed
regul ation of other types of engines within the Scoping Plan

Avi ation Em ssions Reductions Through Public Transportation
Projects (e.g. high speed rail)

The Scoping Plan fails to specifically account for aircraft
eni ssions reductions achi eved through inplenentation of the

California H gh Speed Rail. This despite the fact that the Los
Angel es- San Francsico Bay Area nmarket is far and away the |argest
aviation market in the state. Instead, the Plan only credits

creation of high-speed rail for a single reduction in MMICOR2E in
2020—€l early underval ued if concurrent reductions in aircraft
enmi ssions are included.

Co-Benefit of Cap-and-Trade and Regional Air Quality Attai nnent

The AB32 scoping plan specifically attenpts to identify public

heal th benefits derived fromclinmate change regul ations. The NRDC
identified aircraft em ssions as a major contributing factor to
regi onal non-attainnment of air quality standards. Reduci ng

aircraft em ssions through their inclusion in California's
cap- and-trade system would provide clear health benefits in areas
such as those surroundi ng LAX



Addi ti onal Means to Achieve Significant Aircraft Em ssions

Reducti ons Through Airport Efficiency

In addition to including airplane emssions in California' s

cap- and-trade scheme, the ARB should al so include

em ssi ons-reduci ng nmeasures both at the airport and/or as mandatory
of fsets for comercial ticket purchase. Virgin Atlantic Airlines
has denonstrated how to decrease aircraft em ssions at airports
through towing aircraft fromthe gate to the taxiway. Conti nenta
Airlines has pioneered a programfor custoners to purchase carbon
of fsets for their flights. Each of these prograns point to the
variety of neasures that could be considered by the ARBin its

i nclusion of aviation em ssions in the AB32 Scoping Pl an

H storical Onmission of Aircraft Emi ssions In Air Regul ation
Aircraft emi ssions are historically regul ated | ess than ot her
comon forns of transportation, |eaving nost meani ngful em ssion
reductions to a secondary benefit frominprovements in efficiency
and fuel burn. When NRDC conducted a survey of nmjor airports
across the country, it found that “Airports are not regulated in
the sane nmanner as other significant air pollution sources. Neither
airports nor airlines are held accountable for the aggregate

i npacts of their ground-level aircraft em ssions.” Gven this
hi story of under-regulation it is even nore inportant to include
avi ation em ssions in the AB32 scoping plan

Concl usi on

Wth the EU taking firmaction on aircraft em ssions as a
significant contributor to gl obal GHG em ssions, California should
attenpt to mirror these efforts in order to create a position of

gl obal | eadership for market-based em ssion reduction prograns.
Aircraft em ssions should be included in the AB32 Cap-and- Trade

pl an, and performance-based standards for aircraft engines shoul d
be conplinmentarily inplenmented. The large direct benefit of these
neasures is further anmplified by the indirect public health
benefits in areas of high-density air traffic such as LAX. For al
of these reasons, aviation should be addressed extensively, and
control of their em ssions should be integrated into the AB32
Scopi ng Pl an docunent.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1626-alazar_aviation_ab32_comments.zip'

Original File Name: Alazar Aviation AB32 comments.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:20:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 427 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Willard

Last Name: Richards

Email Address. willard@sonic.net

Affiliation: Sonoma Co. Transp. and Land Use Codlit'n

Subject: Increase the land use and transportation targets
Comment:

Abstract from attachnent:

VWiile there is much that is cormmendabl e about this plan, we
believe that it is essential that the plan be strengthened in order
to be effective. In this regard, we are particularly concerned

that the I and use and transportation targets be revised upward from
5 MMI to between 11-14 M.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1627-nichols re ab32 land_use.pdf’

Original File Name: Nichols re AB32 Land Use.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:21:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 428 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Adam

Last Name: Lazar

Email Address: adamlazar@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Agriculturein AB32 scoping plan
Comment:

Pl ain text version of comments follows; also included as an
attachment in Mcrosoft Wird. The text version below onmts the

footnote references in the Wird docunent.
*kkhkhkkhkkkkkk k%

AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan and (Non) Regul ation of Agricultural
Em ssi ons

Decenber 10, 2008
Submi tted by:

Adam Lazar (SBN 237485)
1726 Page St Apt. 3
San Franci sco, CA 94117

On behal f of nyself and the public interest, | respectfully submt
t hese coments regardi ng agricultural em ssions of greenhouse gases
in the AB32 Proposed Scoping Pl an

The AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan identifies agriculture and food
processing as the source of 9% of California s greenhouse gas

em ssi ons. Gven the linmted estimtion of agricultural emnissions
by the ARB, and the omission of fertilizer-related enissions, this
nunber is likely far |less than the actual total agricultura

eni ssi ons.

Wth such a significant anmount of GHG emi ssions at stake, no
exception for agricultural sources should be made under AB32. Yet
t he Scopi ng Pl an provides a near-total exclusion of agriculture
fromem ssions reductions. |Instead of providing nmeaningfu

regul ation of this source, the scoping plan goes only so far as to
provide for voluntary reductions through usage of manure digesters
at CAFO dairy operations. The Proposed Scoping Plan foresees no
mandat ory regul ation of agricultural sources in the short term and
the possibility of only a very limted degree of regulation in the
long-term Lest one think the ARB belives this to be nmeani ngfu

em ssions reduction, the neasure is given no reduction credit short
termand only 1 long-term Even the extrenely early-stage and
specul ative California H gh Speed Rail receives nore credit.

The Scoping Pl an shoul d incl ude nmeani ngful measures to reduce the
nmet hane gas from Concentrated Ani mal Feedi ng Operations. On the
one hand, these neasures could conpel the manure di gesters already
described in the Plan, and should additionally include mandatory
capture fromenclosed cattle buildings at CAFO s and covered



storage for animal waste |agoons. Not only would such mandatory
covering work in tandemw th requiring waste digesters, resulting
in an i medi ate reduction in nmethane gases, but it would have
trenmendous co-benefits for public health fromthe reduction in
airborne particulate matter. Likew se, prohibiting the open
exposure (e.g. drying) of animal waste would further reduce nethane
and particle em ssions.

Al'l of these controls could be required in a neani ngful regine of
agricultural em ssions reductions. However, given the narket-based
| eani ngs of the AB32 Scoping Plan, the best solution may be to

i nclude agricultural em ssions in the cap-and-trade system

Met hane capture is an accepted practice with over thirty

participating dairies in the Central Valley al one. A recent
study of Central Valley dairies concluded that many digester
systens are already on the narket. Not ably, the study concl udes

that GHG emi ssions from CAFO s shoul d be included in a
cap-and-trade system Wen integrated into cap-and-trade, the
study finds that the GHG of fsets conmbined with electricity
generation create a positive cash balance for a farner. G ven
this potential, the ARB should not hesitate to bring agriculture
under the system

Co-Benefits of |nproved Waste Hol di ng Requirenments for Methane and
Particul ates

Met hane capture at CAFO s is perhaps unique in the tremendous
co-benefits afforded by its process; these co-benefits include both
energy production and a nmaj or decrease in regional airborne
particul ate matter

A critical mssed co-benefit in the AB32 Scoping Plan is the

i mprovenent in air quality fromisolating aninal waste | agoons from
di rect exposure. This isolation is a conplinmentary result to
instituting a waste digestion systemin a CAFO s as considered as a
vol untary neasure

Need to Include Fertilizer-Related Enmissions In Agricultural GHG
The Plan credits these enmissions to “largely nethane emni ssions
fromanimals and their waste.” However, agricultural fertilizer
application should also be included in this sum which would be no
smal | additi on—as nmuch as 90 million nmetric tons of CO2 per year
are used by CAFO s, a full half of which is attributable to food
crop production. Further, at |east one study notes that
fertilizer nmust be included in the em ssions regulatory regine
because ot herwi se the methane capture practices “could induce
secondary effects that dimnish water quality (e.g. switching to
crops with greater fertilizer requirenments.)” Even so, the study
concl udes that between 60 and 70 nmillion tons of crop-rel ated
carbon em ssions can be mitigated—while leading to a 2% i nprovenent
in water quality.

Even with the inclusion of fertilizer, however, the Scoping Plan
underestimates the contribution of CAFO s to |ocalized and highly
concentrated greenhouse gas em ssions in California. The plan does
not acknow edge that California’s Central Valley contains the

hi ghest concentration of dairy CAFOs in the world, |eading to an

i nordinately high | evel of |ocalized greenhouse gas eni ssions.
Conbine this concentration with a recent study delineating the
contribution to greenhouse gas em ssions from agricultural sources
that “surpass those of the transportation sector,” and it is



reasonabl e to conclude that agricultural enissions contribute far
nore than 9% of state greenhouse gas em ssions.

Concl usi on

Do not give agriculture an exception to AB32. The California
Legi sl ature made no such exception in their legislation, and the
ARB' s exclusion of this sector fromthe Scoping Plan is a violation
of the letter and intent of the law. d obal farm ani mal production
is expected to double by 2050. W nust act now to conbat this
chal | enge.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1628-alazar_agricultural_emissions.zip'

Original File Name: Alazar agricultural emissions.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:26:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 429 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Busco

Email Address: john.busco+politik@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reduce greenhouse gasesin land use plans
Comment:

Pl ease include an aggressive em ssion reduction target for the | and
use sector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan

Growm h should be directed by lowering vehicle niles travel ed,
i ncreasi ng opportunities for wal king and bi ki ng, and making transit
accessi ble for nore peopl e.

Thank you for your consideration.

John Busco

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:27:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 430 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Del

Last Name: Schembari

Email Address: bat025@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

|'ve been asked by the Sierra Club to send a nessage consi dering
green house gases in land use policy. | wholehartedly accept their
stance on this issue.

VWhen voting for the next governor, and state offices, this factor
will be a major criteria while considering who to vote for.

Pl ease do all you can to reduce greenhouse gases. Let's keep
California a cutting edge | eader so the nation can foll ow our
exanpl e.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:32:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 431 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: Ambo

Email Address: bambo@morro-bay.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Morro Bay

Subject: City of Morro Bay Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attached letter.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1631-08 _dec_morro_bay comments _carb_scoping_plan.pdf'

Original File Name: 08 Dec Morro Bay Comments CARB Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:32:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 432 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ronald

Last Name: Cohen

Email Address: rccohen@berkeley.edu
Affiliation: UC Berkeley

Subject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan, October 2008; Tracking and measuring

progress
Comment:

see attached file

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1632-scoping_plan_|etter.pdf'

Original File Name: scoping_plan_letter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:34:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 433 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tony

Last Name: Picarello

Email Address: tpicarello@westport.com
Affiliation: Westport

Subject: GHG and Criteria Pollutant Emissions Estimator
Comment:

Pl ease See Attached Letter & Report

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1633-tiax_report.zip'

Original File Name: TIAX Report.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:36:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 434 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Renee

Last Name: Zeimer

Email Address: zeimer@wal nut-creek.org
Affiliation: City of Walnut Creek

Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/1634-cityofwal nutcreekcomments.scoping_plan.pdf’

Origina File Name: CityofWal nutCreekComments.Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:38:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 435 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Shelly

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address. ssullivan@onemain.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Open Letter Re: AB 32 Scoping Plan Cost Concerns From Business and Taxpayer
Groups
Comment:

Attached please find an 'Qpen Letter' to CARB Chair Mary Nichols
from65 of California' s business and taxpayer organizations

di scussi ng cost concerns of the Scoping Plan as it is currently
witten.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1635-open _letter to carb 12 10.pdf’

Original File Name: Open Letter to CARB 12_10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:41:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 436 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Sandoval

Email Address: jim.sandoval @ch2m.com
Affiliation: Bay Area Clean Water Agencies

Subject: Scoping Plan Comment L etter
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached comment |etter on the Scoping Plan that
' mam sendi ng ARB on behal f of the Bay Area Cl ean Water Agencies.
Regar ds,

Ji m Sandoval

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1636-bacwa_scoping_plan-comment_letter - signed.pdf’

Original File Name: BACWA_SCOPING_PLAN-Comment_L etter - signed.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:42:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 437 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Mogensen

Email Address: matt.mogensen@fountainvalley.org
Affiliation: City of Fountain Valley, CM Office

Subject: City of Fountain Valley Comment Letter on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached City of Fountain Valley coment letter on
the CARB's Draft Scoping Plan from Mayor Cuy Carrozzo.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1637-fountain_valley draft_scoping_plan_comment_|etter.pdf'

Original File Name: Fountain Valley Draft Scoping Plan Comment L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:46:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 438 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Sandoval

Email Address: jim.sandoval @ch2m.com

Affiliation: Calif. Wastewater Climate Change Group

Subject: Comment Letter on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached conment letter on the Scoping Plan that |
am sending to the ARB on behal f of the California Wstewater
Cimte Change G oup (COWNCCG) .

Regar ds,

Ji m Sandoval

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1638-20081210-cwccg-ab32-scoping_plan_comments.pdf’

Original File Name: 20081210-CWCCG-AB32-Scoping_Plan_comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:47:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 439 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Murphy

Email Address: rmurphy@ierdc.org
Affiliation: Institute for Energy Research

Subject: IER Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are |ER s critical comments on the econom ¢ anal ysis
contai ned in Appendi x G of the Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1639-ier_comments_ab32_scoping_plan.pdf’

Original File Name: IER_Comments AB32_Scoping_Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:50:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 440 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Goldman

Email Address: Igoldman@ci.alameda.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Alameda

Subject: City of Alameda comments on draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached letter fromthe Mayor of Al aneda.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1640-letter_to_mary_nichols.pdf'

Original File Name: letter to Mary Nichols.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:50:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 441 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Westerfield

Email Address: amercad@smud.org
Affiliation: SMUD

Subject: SMUDs Comments of AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find SMJID s Corments for the AB 32 Scoping Pl an.
I f you have any questions, please contact Araceli at 916 732-6447.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1641-smuds_arb_scoping_plan_comments.doc'

Original File Name: SMUDs ARB Scoping Plan Comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:50:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 442 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: LeiLani

Last Name: Johnson Kowal

Email Address: |eilani.johnson@ladwp.com

Affiliation: Los Angeles Department of Water & Power

Subject: LADWP Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find the Los Angel es Departnment of Water and
Power's (LADWP) comments on the Proposed Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1642-ladwp_- proposed scoping_plan_comments 12-10-2008 final.pdf'

Original File Name: LADWP - Proposed Scoping Plan Comments 12-10-2008 final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:50:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 443 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Wallis

Email Address. wallis@ebmud.com
Affiliation: EBMUD

Subject: Nichols-AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are coments from EBMJD regarding the AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1643-ab_32_comment_letter 12-10-08.pdf'

Original File Name: AB 32 comment |etter 12-10-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:52:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 444 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Andy

Last Name: Katz

Email Address: andyk@ggbreathe.org
Affiliation: Breathe California

Subject: Support Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Decenber 10, 2008

California Air Resources Board

1001 | Street

Sacrament o, CA 95812-2815

RE: Support for Proposed Scoping Plan
Chair N chols and ARB Menbers:

Breathe California strongly supports the Proposed Scoping Pl an

which will protect public health by reduci ng greenhouse gas
em ssions that are causing the tenperature to rise and the clinate
to change. Increased tenperatures increase the nunber and severity

of days with unheal thy exposure to ozone, causing asthma attacks
and respiratory di sease

Cumul ative Inpacts and Public Health Role

We encourage the Board to inplenent policies that will provide for
a formal role for public health agencies to coment and informthe
deci si on- nmaki ng process as proposed rules are developed. Wile it
is critical to counter the adverse consequences of clinmate change,
it must be done in a way that does not harmthe health of
conmuni ti es already inmpacted by polluting sources.

Strong Land Use Targets Needed

We urge the ARB to set a strong | and use target in the range of 11
— 14 MMI. This is based on a recent scientific analysis by Dr.
Reid BEwing and Dr. Arthur C. Nel son which shows that these
reductions are achievable with policies California is already
contenmplating. This higher target will need to be conmbined with a
commitment to support regions, |local governnent, and transportation
agencies with the financial resources to achieve the target. The
Proposed Scoping Plan indicates that carbon auction revenues from
transportation fuel are a potential source for this financial
support.

Thank you for your continued | eadership in protecting public
heal t h.

Si ncerely,

Andy Kat z



Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1644-12.10.08_scoping_plan.doc'

Original File Name: 12.10.08 Scoping Plan.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:53:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 445 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

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



Comment 446 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jennifer

Last Name: De Lurgio

Email Address. environmental-steward@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Cap-and-Trade Concerns
Comment:

Greetings Chai rwonan N chols and Board Menbers:

I am an energy managenent student at the wonderfu
Envi ronnental Studies Division of De Anza Conmunity Col | ege, and an
Envi ronnental Prograns intern at the City of Morgan HIl. | am
inspired by AB 32 legislation, and amcomitted to hel pi ng
California succeed in it's specified goals.

As you know, clinate chaos due to human-caused actions
contributing to global warm ng may very well mean the end of our
lives as we know themon this beautiful planet. Because California
is a sentinel for our country, and indeed the world, we need solid
and exact neasures to ensure we nmeet AB 32 emi ssions reductions
requi renents.

I am concerned that with a nunber of aspects to the the
proposed cap-and-trade program First, a cap-and-trade programis
vul nerable to special interests manipulation which is often hard to
prove. Entities can fudge accounting so that CO2 em ssions
actual ly increase, even though reductions are claimed. Enm ssions
reductions results would be too hard to quantify, enforce, and
verify.

Al t hough certain businesses would profit fromthe market

mechani sm of cap-and-trade, the customer will pay nore, while
getting less. The Scoping Plan proposes that up to 49% of
em ssions reductions will be allowed to take place from offsets.

Much | ess innovation and alternatives would be encouraged with a
cap-and-trade program allow ng offsets, than would with a carbon
tax. Californian residents will also see | ess benefits as offsets
for California enm ssions are allowed to occur outside of the state.

As you know, nmany environnmental and econom c experts are in favor

of a carbon fee. The IPCC estinmates that in order to stabilize GHG
em ssions at an acceptable level, a tax of around $50 for each
nmetric ton would be needed worldwi de. | believe a cap-and-fee
program woul d be a nuch better alternative and shoul d be thoroughly
consi dered before California sets the precedent with neasures which
are inadequate to get the job done.

Thank you for readi ng ny comrents!

-Jennifer De Lurgio



Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:55:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 447 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Kayser-Grant

Email Address: Ikgrant3@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Strengthen commitment to land use reform in AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear Menbers of CARB

Pl ease strengthen your comitnent to |l and use reformin the AB 32
Scoping Pl an. Many policy makers agree that you can double or
triple your conmtnment of greenhouse gas reduction fromland use,
fromthe current 5 million netric tons to up to 14.

Land use has a trenendous inpact on the generation -- or |ack

t hereof -- of greenhouse gases. Comunities need the push to
requi re nore dense, wal kabl e/ bi keabl e, transit-oriented

devel opnent, which can greatly reduce the production of greenhouse
gases.

In ny community devel opnent deci sions are basically nmade by

devel opers: whatever they propose is what the city council and
supervisors end up accepting. W need strong incentives and rul es
di recting devel opnent and redevel opnent to give municipalities the
direction and backing they need to create communities that help us
reduce greenhouse gases instead of increasing them

Pl ease take strong action nowto reformland use in order to
reduce greenhouse gases.

Si ncerely,

Li sa Kayser- G ant
Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:56:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 448 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Allan

Last Name: Krauter

Email Address. akrauter@co.kern.ca.us
Affiliation: Kern County Administrative Office

Subject: County of Kern Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are coments from Supervisor Mchael J. Rubio, Chairman of
the Kern County Board of Supervisors, to the California Air

Resour ces Board regarding the AB 32 Scoping Plan. By unani nous
vote of the Board, Supervisor Rubio has been authorized to submt
the attached comments on behal f of the County of Kern.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1649-county _ab 32 scoping_plan_comments.doc'

Original File Name: County AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:59:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 449 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Patton

Email Address: gapatton@stanfordalumni.org
Affiliation: As An Individual

Subject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Decenber 10, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair

California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

Sacr ament o, CA 95814

RE: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Pl an
Dear Ms. Nichols and Menbers of the Board

I amcurrently serving as the General Counsel of the Planning and
Conservation League (PCL), and in that capacity | participated in
t he passage of AB 32 and have been closely follow ng the

devel opnent and revi ew of the proposed Clinmate Change Scoping Pl an
mandat ed by that historic legislation. PCL has submtted officia
comments to your Board on the Proposed Scoping Plan, with which
agree. This coment, however, is subnitted personally, and not on
behal f of PCL. Its purpose is to highlight ny concern that the ARB
(on which | briefly served) infuse an increased sense of urgency
into the Scoping Plan

G obal warming is nore than just “inconvenient.” W face a
human- caused chal l enge to the continued existence of human life as
we know it. dobal warming puts the natural environment in great
peril, but our human econonic and political institutions are in
even greater danger. Wiile we tend to think of global warming in
“l'inear” terms, in which we anticipate slowy escalating world
tenmperatures, the facts are nost probably otherw se. Uncontroll able
positive feedback processes can quickly transformworld climte in
i ncredi bly adverse ways if we reach certain “tipping points.”
Significant rel eases of trapped nmethane, caused by the |oss of
permafrost, and the |oss of artic ice, opening up new areas of
ocean for heat absorption, can profoundly change gl oba
tenperatures, with horribly adverse results. And these changes can
cone upon us rapidly, even within a single decade. Dr. James E.
Hansen, and the National Aeronautics and Space Adm nistration, have
been quoted as saying that we nmust significantly curtail greenhouse
gas emi ssions by no later than 2016 to avoid a climte

cat astrophe

In view of the enornmity of the global warm ng chall enge, we can be
justifiably proud that AB 32 has made a commitnent, on behal f of
all Californians, that we will actually roll back the eni ssion of
greenhouse gases in this state. We cannot afford, however, to be
self congratulatory. | amwiting to urge the ARB to denpnstrate an



i ncreased sense of urgency about the global warming crisis that
confronts our state, nation, and world.

Busi ness as usual is a prescription for disaster. | believe that

if we can do sonething to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, then we
must do it, and we nust act at the earliest possible tinme. In Wrld
War |II, facing a different type of challenge to the continued

exi stence of human civilization, the United States nmade
fundamental changes in its econony in about two years tinme. W need
to do the same now. W need, in other words, to require ourselves
to take pronpt action, not just say it would be a good idea — and
not just hope that “the market,” or “incentives,” wll sonehow nake
it happen.

| have several specific comrents on the Cctober 2008 Draft Scoping
Pl an:

1. The Executive Summary in the Cctober 2008 Draft Scoping Plan
ends with this quote from Governor Schwarzenegger: “We owe our
children and we owe our grandchildren. W sinply nust do everything
in our power to fight global warmng before it is too late
(enphasis added).” | urge the ARBto insist that the policies and
progranms set forth in the Final Scoping Plan in fact “do

everyt hing” we have the power to do.

2.1n the “Introduction” to the Draft Scoping Plan, on Page 3, the
ARB notes that it has increased the anticipated greenhouse gas

em ssi on reductions for Regional Transportation-Related G eenhouse
Gas Targets from2 to 5 million nmetric tons of CO2 equival ent,
conpared to the first iteration of the draft plan. This is the
right direction, but it’'s not far enough. What we are tal ki ng about
here is a commitnment to end the sprawling | and use patterns which
not only cause gl obal warm ng, but which also destroy farm ands,
natural resource |ands, and underm ne the social stability of our
conmunities. | urge a target of not less than 14 nmillion netric
tons of CO2 equival ent, which studies submtted to the ARB indicate
is an attainabl e goal

3. On Page 18, the ARB identifies the devel opnent of a so-called
“cap and trade” programas a “central feature” of the overal
reconmendati on contained in the Draft Scoping Plan. | believe that
the “central feature” of the Scoping Plan shoul d be achievabl e
“caps,” not “trading.” A focus on “trading” will likely divert
efforts fromthe primary goal, which is to require ourselves to
nmake every possible reduction we can, at the earliest possible
time. The basic problemw th a “narket” approach to nmeeting the

gl obal warming challenge is that nmarkets are designed to operate as
every individual attenpts to maxim ze his or her individual best
interest. Gobal warmng is a crisis that confronts us
collectively. W are all in this together. Therefore, if there are
t hi ngs which can be done to reduce em ssions, our AB 32 program
needs to require that they actually be done. A so- called “market”
approach suggests that what people ought to do is to search for
sonme way to get soneone el se to make reductions, so they don’t have
to. This is not the right nessage at a tinme of crisis.

4.1 agree with the Environnmental Justice Advisory Conmittee that
the ARB shoul d i npl enment a three-pronged approach for addressing
greenhouse gases: “(1) adopting standards and regul ations; (2)
providing incentives; and (3) putting a price on carbon via a
carbon fee



5. Page 25 of the Draft Scoping Plan suggests that “new power
plants, both fossil fuel fired and renewabl e generation, will be a
critical part of the state’'s electricity mx in comng decades.” To
nmeet the global warm ng chall enge, we need to stop combusting
fossil fuels. Arule prohibiting “new fossil fuel burning power

pl ants, so that new power plants will neet increased energy denand
t hrough renewabl e generation and conservation, is the kind of
response our state should be making to the crisis that we are
confronting. A provision could be designed to allow the
reconstruction of existing fossil fuel power plants if the
reconstructed plant would result in a significant reduction in

em ssi ons per unit of power produced.

In ny experience, which does include a brief stint as a nenber of
the ARB, one of the great strengths of the Air Resources Board is
its deliberative and professional rul emaking process. That

prof essional and scientifically-based approach is clearly visible
as the ARB determines howits Cinmate Change Scoping Plan will be
framed.

| urge the Board, as it adopts the Scoping Plan — and even nore
importantly, as it inplements the Scoping Plan — not to let its
“deliberative” tradition blind it to the need for dramatic and

ef fective action to reduce greenhouse gas em ssions at the earliest
possible time, and to the greatest degree possible. Please, in both
what you wite, and what you do, highlight the sense of urgency
that nust notivate our efforts.

We shouldn’t |let ourselves off the hook by passing by any feasible
way to reduce greenhouse gas em ssions. W shoul dn’t decide that
because we are leading the world in doing sonething that this is
enough. Again, the ARB should be devising and inplenenting a plan
that will actually do what Governor Schwarzenegger said:

“We owe our children and we owe our grandchildren. W sinply nust
do everything in our power to fight global warnming before it is too
late.”

Thank you for taking ny conments into account.
Yours truly,
Gary A Patton

cc: PCL

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1650-final_scoping_plan_comment_letter to_arb - gap.doc’



Original File Name: Final Scoping Plan Comment L etter to ARB - GAP.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:02:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 450 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephanie

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: stephanie@wsgma.org

Affiliation: Western States Goods Movement All: IWLA

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Joint Comments from Western States Goods Mowvenent Alliance and the
I nternational Logistics and Warehousi ng Associ ation

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1651-wsgma._joint_cover letter scoping_plan_12-10-08.docx’

Original File Name: WSGMA Joint Cover letter scoping plan 12-10-08.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:02:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 451 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: William

Last Name: Westerfield

Email Address: amercad@smud.org
Affiliation: SMUD

Subject: SMUDs Comments of AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Comments sent at 11:50 earlier today. This copy is on |etterhead.
The conments, thenselves are the sane.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1653-smuds_arb_scoping_plan_comments.pdf'

Original File Name: Smuds ARB Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:06:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 452 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Julie Meier

Last Name: Wright

Email Address: cd@sandiegobusiness.org
Affiliation: (619) 234-8484

Subject: San Diego Regional EDC Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find a copy of the San Di ego Regi onal EDC and San Di ego
Regi onal Chanber of Commerce |letter on scoping plan.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1655-12 10 08 mary nichols carb re ab 32 implementation.doc'

Original File Name: 12 10 08 Mary Nichols CARB re AB 32 Implementation.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:10:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 453 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Overn

Email Address: movern@agrium.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Objection to Proposed Rule
Comment:

CARB -

Kindly review ny attached letter in objection to the proposed
rule.

Thanks -
M ke

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1656-arb_|etter.doc'

Original File Name: ARB Letter.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:13:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 454 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Luke

Last Name: Cole

Email Address: luke@igc.org

Affiliation: Center on Race, Poverty & the Environmt

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1657-scoping_plan_comments - _crpe fina _12-10-08.pdf’'

Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comments - CRPE final 12-10-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:28:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 455 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: lisa

Last Name: jacobsen

Email Address: |jacobse@fire.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Attached is a Comment Letter from CAL FI RE

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1658-carb.pdf’

Original File Name: CARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:39:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 456 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gillian

Last Name: Hayes

Email Address: ghayes@srcity.org
Affiliation: City of Santa Rosa

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter....

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1660-ab32_scoping_plan_comments.pdf'

Original File Name: AB32 Scoping Plan comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:16:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 457 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Timothy

Last Name: Papandreou

Email Address: papandreout@metro.net
Affiliation:

Subject: California Air Resources Board's (CARB) Proposed AB 32 Climate Change Scoping
Plan
Comment:

Decenmber 9, 2008

Chair Mary Nichols

California Air Resources Board
1001 “1” Street

P. OO Box 2815

Sacrament o, CA 95812

Dear Chair Nichols, Board Menbers, and Staff:

The Regi onal Transportation Planni ng Agenci es (RTPAs) appreciate
the opportunity to comment on the California Air Resources Board's
(CARB) Proposed AB 32 Cimate Change Scoping Plan. California s 43
RTPAs seek to ensure that transportation projects can be
successfully inplenmented that provide the nultiple benefits of
econom ¢ devel opnent, inproving quality of life and neeting state
and federal environnental goals.

VWil e m ndful of the previous comrents subnitted by the RTPAs on
August 13th, we would like to bring to your attention to these
additional comments for inclusion in the Proposed Scoping Pl an

* Support the securitization of existing funding |l evels of state
transit fundi ng and dedi cate new sources to acconmodat e npda

shift. While the Proposed Scoping Plan’s overall policy goals
support and encourage a shift toward nore transit-oriented
conmuni ti es and acknow edges the necessity of a secure source of
transit funding, it fails to acknow edge the state’s continued raid
of transit funding to bal ance the budget. A significant state role
intransit funding is critical to neeting the statutory goals of AB
32 and SB 375 and the need to protect such fundi ng sources shoul d
to be acknow edged in the plan. Additionally, the plan should
acknow edge that a nodal shift will place a greater burden on
transit systems necessitating a dedicated, secure and sustai nabl e
fundi ng source to acconmpdate this shift.

e Credit for enission reductions achi eved through bond funded
projects should belong to the local inplenenting entity. Local
jurisdictions are contributing the majority of funding for these
transportation projects through |ocal matching funds, in addition
to other expenditures for planning, environnental reviews, and

engi neering. Assigning credit of GHG em ssion reductions achi eved
t hrough these projects entirely to the state ignores the role of

| ocal agencies in inplenenting these em ssion reduci ng projects and
decreases the ability to reach regional GHG targets. The regi ona



transportati on plans anal yze the cunul ative inpact of all |and use
deci sions and transportation projects based upon overal

anticipated funding w thout regard to the funding source and
separating out specific projects requires an analysis of what would
happen wi t hout those projects but nust include how the funding that
went to those projects would otherwi se be spent. Accordingly this
policy is unworkable if applied to regional transportation

pl anning. W& ask that this be clarified. If this does apply to

regi onal transportation planning, the Plan should consider the
option of crediting GHG reductions proportionally based upon the
funding contribution of each entity.

The RTPAs | ook forward to partnering with CARB on inpl enentation

of plan. RTPAs representing different areas of the state should be
i ncl uded as key representatives on the Regional Targets Advisory
Committee to ensure integrated inplementation of the Scoping Plan
with the SB 375 process. Through this partnership, the RTPAs hope
that a workabl e framework can be devel oped whereby the goals of AB
32 and SB 375 can be successfully net and transportati on agencies
can continue inplenenting transportation projects efficiently and
ef fectively. Please contact Tinothy Papandreou at (213) 922-2281 or
Wendy Villa of OCTA at 714-560-5595 if you have any questions.

Si ncerely,

Rachel Moriconi
Moder at or 2008/ 09
California Regional Transportation Planni ng Agenci es

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1661-rtpa_comments_12-5-08_carbscopingplan.pdf’

Original File Name: RTPA Comments 12-5-08 CARB ScopingPlan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:27:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 458 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Guilderson

Email Address: tguilder@ucsc.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan, Tracking and Measuring Progress
Comment:

The | egi sl ati on proposed under the auspices of AB 32 The California
G obal Warming Sol utions Act of 2006, is ground-breaking,
progressive and an inportant step in the right direction towards a
nati onal dialog and eni ssions reduction programin concert with a
credi bl e national energy policy. The legislation has been foll owed
up by the recently-released “Cli mate Change Proposed Scopi ng Pl an
Cct ober 2008” which lays out the inplenentation of AB 32, which is
al so an inportant step towards defining the requirenents, needs,
and ret hodol ogy to nmeet the reductions nmandated under AB32.

However, “Tracking and Measuring Progress” (Section IV-D) is
fundanmentally flawed in its assunptions and inplenentation in
nearly exclusively relying upon a ‘bottomup’ inventorying nethods
for quantifying and tracki ng “greenhouse gas” (GHG enissions.
There is a large and extensive scientific literature base which
docunents that such inventories can be off by factors of two (2) or
nore. This is the case nationally in the US where the bottom up
estimate of SF6 emi ssions are close to a factor of three (3) |ower
than what is required to match what is observed in the atnosphere.
This single exanple shares comonal ity with other estinates of

ot her enissions which show that bottomup inventories are al ways

bi ased to UNDERESTI MATI NG the true enmissions. This is the case
even when there are not substantial financial incentives and

di s-incentives to ‘gerrymander’ the inventory to neet a specific
outcome (eg., when cap and trade, “mtigation” efforts, and
“carbon” auctions, each of which carries financial benefits and

i ncentives for specific players, are being conbined in the case of
AB 32’'s inplenentation).

A credible, scientifically defensible estinmate of GHG emi ssions
requires additional effort beyond the “Report Card” approaches
described in the Scoping Plan. Such nmethods need to include an
anal ysis of the uncertainties in the GHG em ssions, and independent
verification of the bottomup inventories. There is only a brief
reference to verification based on atnospheric neasurenments at the
end of the third paragraph in Section IV-D: “Continuous atnospheric
noni tori ng of greenhouse gases nmay be useful for determning the

ef fecti veness of em ssion reduction strategies and for future

i nventory devel oprment.” Such a statenment is ineffective and
artificially weak in articulating the true need of such an
activity.

In order to add credibility to the Scoping Plan, | strongly
reconmend that the Air Resources Board include an expanded
description on the role of instrumental observations, including but
not exclusive to continuous nonitoring and discrete whole air
sanmpling and inproving verification strategies such as the



conbi nati on of observations with nodeling (vis a vis “top down

i nversion” nodels). Wthout such a statenent the Scoping Plan if
i npl enented as stated will not neet the stated goals and act ual
progress towards (verified) em ssions reductions.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1662-arb _scopingcomm.pdf’

Original File Name: ARB_ ScopingComm.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:33:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 459 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Tooker

Email Address: ctooker@winfirst.com
Affiliation: Sacramento LAFCO

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

As a conmi ssioner on the Sacramento Local Agency Fornation

Conmi ssion (LAFCO, | amfocused on preventing urban sprawl and it
climate change inpacts, providing efficient municipal services and
protecting the County’s remaining agricultural |ands and open
space. In passing AB 32, the Legislature and the CGovernor clearly
recogni zed the inperative of effectively addressing climte change
NOWVin order to assure the vitality of California' s future econony
and quality of Iife. Meeting this challenge requires major changes
in public policy to assure that the "externalities" so |ong ignored
by our econom c system are adequately "internalized". The nythica
“free lunches” of the past are behind us. Such changes nust

reflect, in part, a clear understanding of the rel ationships

bet ween | and use, energy use, and clinmate change. As with the
critical national and world-w de economic crisis that we face
today, a half-hearted attenpt to address clinmate change is dooned
to failure! Fundanmental and even difficult changes in the way we
grow our conmunities are needed NOW

Accordingly, CARB should raise the | and use target in the AB 32
Scoping Plan from5 million nmetric tons of C02 equivalent (IMMI) to
11-14 MMI. The 5 MMI target is based upon nodels that are w dely
acknow edged to underestimate the benefits of dense, nixed-use
devel opnent, while the higher target is achievable with policies
California is already considering. In addition to reducing green
house gas emissions, such changes will provide other long term
benefits, including nore efficient nunicipal services, energy

savi ngs, and preservation of inportant agricultural |ands and open
space resources that are critical to our |long term econony and
quality of life.

Setting a higher target for the land use sector will signal to

| ocal governnents that establishing new | and use patterns is a
critical part of the transformation in our econony that is needed
to conmbat gl obal warm ng. Conversely, a lowtarget will send the
signal that business-as-usual devel opnent can continue and that
soneone else will solve the problem

Chri s Tooker

Publ i ¢ Menber Conm ssi oner
Sacr anent o LAFCO

Attachment: "



Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:34:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 460 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: donald

Last Name: manro

Email Address:. citizen-aide@clearwire.net
Affiliation: T C Citizens for Responsible Growth

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

We strongly encourage you to adopt a hi gher enission reduction
target for the land use sector of the AB 32 Scoping Plan. Standard
| ow density, autompbile oriented |and use patterns that underlie
the state's contribution to the gl obal greenhouse gas em ssion
crisis have al so been generating a severe health crisis responsible
for nore premature deaths than autonopbile accidents in the San
Joaqui n Vall ey.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 16:14:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 461 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Don

Last Name: Wood

Email Address. dwood8@cox.net
Affiliation: Pacific Energy Policy Center

Subject: Public Goods Charges on Water Bills
Comment:

Chai rwoman Nichol s and Board Menbers:

We understand that the Scoping Plan calls for significant

i nvestments in conservation and reconmends a public goods charge on
water bills to fund end-use water efficiency inprovenents,
systemw de efficiency projects and water recycling. W conpletely
support this action. The state |egislature approved |egislation
createi ng public goods charges on gas and electricity bills in the
1980s whi ch have hel ped fund energy efficiency progranms that have

saved California energy custoners billions of dollars in avoided
costs, and hel ped avoid the need to build dozens of new powerpl ants
costing billions of dollars since the PGC charges were first

adopted. W strongly urge the Board to keep water public goods
charges as part of our AB 32 inplenentation plans. Water
collection, transm ssion, distribution and treatnent requires 19%
of all the energy used in California. Finding nore ways to increase
wat er efficiency would help solve the state's energy problens, as
wel |l as addressing its water shortage problens.

Thanks for considering these coments.

Don Whod, Sr. Policy Advisor
Paci fic Energy Policy Center
La Mesa, California

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 17:30:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 462 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Sandberg

Email Address: karensandberg@surewest.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Legidative Analysts Office letter dated 11-17-2008 to Hon. Roger Niello
Comment:

| realize this conment is late - Please read the LAO letter

avail able on the internet - nmy house has suffered water damage and
isin the mddle of reconstruction and | amunable to attend the
neeting tonorrow and was unable to submit conments regarding the
Legi sl ative Analysts Ofice letter tinmely -

The LAO |l etter comments on inconsistencies and i nconpl et eness of

t he Scoping Plan - Please do not adopt this Scoping Plan - Pl ease
have anot her public hearing to discuss better alternatives. Thank
you.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 19:06:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 463 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Beth

Last Name: Huning

Email Address: bhuning@sfbayjv.org
Affiliation: San Francisco Bay Joint Venture

Subject: AB 32 scoping plan comments
Comment:

The San Franci sco Bay Joint Venture (SFBJV) is a partnership of
gover nnent agenci es, non-profit organizations, business, and

| andowners working col |l aborative to protect, restore, and enhance
200, 000 acres of wetlands in the San Franci sco Bay Area. The SFBJV
is one of 18 joint ventures in North America, inplenmenting the
North American Wetl ands Conservation Act. The SFBJV is

particul arly concerned about greenhouse gas em ssions as they
relate to climte change and sea | evel rise.

Ti dal wetl ands have been shown to be effective not only for flood
control and shoreline protection, but in sequestering carbon. They
al so provide valuable wildlife habitat mtigate for sea | evel ries.
Currently SFBJV partners are conducting research in conjuction
with the California Climte Action Registry to nore accurately
nmeasure and assess carbon sequestration in SF Bay tidal wetlands.
Addi ti onal research and technical assistance is needed to support
carbon sequestration, especially with respect to tidal wetlands.
There is also a strong need for research to devel op protocols for
carbon sequestration in wetlands, simlar to existing forestry
pr ot ocol s.

It is inmportant that there is a clear policy for gui dance on

carbon credit/mtigation funding that can be used with other public
funding that allow for projects sponsored by the SFBJV to be able
to receive funding fromnultiple sources (i.e. public funding
sources - state or federal- and carbon credit/mtigation funding.)

The SFBJV suggests that AB 32 allow for funds generated by carbon
credits/mtigation or other carbon revenue generating activities to
be used for research and technical assistance to inplenent projects
for adaptation, such as wetland restoration, acquisition.

If you have any questions about the SFBJV or our interest in

ensuring that tidal wetlands are considered in AB32 inplenentation
pl ease feel free to contact ne.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 20:06:31

No Duplicates.






Comment 464 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Whipple

Email Address: rwhipple@cosb.org
Affiliation: City of Solana Beach

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Public Comments
Comment:

Dear Honorabl e Chairperson, CARB Board Menbers and Clerk OF The
Boar d,

Pl ease accept comrents fromthe City of Sol ana Beach (Attached)
for consideration of Item #08-10-2 “Public Meeting to Consider the
Approval of Assenbly Bill 32 (AB 32) Scoping Plan to Reduce

G eenhouse Gas Emissions in California” to be held at 9:00 am on
Thur sday Decenber, 11, 2008.

Thank you for your consideration.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1673-carb_scoping_plan_comments - solana_beach.pdf'

Origina File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Comments - Solana Beach. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 21:19:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 465 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ameenah

Last Name: Fuller

Email Address. ameenahfull erdsenate@californiamail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissionsin CA
Comment:

Dear ARB board;

This letter is in support of AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce
Greenhouse Gas Emissions in California. It is inmportant the state
of California in conjunction with the Air Resources Board take
appropriate action in short order to inplenment the approval of AB
32. This is a progressive nmove in the right direction to reduce
Greenhouse gas em ssions and pronmote our environnental policies. It
is inmportant California set an exanple for the nation and becone a

nmodel on this issue. | will continually support AB 32 for a greener
California. The creation of new jobs in green technology is
paramount in today's econony. In addition, | support tax incentives

for honebuilders that build affordable green honmes in the
California.

Thank you.
Si ncerely,

Aneenah Ful | er

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 02:54:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 466 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lindell

Last Name: Price

Email Address: |price@walksacramento.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Land Use Reform, and multimodal transportation
Comment:

Pl ace nore enphasis on |and use reform M xed use and conpact | and
use opens the door to multinodal transportation. Stop wasting so
much of our valuable |and on pavement for driving and parking. To
reduce greenhouse gases, let's use nore land for trees and pl ants,
and | ess for pavenent for notorvehicles.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 07:22:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 467 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gladwyn

Last Name: d'Souza

Email Address: godsouza@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 Scoping plan comments
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichols:

Thank you for you and your staff's hard work on the Climate
Change Scoping Plan. Your plan will shape our states response to
gl obal warm ng over several decades.

As you neet Dec. 11-12 to consider whether to adopt the plan,
hope you take the tine to review three key areas: |and use,
auctions, and offsets.

Land Use: Pl ease consider setting a higher target for |and use
pol | uti on reduction since changing | and-use practices now

will reduce sprawl. The goal should be to recycle and reuse
existing infrastructure resulting in fossil fuels remaining in the
ground. Consider spreading the pricing nodel fromelectricity
across all areas of fossil fuel use. A sustainable quantity is

al l owed after which higher prices kick in.

Auctions: Please consider requiring auctions, not giveaways for
any and all carbon all owances granted by CARB. A cap and divi dend
as Hansen has said is inportant to address equity without which the
paradi gm doesn't change and not hi ng works. A working system of
Renewabl e Energy Credits will allow individuals to install solar
and create local distributed networks of clean power.

O fsets: Please think about reducing the offsets allowed under
this plan. Under the current plan, polluters could rely entirely on
offsets in the early years of the program thus allow ng polluters
in capped sectors to delay making their own emni ssion reductions
until later years, in some cases not until 2018.

Thank you for the strong | eadership you have provi ded and
continue to

provide as California addresses the pollution that causes gl oba
war m ng.

Si ncerely,

d adwyn d' Souza
1473 Si xth Ave, Bel nont Ca 94002

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 07:40:11



No Duplicates.



Comment 468 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ernest

Last Name: Silva

Email Address: esilva@m-w-h.com

Affiliation: Coalition for Adeguate School Housing

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan from C.A.S.H.
Comment:

This letter is being hand delivered to the ARB today.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1678-ab32scoping_planl.doc'

Original File Name: AB32scoping planl.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 09:28:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 469 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Burns

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Chevron
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1687-01.pdf'

Original File Name: 01.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:09:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 470 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Patrick

Last Name: Pratt

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Rancho Mirage
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1688-03.pdf

Original File Name: 03.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:13:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 471 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tilly

Last Name: Chang

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: San Francisco County Transporation Authority
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1689-04.pdf

Original File Name: 04.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:14:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 472 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ellen

Last Name: Tauscher

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Congress of the United States- House of Representatives
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1690-05.pdf

Original File Name: 05.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:16:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 473 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Harrison

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Office of the Mayor- City of Redlands
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1691-06.pdf'

Original File Name: 06.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:17:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 474 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Rudat

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Los Alamitos
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1692-07.pdf

Original File Name: 07.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:19:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 475 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Bisaha

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Servpro of Tustin
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1693-08.pdf

Original File Name: 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:21:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 476 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cheryl

Last Name: Brothers

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Orange County Council of Governments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1694-09.pdf

Original File Name: 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:23:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 477 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Doran

Last Name: Barnes

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Foothill Transit- We Drive
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1695-10.pdf

Original File Name: 10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:37:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 478 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Marcell

Last Name: Engstrom

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: R&R Customs- Small Business Owner
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1696-11.pdf'

Original File Name: 11.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:38:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 479 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Kerns

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Sonoma County Board of Supervisors
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1697-12.pdf

Original File Name: 12.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:39:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 480 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Lang

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Coast Fabrication, Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1698-13.pdf

Original File Name: 13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:40:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 481 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ellie

Last Name: Wooten

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Merced
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1699-14.pdf

Original File Name: 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:40:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 482 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Meyer

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: American Council of Engineering Companies
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1700-16.pdf'

Original File Name: 16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:41:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 483 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tim

Last Name: Traver

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Arvin
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1701-17.pdf'

Original File Name: 17.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:41:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 484 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Pastore

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Southern California Alliance of Publicly Owned Treatment Works
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1702-18.pdf

Original File Name: 18.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:45:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 485 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Douglas

Last Name: Crane

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Society in Favor of Depopulating California
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1703-19.pdf

Original File Name: 19.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:47:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 486 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Finnegan

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Automobile Club of Souther California
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1704-20.pdf'

Original File Name: 20.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:49:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 487 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Gurney

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Sebastopol
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1705-21.pdf

Original File Name: 21.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 16:17:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 488 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: Torliatt

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Bay Area Air Quality
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1706-22.pdf'

Original File Name: 22.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:30:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 489 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: David

Last Name: Tyson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Eureka
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1708-23.pdf

Original File Name: 23.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:38:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 490 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: J.P.

Last Name: Cativiela

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Community Alliance for Responsible Environmental Stewardship
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1710-24.pdf'

Original File Name: 24.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:40:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 491 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Lieber

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Albany
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1711-25.pdf

Original File Name: 25.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:42:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 492 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Best

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Contra Costa Council
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1712-26.pdf'

Original File Name: 26.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:42:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 493 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Suzanne

Last Name: Beers

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re; Keep the AB 32 Scoing Plan Strong!
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1713-27.pdf

Original File Name: 27.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:46:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 494 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Nelson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Placentia
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1714-28.pdf'

Original File Name: 28.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:47:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 495 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Jaquess

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Highlands
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1715-29.pdf'

Original File Name: 29.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:48:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 496 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Sutton

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Working Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1716-30.pdf'

Original File Name: 30.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:49:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 497 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Mahood

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Metro Chamber
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1722-34.pdf

Original File Name: 34.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:04:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 498 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sid

Last Name: Abma

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Sidel Systems U.S.A. Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1723-33.pdf

Original File Name: 33.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:06:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 499 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Albert

Last Name: Boro

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of San Rafael
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1724-35.pdf'

Original File Name: 35.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:07:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 500 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Ann

Last Name: Egan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Private Citizen- Against Global Warming Premise
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1725-36.pdf'

Original File Name: 36.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:08:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 501 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Louis

Last Name: Domessa

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Private Citizen
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1726-37.pdf'

Original File Name: 37.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:10:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 502 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Carol

Last Name: Schatz

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Central City Association
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1727-38.pdf'

Original File Name: 38.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:11:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 503 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Andreson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The Industrial Association, Inc. of Contra Costa County
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1728-39.pdf'

Original File Name: 39.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:13:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 504 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: C.L.

Last Name: Sathos

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Department of the Navy
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1729-40.pdf'

Original File Name: 40.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:14:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 505 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Gregory

Last Name: Adams

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1730-41.pdf'

Original File Name: 41.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:15:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 506 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Shelly

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Implementation Group
Comment:

DVD of Constituents Conments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. Copy of DVD
| ocated in the Decenber 2008 Board Book.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:55:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 507 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Harrington

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Southern California Leadership Council
Comment:

Bi nder of from Southern California Leadership Council. Binder
contains testinony of Lee Harrington, SCLC s Proposed Plan Coments
(Novenber 4, 2008), SCLC s Draft Plan Conments (July 3, 2008), and
an AB 32 Report. Original binder subnmitted is located in the
December Board Book.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:14:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 508 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Angela

Last Name: Johnson Meszaros

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Justice Advisory Committee
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1745-12 11 08 proposed plan_- eac_comments final.pdf '

Original FileName: 12 11 08 Proposed Plan - EJAC Comments FINAL .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:17:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 509 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Josh

Last Name: Margolis

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: CantorCO2e
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1746-cantorco2e.pdf’

Original File Name: CantorCO2e.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:19:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 510 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Robinson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Pollock Fishing Rules
Comment:

First Name: Richard

Last Nane: Robi nson

EMai | Address: RbnsnBkpkr @bcgl obal . net
Phone Nunber :

Affiliation

Subj ect: Pollock fishing rules
Conmment :

It has come to ny attention that the eastern Bering Sea poll ock
stock appears to have declined 50% since |ast year. This is
particularly alarming due to the vital role that pollock plays in
the Bering Sea ecosystem as a food source for depleted fur seals
and endangered Steller sea lions.

When you neet in Decenber, | urge you to set a catch linit that
will reverse the decline of pollock stocks and provide for the
needs for all species that depend on pollock as their prey.
Rebui | di ng pol l ock stocks will serve the long terminterests of
Al aska's fishing industry and coastal conmunities.

| also urge you to suspend the roe fishery. Wth pollock stocks
in trouble, it nakes no sense to deliberately take tons of

pr egnant

femal es before they release their eggs.

In general, a nore precautionary, ecosystem based approach is
needed to prevent declines of this nature. Marine reserves are a
val uabl e tool to enable degraded habitats to recover, and to
rebuild fish populations. They can al so serve as experinmenta
control s which hel p i ncrease understandi ng of the inpacts of
climat e change.

Deci sive action is needed now to prevent one of the |argest
fisheries collapses in history, with far reachi ng ecol ogi cal and
econom ¢ inplications.

Attachment: "
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:23:22



No Duplicates.



Comment 511 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Sidney

Last Name: Sigleton

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Wincentive Corporation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1748-scop0001. pdf’

Original File Name: scop0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:33:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 512 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Darren

Last Name: Stroud

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Valero
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1749-01.pdf'

Original File Name: 01.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:51:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 513 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Patrick

Last Name: Strader

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Starpointe Ventures
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1750-02.pdf

Original File Name: 02.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:52:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 514 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Suzanne

Last Name: Smith

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Sonoma County Transportation Authority
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1751-03.pdf

Original File Name: 03.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:53:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 515 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: James

Last Name: Camp

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Voit Development Company
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1752-04.pdf

Original File Name: 04.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:54:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 516 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Glenn

Last Name: Steiger

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Glendale
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1753-05.pdf

Original File Name: 05.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:55:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 517 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lynda

Last Name: Lang

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: CarpinteriaValley Chamber of Commerce
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1754-06.pdf'

Original File Name: 06.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:55:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 518 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Riley

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Riley Electric Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1755-07.pdf

Original File Name: 07.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:56:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 519 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Cunneen

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Signet Products, Inc.
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/1758-scoping0001. pdf*

Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:15:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 520 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Lorie

Last Name: Mead

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Mead Automotive & RV Repair
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/1759-scoping0002. pdf*

Original File Name: scoping0002.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:25:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 521 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Troy

Last Name: Robertson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Conway
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/1760-scopi nggdf0001. pdf'

Original File Name: scopinggdfO001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:52:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 522 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Kerras

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Communities for a Better Environment
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1761-cbe.pdf'

Original File Name: cbe.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:52:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 523 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Hdliker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Marin Municipal Water District
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: 'https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/truckbus08/946-paul_heliker.pdf'

Original File Name: Paul Heliker.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:41:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Hank

Last Name: Ryan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Small Business California
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/776-1.pdf

Original File Name: 1.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:40:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Charlotte

Last Name: Myers

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Interfaith Power and Light
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/777-3.pdf

Original File Name: 3.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:43:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Betsy

Last Name: Reifsnider

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Catholic Charities Diocese of Stockton
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/778-4.pdf

Original File Name: 4.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:45:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Danielle

Last Name: Osborn Mills

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments of the Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technologies
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/779-5.pdf

Original File Name: 5.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:48:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Angela

Last Name: Johnson Meszaros

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Climate Change and the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/781-aa.pdf

Original File Name: aa.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:13:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bud

Last Name: Beebe

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/782-7.pdf

Original File Name: 7.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:15:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Strong

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: American Chemistry Council
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/783-8.pdf

Original File Name: 8.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:16:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Beverly

Last Name: Alkire

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Green Consultants
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/784-9.pdf

Original File Name: 9.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:17:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Harrington

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Southern California Leadership Council
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/785-10.pdf

Original File Name: 10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:18:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Zuckerman

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Zen Compound LLC/ Temple Nightclub
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/787-11.pdf

Original File Name: 11.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:19:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: Michadl

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Bay Area Council
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/788-12.pdf

Original File Name: 12.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:20:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: James

Last Name: Duran

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: A Report of the Heritage Center for Data Analysis
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/789-13.pdf

Original File Name: 13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:22:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Kari

Last Name: Smith

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SunPower Corporation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/790-14. pdf

Original File Name: 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:26:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Smithline

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: Mandatory Commercial Recycling AB32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/791-15.pdf

Original File Name: 15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:58:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Rayomd

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Finelite
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/792-16.pdf

Original File Name: 16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:00:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Allen

Last Name: Lloyd

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Business Letter to ARB in Support of the Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/793-17.pdf

Original File Name: 17.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:10:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Skikine

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The Climate Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/794-18.pdf

Original File Name: 18.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:14:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Buddy

Last Name: Burke

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Republicans for Environmental Protection
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/795-19.pdf

Original File Name: 19.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:15:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Elliot

Last Name: Hoffman

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: New Voices for Business
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/796-20. pdf

Original File Name: 20.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:17:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Erikson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Climate Earth
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/803-climateearth0001. pdf

Original File Name: climateearthOOO1.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 13:24:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Betty Jo

Last Name: Toccoli

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Total One Development Center
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/804-22. pdf

Original File Name: 22.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 13:24:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bonni

Last Name: Holmes-Gen

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: Proposed Global Warming Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/807-230001. pdf

Original File Name: 230001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:10:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Weiner

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan Comments: Linda Weiner
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/808-24. pdf

Original File Name: 24.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:11:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Teri

Last Name: Duarte

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Testimony of AB32 Final Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/809-25. pdf

Original File Name: 25.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:11:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Dorsey

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Testimony of Dr. Michael Dorsey, Dartmouth College
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/810-26. pdf

Original File Name: 26.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:13:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Johnston

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Robert A. Johnston, Professor, UC Davis
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/811-27.pdf

Original File Name: 27.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:15:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Pike

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Judy Price- Director, Sustainablity and Supply Management
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/813-28.pdf

Original File Name: 28.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:17:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Meacher

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Board of Supervisors
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/814-30.pdf

Original File Name: 30.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:25:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: David

Last Name: Wright

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: David Wright- Proposed Scoping Plan Recommendations
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/815-31. pdf

Original File Name: 31.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:26:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Alexandra

Last Name: Destler

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Public Health Institute
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/816-32.pdf

Original File Name: 32.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:27:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: James

Last Name: Watson

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Justice Working Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/817-33.pdf

Original File Name: 33.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:31:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Diane

Last Name: Takvorian

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Health Coalition
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/818-34.pdf

Original File Name: 34.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:34:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Vania

Last Name: Ahmadi

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Healthy 880 Communities
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/819-35. pdf

Original File Name: 35.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:38:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Blake

Last Name: Simmons

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Energy Systems Department
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/820-36. pdf

Original File Name: 36.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:39:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: James

Last Name: Fine

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Environmental Defense Fund
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/822-37.pdf

Original File Name: 37.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:42:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Trisha

Last Name: Roth

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Trisha Roth, MD Comments for AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/823-38. pdf

Original File Name: 38.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:43:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Statement in Support of the Effective Limits on Offsets for Reducing Global Warming
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/824-39. pdf

Original File Name: 39.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:44:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Busch

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/825-40.pdf

Original File Name: 40.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:44:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Californians Against

Last Name: NA

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Californians Against Wate (See M essage)
Comment:

Cal i forni ans Agai nst Waste, Center for Biological Diversity,
Nat ural Resources Defense Council, Sierra Cub, The Nature
Conservancy, and the W/I derness Society.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/850-01. pdf

Original File Name: 01.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:41:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Geringer

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Kerman Chamber of Commerce
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/852-02. pdf

Original File Name: 02.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:55:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Seyed

Last Name: Sedredin

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: San Joagquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/853-03. pdf

Original File Name: 03.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:57:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Dave

Last Name: Jones

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Assemble California Legislature
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/854-04. pdf

Original File Name: 04.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:58:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: Walker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Walker Corporation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/855-05. pdf

Original File Name: 05.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:59:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Margo

Last Name: Brown

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Integrated Waste Management Board
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpl n08/856-06. pdf

Original File Name: 06.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:59:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: George

Last Name: Waidelich

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Safeway
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/857-07.pdf

Original File Name: 07.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:01:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Sierra Club Californ

Last Name: NA

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Sierra Club California
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/858-08. pdf

Original File Name: 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:04:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: John

Last Name: Kabateck

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Re: Small Business Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/860- 10.pdf

Original File Name: 10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:16:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Stan

Last Name: Dixon

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Board of Forestry and Fire Protection
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/861-11.pdf

Original File Name: 11.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:20:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Shayne

Last Name: Law

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: SQB Natural Beverage L eader
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/862-12. pdf

Original File Name: 12.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:22:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Ronald

Last Name: Stearn

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Sonora
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/863-13.pdf

Original File Name: 13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:31:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Dennis

Last Name: Lujan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Selma
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/865-14. pdf

Original File Name: 14.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:55:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Dixon

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Association of Governments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/866- 15. pdf

Original File Name: 15.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:57:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Nyhoff

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Modesto
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/867-16.pdf

Original File Name: 16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:57:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Eric

Last Name: Bever

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of CostaMesa
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/868-17.pdf

Original File Name: 17.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:59:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Novotny

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Lakewood
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/869-18. pdf

Original File Name: 18.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:00:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Henry

Last Name: Gardner

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Association of Bay Area Governments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/870-19.pdf

Original File Name: 19.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:01:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Egan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The City of Bellflower
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/871-20.pdf

Original File Name: 20.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:02:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Terry

Last Name: McKittrick

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Dinuba
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/872-21. pdf

Original File Name: 21.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:03:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Gregory

Last Name: Korduner

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Huntington Park
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/873-22.pdf

Original File Name: 22.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:04:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bob

Last Name: Zarrilli

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Commerce
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/874-20081126151704687.pdf

Original File Name: 20081126151704687.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:06:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Little

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Pasadena Chamber of Commerce
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/875-24. pdf

Original File Name: 24.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:08:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Jeffrey

Last Name: Parker

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Claremont
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/876-25. pdf

Original File Name: 25.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:08:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Jerry

Last Name: Amante

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: City of Tustin
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/877-26.pdf

Original File Name: 26.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:09:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Dombroski

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Retailers Association
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/880-09. pdf

Original File Name: 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:18:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Greg

Last Name: Karras

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Communication for a Better Environment (CBE)
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1731-comment.zip

Original File Name: Comment.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:04:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Rick

Last Name: Row

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Sustainable Silicon Valley
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1732-01.pdf

Original File Name: 01.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:08:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Amisha

Last Name: Patel

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Cal Chamber
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1733-03.pdf

Original File Name: 03.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:16:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Larry

Last Name: Forester

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Councilmember- City of Signal Hill. Gateway Cities
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1734-04.pdf

Original File Name: 04.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:20:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Peter

Last Name: Cooper

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Labor Foundation
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1735-05.pdf

Original File Name: 05.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:20:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Naomi

Last Name: Kim

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: California Environmental Rights Alliance
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1736-comments 2.zip

Original File Name: Comments 2.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:22:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Jesse

Last Name: Marquez

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Coalition for a Safe Environment
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1737-comments_3.zip

Original File Name: Comments 3.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:36:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: NA

Last Name: Group Comments

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Group Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1738-07.pdf

Original File Name: 07.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:37:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Skikne

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: The Climate Group
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1739-08.pdf

Original File Name: 08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:38:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Timothy

Last Name: Flanigan

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Flanigan Law Firm
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1740-09.pdf

Original File Name: 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:39:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Melissa

Last Name: Kelly-Ortega

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Public Member
Comment:

Attached copy of film"The 11th Hour".

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:42:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Lisa

Last Name: Wilcox

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Fillerton College
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1742-10.pdf

Original File Name: 10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:43:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Elaine

Last Name: Bdll

Email Address. Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: American Lung Association- Post Card
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
old/scopingpln08/1762-american_lung_assoc0001.pdf

Origina File Name: american lung assocO001.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 14:06:20

141 Duplicates.



Comment 78 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)

First Name: Juan

Last Name: Montes de Oca

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Clean Card Discount (Feebates)- Post Card
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/filessBARCU/barcu-attach-
ol d/scopingpln08/1763-feedbatesO001. pdf

Original File Name: feedbatesO001. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 14:07:38

200 Duplicates.



