
Comment 1 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: LopinskiEmail Address: thelopinskis@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Lowering Gasoline Use and EmissionsComment:Hello,

I read the article in the LA Times today about your proposal forlowering emissions, which I am full heartedly in support of.
I've thought of another way to lower these emissions and savehundreds of thousands of gallons of gas for automobiles inCalifornia without adding more regulations or incurring too muchextra costs.   

Have you ever noticed how people approach a stop light?  Theyeither race up and try to beat the yellow light or try to slowdown just enough to catch the green light before coming to a stop. Some people, of course, speed from one light to another and stopburning up precious fuel.

What if every stop light had a digital timer installed on top ofthe lights that could be seen hundreds of yards away thatindicated how much time was left before the light changed?  Thatway people could adjust their driving habits (and save gas) byslowing down or speeding up in order to catch a green light. Youcould also install cameras to keep the speeders from racing tobeat a red light.  

Studies have shown that this would increase fuel efficiency by atleast 5-10% (probably more).  We need to train people to be'smarter' drivers and break the bad habits most have now of racing from one light to another.  This measure, over time, woulddo that.

Thank you for your time. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-16 14:22:31No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: CraftEmail Address: dcraft@mbuapcd.orgAffiliation: MBUAPCDSubject: Shipping CO2 emissions reductionsComment:Current technology exists to reduce the ship engine CO2 emissionsby the equivalent of 10-35% using giant kites.  This technology isoffered by the European company SkySails.

http://www.skysails.info/index.php?id=472&L=2

"Currently, SkySails is offering towing kite propulsion systemsfor cargo vessels with an effective load of between 8 and 32 tons.The planned product program comprises towing kite propulsionsystems with an effective load of up to 130 tons."

A California based company, not as far along in developing thistechnology, is Kite Ship.

http://www.kiteship.com/news.php

Shipping companies investing in this technolgy are able to see apositive rate of return on their investment.

A GHG control measure should be developed that requires largeships entering California ports to have used this technology intheir travels here.  The CO2 emissions reductions could be verylarge even if the emission reductions are only 10%.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-16 14:49:25No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: WexlerEmail Address: aswexler@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UC DavisSubject: Scoping Plan: Tracking and Measuring ProgressComment:I recently attended the Bay Area Council Energy Committee meetingas UC Davis's representative where Bob Fletcher presented theproposed low carbon fuel standard in the Scoping Plan and TheresaCho (CPUC) presented their Building Energy Efficiency Plan.  Theseand other advances are very exciting -- as usual, the state isleading the country.

In reading the scoping plan, my attention was drawn to section Don page 107, Tracking and Measuring Progress.  A key portion ofthe Plan is understanding if we really are improving by performingatmospheric measurements and so the Plan reads "Continuousatmospheric monitoring of greenhouse gases may also be useful fordetermining the effectiveness of emissions reduction strategiesand for future inventory development."

This phrase "... may also be useful ..." weakens the statementunnecessarily.  As we know from long experience developingemissions inventories for compounds such as NOx and VOCs relatedto smog production, these inventories are highly uncertain.  Weknow this from atmospheric measurements and modeling.  If we donot measure greenhouse gas concentrations in the atmosphere, wewill not have any checks on the greenhouse gas emissionsinventories leaving the uncertainties unexplored.

By measuring greenhouse gases and a range of co-pollutants, wecannot only verify the GHG emissions inventory, but also associateshortcomings in the inventory with emissions sources becauseprocesses that emit greenhouse gases also emit other compounds andparticles that identify the sources.

Obviously, this is way too much detail for the scoping plan.  Thepoint of this comment is to encourage that this portion of theplan be strengthened.  I suggest that the wording be changed to"Continuous atmospheric monitoring of greenhouse gases isessential for determining the effectiveness of emissions reductionstrategies and for future inventory development."

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-17 08:47:54No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: PeeveyEmail Address: eeg@cpuc.ca.govAffiliation: CA Public Utilities CommissionSubject: Response to questions regarding appropriateness of electric sector cap and tradeComment:The attached letter is in response to questions presented byAssemblymember Dave Jones in comments he submitted to CARBregarding electric sector cap and trade. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/5-jones_dave_sep_16_2008_cap_n_trade_in_cal_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 17:46:30No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MargaretLast Name: TollnerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Feebates in the Scoping Plan for AB 32Comment:Oct 21, 2008

California Air Resource Board Members

Dear  Members,

I support the inclusion of a Clean Car Discount program---alsoknown as
a "feebates" program---in the Scoping Plan for AB 32, the
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006.
Studies show that a well-designed feebates program could reduce
emissions from California cars and trucks by an additional 30percent
beyond the expected reductions from California's global warming

pollution regulations for vehicles. The self-financing programprovides
one-time rebates and surcharges on the purchase of new cars andtrucks
based on each vehicle's level of global warming pollution, helpingto
make clean cars and trucks more affordable for all Californians.

Approximately 1.7 million new passenger cars and light-duty trucksare
purchased each year in California. Even with existing laws and
regulations, the bulk of global warming emissions in California
continue to come from passenger vehicles.

The California Clean Car Discount is an urgently needed part of
California's ground-breaking package of global warming solutions.I
urge you to include a feebates program in the Scoping Plan for AB32.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Tollner
4138 Marwick Ave
Lakewood, CA 90713-3032
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:00:45No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PeterLast Name: WilsonEmail Address: psfw_66@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: Cost-benefit analysisComment:To say that AB 32 implementation will increase net employment andincome is to make an economic prophesy that may, or may not, cometrue, regardless of the complexity of your economic modeling. Toproperly evaluate these regulations you must conduct acost-benefit analysis. And the jobs and investment you foresee areproperly categorized as a COST, not a BENEFIT, of implementation.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:06:33No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: D.Last Name: DustinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: Keep the AB 32 Scoping Plan StrongComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/8-dustin0001.pdf'Original File Name: dustin0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-22 13:07:12No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jon Last Name: Van BogartEmail Address: jvb@cleanfuelusa.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Please see the attached fileAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/9-perc_ghg_full_report.pdf'Original File Name: PERC GHG Full Report.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-27 14:58:39No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: W.R.Last Name: OvermanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Country of Siskiyou- Board of SupervisorsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/11-siskiyou0001.pdf'Original File Name: siskiyou0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:31:45No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PamelaLast Name: KnorrEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: County of Alpine- County Admistrative OfficeComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/12-alpine0001.pdf'Original File Name: alpine0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:36:38No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PamelaLast Name: TorliattEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of PentalumaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/13-pentaluma0001.pdf'Original File Name: pentaluma0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:42:33No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ReginaldLast Name: BurgessEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Reginald Burgess, CEO Hydrogenpowercentral.comComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/14-reginald0001.pdf'Original File Name: reginald0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:50:35No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JuliaLast Name: CatoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Julia A. CatoComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/15-jcato0001.pdf'Original File Name: jcato0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 16:53:42No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: RivasEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Regional Legislative AllianceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/16-regional0001.pdf'Original File Name: regional0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 17:03:55No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DianeLast Name: DillonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Napa County CaliforniaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/17-napa0001.pdf'Original File Name: napa0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-28 17:04:53No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: IreneLast Name: FarleeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Form Letter 1- CitizenLetterComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/18-scoping0001.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-29 11:16:201500 Duplicates.



Comment 17 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: BernsteinEmail Address: pbernstein@crai.comAffiliation: CRA InternationalSubject: Economic Analysis Supplement to the Draft Scoping PlanComment:Dear ARB,

Please see our attached comments on the Economic AnalysisSupplement to the Draft Scoping Plan.  Thank you for consideringour concerns.

Regards,
Paul BernsteinAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/20-eas_comments_crai.pdf'Original File Name: EAS_Comments_CRAI.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 10:35:00No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: MolinariEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of MontebelloComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/21-montebello0002.pdf'Original File Name: montebello0002.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 10:49:37No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: CanningEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: "Feebates" ProgramComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/22-scoping0002.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0002.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-30 11:01:09No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ElizabethLast Name: GavricEmail Address: elizabethg@car.orgAffiliation: California Association of REALTORSSubject: California Association of REALTORS Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please disregard the earlier post and see the attaced document forcomments from the California Association of REALTORS on theProposed Scoping Plan.
Thank you,
Elizabeth GavricAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:24:33No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ReginaldLast Name: BurgessEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Hydrogenpowercentral.comComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/25-reginald0001.pdf'Original File Name: reginald0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-31 09:32:23No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: shawnLast Name: johnsonEmail Address: shawn_jones@hurley.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:Dear CARB, please consider:

The Scoping Plan should use 2 strong and efficient measures:Feeding Tariffs (FiTs) and Carbon Fees. More than 37 countriesalready use FiTs, which require utility companies to pay a fixedprice to anyone generating renewable electricity. This fixed pricegives renewable energy generators return on costs plus a fairprofit. Carbon Fees establish a fixed price per ton of carbondioxide emissions.

And regarding the Carbon Pollution Trading Program, any programset up in California should auction pollution allowances. Auctionrevenues should then go towards developing clean energy technologyand other public benefits.

thanks for your consideration,

Shawn JohnsonAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-01 09:57:58No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: GrimesEmail Address: stevenlgrimes@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Hydrogen co-generation nuclear power plantsComment:Is the Board aware of any efforts to explore the possibility ofproducing hydrogen using High Temperature Gas Reactors?  No doubtmore study or a research facility would be required.  WouldCalifornians be willing to explore increased use of nuclear powerin exchange for cleaner air?Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/27-hybrid_process.pdf'Original File Name: hybrid_process.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-01 19:29:48No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lynn Last Name: AxelrodEmail Address: lynnl@rri.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Is Not Comprehensive on WaterComment:Please see attached comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/28-ab32_water_notcomprehensive.doc'Original File Name: AB32:Water:NotComprehensive.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-03 14:51:42No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: DichnerEmail Address: ddichner@zss.comAffiliation: Subject: Strengthening the draft Scoping PlanComment:The draft Scoping Plan should be strengthened in one or more of thefollowing ways:

1. The recommendation that electricity providers get 33% of theirenergy from renewable sources by 2020 needs to be mandated byeither legislation or regulation.

2. The 21% reductions in Greenhouse Gas emissions should belowered and pollution allowances should be auctioned.

3. The Scoping Plan should use Feedin Tariffs and Carbon Fees.

4. The Scoping Plan should mandate many more electric vehicles.

5. The Scoping Plan must utilize "Community Choice" which letscities and counties pool the buying power of all local electriccustomers.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-04 10:24:08No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Dorothy Last Name: RothrockEmail Address: ssullivan@onemain.comAffiliation: AB 32 Implementation GroupSubject: AB 32 Implementation Group -- Comments on CARB Economic AnalysisComment:Attached please find the AB 32 Implementation Group's comments onCARB's economic analysis for the AB 32 Scoping Plan.

If you have any trouble opening the zip file, please let me know.

Thanks for you help.

Shelly SullivanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:10:39No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffLast Name: DonovanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Support Union of Concerned ScientistsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/33-scoping0001.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-05 14:12:58No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ElizabethLast Name: PattersonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The City of Benicia Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/34-scoping0003.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0003.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-05 14:14:09No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoyceLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Form Letter 3- Comprehensive Cap and DividendComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/37-formletter0001.pdf'Original File Name: formletter0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 15:05:0234 Duplicates.



Comment 30 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: HannahLast Name: BorthwickEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/38-scop0001.pdf'Original File Name: scop0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:16:49No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TraceyLast Name: DrabantEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Bear Valley Electric ServiceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/39-scop0002.pdf'Original File Name: scop0002.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:18:26No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarryLast Name: VesserEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Climate Protection CampaignComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/40-ca_global_warming_petition.zip'Original File Name: CA Global Warming Petition.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-06 16:49:43No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ray Last Name: WeissEmail Address: rfweiss@ucsd.eduAffiliation: Scripps Oceanography, UCSDSubject: Scoping Plan: Tracking and Measuring ProgressComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/43-weiss_psp_11-7-08_comments.pdf'Original File Name: Weiss_PSP_11-7-08_Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-07 17:00:12No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: HelfrichEmail Address: john@helfrichtool.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:ARB Final Scoping Plan, there remain several points of seriousconcern to our company.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/45-ab32_calif_air_board.doc'Original File Name: AB32 Calif Air Board.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 09:02:32No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PieterLast Name: TansEmail Address: Pieter.Tans@noaa.govAffiliation: NOAA Earth System Research LaboratorySubject: Section IV D   Tracking and Measuring ProgressComment:Section IV D of the proposed scoping plan can be improved inessential ways in my opinion.  In the process of severely reducingemissions, enormous investments will be made by government, theprivate sector, and individual citizens.  We need to know to whatextent each of these policies or strategies is really successful asopposed to what is being claimed for them or desired.  It would befoolish to rely primarily, as the current plan appears to do, onclaimed reductions.  These accounting practices are indeednecessary, but society needs independent verification, on the scaleof counties and states, of the accounting in the place where itcounts, namely the atmosphere itself.  There is too much money atstake, nor can we afford the climate risk of mitigation measuresbeing not as effective as we hope they are.  I'll mention just twoexamples, out of many, pertaining to emissions inventories.  Thereis overwhelming evidence from atmospheric measurements that the EPAoverestimates U.S. emissions of carbon monoxide by a factor 2-3. There is also good evidence that they underestimate sulfurhexafluoride emissions (reported to the UN Framework Convention onClimate Change) by a factor of ~two. 
What I would like to see CARB propose is a plan to combine GHGmeasurements with many other chemical species, many of which arealready being measured, such as HCFCs, HFCs, CO, hydrocarbons, etc. The observation of correlated variations in the atmosphere helpsto apportion the variation of GHGs to specific processes, andsimultaneously it allows for better quantification of the emissionsof species contributing to air pollution.  To be fully effective,all of these measurements need to be a part of, and embedded in, alarger framework.  Air flows into, above, and out of California,contributing to information about emissions in California. 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 09:09:10No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DaleLast Name: CongelliereEmail Address: dale@crenshawdiemfg.comAffiliation: Crenshw Die and Mfg.Subject: RE: Concerns with AB32 Final Scoping PlanComment:See attachmentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/48-ab32_crenshaw.pdf'Original File Name: AB32 Crenshaw.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 10:11:18No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeffLast Name: MockEmail Address: thorock1@aol.comAffiliation: California Metals CoalitionSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:On behalf of our employees, I encourage the staff to reconsidersome of the provisions of the AB 32 Scoping proposals. Thank you.

Jeff Mock, Thorock Metals, Inc.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/49-ab32_review_request.doc'Original File Name: AB32 Review Request.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 11:45:47No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AngusLast Name: CraneEmail Address: acrane@naima.orgAffiliation: NAIMASubject: NAIMA's Comments - CARB's "Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan: A Framework For Change"Comment:November 10, 2008

Attached please find NAIMA's comments on the California AirResources Board's "Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan: AFramework For Change" (October 2008).

Please contact Angus Crane at 703/684-0084 if you have anyquestions.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/50-rac1865.doc'Original File Name: RAC1865.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 13:26:04No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KenLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Sec. 38560Comment:Please see the attachment.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/51-psp_comments_kenjohnson.pdf'Original File Name: PSP_Comments_KenJohnson.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-10 16:07:50No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RebeccaLast Name: SuttonEmail Address: becky@ewg.orgAffiliation: Environmental Working GroupSubject: AB32, environmental justice, and agricultureComment:The Air Resources Board estimates that agriculture in Californiareleases 6% of our global warming emissions. Research indicatesthat modifying our existing agricultural systems can transformagricultural lands from emissions sources to emissions sinks. Yetthe Air Resources Board proposed scoping plan includes just 1 pageof proposals relevant to agriculture, suggesting voluntary methanedigestion facilities at large dairies, and describing an on-goingresearch project on agricultural emissions of the global warminggas nitrous oxide.

The proposed scoping plan ignores many opportunities to useagricultural means to reduce global warming emissions, includingmeasures that would directly benefit underprivileged communities inthe inner city and farm workers. We ask that the Board evaluatefully the universe of global warming emissions reductions possiblein the agricultural sector, with special attention to thosemeasures that benefit disadvantaged communities. We recommendamending the proposed scoping plan to include measures and researchin the following 3 areas:

Urban agriculture
The Air Resources Board is actively encouraging urban forestrythrough approval of a methodology for quantifying voluntaryreductions accrued by planting trees. The Board should outline asimilar methodology associated with the creation of communitygardens in urban areas. Community gardens can sequester carbon inthe soil, and reduce the use of fuel to transport fresh produce tourban areas. Modeling a program after Oakland’s Food Policy andPlan (Oakland City Council Resolution No. 79680) to require urbanareas to source a percentage of their food locally would alsodramatically decrease the number of food miles needed to transportfood, thus decreasing fuel use and greenhouse gas emissions.Decreasing the size of inner city areas known as “food deserts,”areas, in which the only food available is expensive, highlyprocessed and packaged, or low quality would benefit minority,immigrant, and low-income communities. Environmental justiceco-benefits include improved nutrition and health of thecommunities served, and creation of welcoming public spaces forlocal residents to enjoy.

Organic agriculture
Decreased use of pesticides and synthetic fertilizers can reducethe significant energy inputs required to produce these chemicals,while simultaneously reducing harmful chemical exposures to farmworkers. Agricultural research also indicates organic farmssequester more carbon within the soil, and may release similaramounts of nitrous oxide. We recommend immediate implementation ofa targeted research program to quantify the overall global warmingfootprint of organic versus conventional farm practices.

Agriculture within the cap and trade framework
Agricultural offsets may be a useful means of reducing globalwarming emissions in California. If offsets become a major means bywhich capped sectors reduce emissions, however, the cap and tradesystem will fail to foster the technological innovations necessaryto move California away from fossil fuels, and will allow continuedexposures of fenceline communities near refineries and power plantsto toxic air contaminants. 

Review of the proposed scoping plan and related documentsindicates that the Air Resources Board has not provided acomprehensive investigation of these and other opportunities toreduce global warming emissions through agriculture. As part of “anopen public process,” the Board should publish feasibility and costevaluations of the measures described above.

We are pleased to have the opportunity to provide public commentsfor the Board’s consideration. We ask that the Board amend thescoping plan to take full advantage of the additional opportunitiesto achieve greenhouse gas emission reductions through improvementsin the environmental performance of agriculture. We also ask theBoard to provide a clear and detailed account of the reasoning ituses to identify and evaluate measures to reduce global warmingemissions in agriculture and all other sectors in California.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-11 09:23:11No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JuleeLast Name: Malinowski-BallEmail Address: julee@ppallc.comAffiliation: Public Policy AdvocatesSubject: Revised Comments from the California Biomass Energy AllianceComment:I would like to recall the comments filed yesterday 11/10/08 by theCalifornia Biomass Energy Alliance and submit the attached commentsdate 11/11/08 in its place. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 10:01:38No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: BrinkEmail Address: steveb@foresthealth.orgAffiliation: California Forestry AssociationSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CaliforniaComment:Comments are in attached word documentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 14:05:58No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KennyLast Name: ZauchaEmail Address: kenny@kenwalt.comAffiliation: NoneSubject: AB32Comment:Please see attached letter from me on behalf of my company. ThankYou.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 14:52:48No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AliciaLast Name: HancockEmail Address: aleeshk@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Please auction off all emission credits and limit offsetsComment:California has a unique opportunity right now to set an example forthe nation in how we collectively attack the problem of globalwarming.  CARB should be commended for developing a  Scoping Planthat is appropriately ambitious.  But, I write to encourage CARB tomake sure that the potential of this Plan is not destroyed by afailure to address the details.

Cap and trade can be an effective method of reducing emissions,but CARB's current Plan still does not specify how polluters willreceive these credits.  European countries provided emissioncredits for free to their industries, which contributed to thecrumbling of their nascent cap-and-trade system.  Please do notsubject us to the same mistake.  To provide the appropriateincentives (and disincentives), all of these emission creditsshould be auctioned.  Not only will this contribute to fasteradoption of clean technologies, but revenue from such an auctioncan be reinvested to create green jobs and aid low-income consumersand small businesses in reducing their energy bills.  In addition,CARB should place greater immediate emphasis on other marketmechanisms, such as feed-in tarrifs and carbon fees.

It is disappointing to see that offsets are still playing a rolein the Plan.  Allowing offsets often encourages continued emissionsin low-income neighborhoods and in defenseless habitats.  It alsoweakens the demand for clean energy technology and green jobs inCalifornia.  Any offsets allowed should at most represent only asmall portion of a polluter's required emission reductions.  To theextent that CARB retains offsets in the Plan, please incluestringent protocols ensuring that the reductions are quantifiable,new, permanent, subject to independent third-party verification,enforceable by CARB, and only located in California. 

CARB should be commended for including a 33% renewable electricitystandard by 2020, but standards can become simply aspirational ifthey are not given the force of law.  Please couple this standardwith approprate regulatory action.  In addition, please make iteasier and more affordable for California communities to meet andexceed this standard by promoting and enabling Community ChoiceAggregation.

Thank you for all of your work in developing this Plan and inseeking public comment.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 07:54:49No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KirkLast Name: MarckwaldEmail Address: Kirk@ceaconsulting.com Affiliation: Association of American RailroadsSubject: Railroad Industry Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan Comment:Dear Mr. DuVall:

The members of the Association of American Railroads -- the ClassI freight railroads operating in California and Pacific HarborLines (the Railroads) -- appreciate the opportunity to providecomments on ARB’s AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan (the Plan) releasedon October 15, 2008. Please see our comments in the encloseddocument.  

Regards, 

Kirk Marckwald Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/58-railroad_industry_comments_to_arb_proposed_scoping_plan_111208.pdf'Original File Name: Railroad Industry Comments to ARB Proposed Scoping Plan 111208.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 15:04:47No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ed Last Name: PikeEmail Address: ed@theicct.orgAffiliation: The ICCTSubject: ICCT/E2 comments on proposed scoping plan & economic analysisComment:Attached are comments from Dr. Alan Lloyd, President of theInternational Council on Clean Transportation, and Dr. Bob Epstein,co-founder of Environmental Entrepeneurs.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 16:31:20No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonLast Name: SilvaEmail Address: rsilva@westartransport.comAffiliation: Subject: Westar TransportComment:Dear ARB Board Members,

I operate a fleet of 150 Large Semi Trailers in California.  The
New Rule before you will have little impact in Reducing GreenHouse
Gases AND will drastically increase my cost of doing business in
California.  The Benefits assumed by Trailer Wings and Wide Tires
are mostly unproven.  Many statistics are at speeds above 55Miles
per Hour.  The legal Truck Speed in California.  I urge you to
delay this rule until the Benefits can be proven in Real Life
Trucking Operations.  Like the ARB the Trucking Industry alsowants
Cleaner Air.  How ever we cannot afford to bear the cost alone. 
Trailer Modification should be proven then applied to NewTrailers
only.  The Cost of Retrofitting old trailers is prohibitive.  We
are currently in the worst economy seen in this country in 100
years.  This is NOT THE TIME FOR ANY NEW RULES.  You mustconsider
giving the industry time to recover from the economy before you
force more costs upon us.  I suggest you put off any New Rulesfor
3 years and we all work together to expand Fleet and Trailer
Modernization 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.  We bought our Trucks and Trailers in good faith,they
were legal and compliant.  Now the ARB is changing the Rulesafter
we have made our investments.  If this rule passes my trailerfleet
worth  over 3 million dollars will be all but worthless.  This is
no different than elimnating anyone's 401K plan.  My personal
wealth I have built over my life time will be eliminated withthis
rule.  This NOT Fair.  Like cars and Catalytic Converters we need
to Phase in this new technology.  I urge you NOT to Bankrupt a
large percentage of the Trcucking Industry in California.  Weneed
more time to comply if we are going to stay in business.  Thankfor
allowing me to submit these comments.

Ron Silva
CEO
Westar Transport
Selma,CAAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 08:59:39No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Cara Last Name: EichornEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Strengthen the Scoping Plan and Protect Public HealthComment:Honorable Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Honorable Nichols,

The state is already experiencing up to 24,000 premature deaths
from air pollution, 350,000 asthma attacks, thousands of
hospitalizations and emergency room visits, and millions of
missed school days from asthma and other respiratory symptoms.
In addition, children in polluted areas of the state are growing
up with reduced lung capacity due to pollution exposures that
slow lung growth and development. Global warming will increase
temperatures and emissions and lead to heat waves and weather
conditions that accelerate smog formation, worsening these very
serious health concerns.

In order to reach statewide goals for greenhouse gas reduction,
the state plan must include the strongest possible measures to
reduce emissions from the land use, transportation and
industrial sectors. While the proposed state plan is a good
start, stronger measures must be included. For example, the
state must establish the strongest possible statewide target for
greenhouse gas reduction from the land use sector. A stronger
state target will spur local action to promote healthier
communities, compact development 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 from lung and
heart disease, and other illnesses. Please vote in favor of a
STRONG, health protective, greenhouse gas reduction plan.



Sincerely,
Cara Eichorn
2402 North Lamer Street
Burbank, CA 91504Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 09:11:52220 Duplicates.



Comment 49 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WilliamLast Name: FraserEmail Address: bfraser@alumni.ucsd.eduAffiliation: Subject: Exact form of "carbon price"Comment:I am writing to convey my strong preference for a carbon tax over acap-and-trade system.  The main reasons for this preference are: Because any cap becomes not just a maximum, but also a minimum. Because, as the recent economic turmoil underscores, it is veryhard to set the correct cap.  Because any uncertainty in the futurecosts of permits could make it difficult to finance long-termcarbon reduction projects.

In the event that a cap-and-trade system is used, I would like toexpress my preference for auctioning as large a percentage as isfeasible, and doing so as soon as possible.

In the case that either a carbon tax or auctioned permits are inthe plan, the vast majority of the proceeds should be rebatedequally per capita to all California residents (with perhaps a 50%reduced share going to residents who are legal non-citizens).

Finally, in order to keep California business competitive, thereshould be a border tax adjustment.

Thank you for your time,

bill
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:20:37No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristinaLast Name: SmithEmail Address: smichrl@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming Solutions ActComment:Dear CARB Board members:
 
Thank you for your hard work so far envisioning a plan toimplement the Global Warming Solutions Act.
 
I have a few requests that I believe will make this plan evenstronger. I hope you will consider them during your meeting.
 
-         Please auction off all emission allowances. Programrevenues should go toward GHG reduction programs, such as cleantechnologies, green jobs, and aid for low-income consumers andsmall businesses to reduce their utility bills. 

-         Please work to reduce the role of offsets in the Plan.Providing too many offsets encourages continuing emissions inlow-income neighborhoods and in defenseless habitats, and weakensthe demand for clean energy technology innovation. Limiting offsetswill create more clean-energy jobs, stimulating our state’seconomy.

-           Please increase the targets for local governments toreduce emissions caused by poorly planned growth that drives upvehicle miles travelled.

-          Please require businesses to recycle their materials. 
We have a chance to make California even better as we address oneof the worst crises our planet has ever faced. Strong CARB policieswill help our state’s residents realize some of the benefits wewill receive by taking on global warming pollution: reduced airpollution, more clean-energy jobs, less waste and healthiercommunities.
 
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 10:26:09368 Duplicates.



Comment 51 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregoryLast Name: DotyEmail Address: dotys4@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Our Planet FirstComment: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 10:33:2238 Duplicates.



Comment 52 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: HarveyEmail Address: richard@infinitefunctions.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Scoping Plan CommentsComment:CARB Board and Staff:

I congratulate CARB for issuing draft recommendations forimplementing AB 32 that mandate clean energy standards, energyefficiency measures and clean vehicle requirements. Particularly, Iwas happy to see a 33-percent renewable energy requirement for thestate's electricity supply.

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate.Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to:

- Make sure all polluters pay a price for greenhouse gas emissionsthrough carbon fees or auctions. We can use those funds to createclean energy jobs and infrastructure for California. 

- Reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) through performance-basedpublic transportation programs, such as Bus to Transitconnections.

- Speed production of zero-emission vehicles (ZEVs), by mandatinghundreds of thousands of battery powered electric cars on our roadsin the next decade.

- Adopt Zero-Waste policies built around life-cycle tracking ofmanufactured products and the "Three R's": Reduce waste, Reuseproducts, and Recycle solid waste materials and compost.

- Support California cities converting to clean energy using"Community Choice" programs that pool the buying power of localutility customers.

- Create "feed-in tariffs" requiring utility companies to pay afixed, fair price for renewable electricity.

- Mandate more land-use & planning measures so that increasingvehicle use doesn't erode the gains from fuel efficiency andlow-carbon fuels. 

- Minimize "offsets" polluters use to claim they have reducedemissions & establish rigorous standards to hold them accountablefor all greenhouse gases.

Thank you very much for all your hard work. 

Sincerely, Richard HarveyAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:33:52No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SherryLast Name: BoschertEmail Address: sherry.boschert@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Strengthen AB32 Scoping PlanComment:The AB32 Scoping Plan is our big chance to get it right. Pleasedon't be timid. Two main things need to be changed in the draftScoping Plan to make it really work -- otherwise we'll do toolittle and create only the illusion that we're having any impact onclimate change.

1) Change cap-and-trade to cap-and-auction. Make polluters pay foremission allowances, or we'll get nowhere.

2) Severely limit the use of offsets in the Plan. That's the onlyway we'll get change in practices.

While you're at it, stronger requirements for businesses torecycle and for better community planning would be good too, butwithout the two measures above, these won't be effective bythemselves. 

Thanks,

Sherry BoschertAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:38:04No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: EpsteinEmail Address: moccasinbarb@cox.netAffiliation: Public Citizen, Educator, Sierra Club,  Subject: AB32 EMISSIONSComment:CAP AND TRADE IS A RIDICULOUS IDEA. EITHER WE STOP POLLUTION OR WEDON'T. RESPONSIBLE BUSINESSES SHOULD BE DELIGHTED TO DO THEIR PARTFOR THE IDEALS OF A HEALTHY WORLD.

THANKS,

BARBARA EPSTEIN AND FAMILY,
MEMBERS OF ALL MAJOR AND LOCAL ENVIRONMENTAL ORGANIZATIONSAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 10:42:12No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: GreningerEmail Address: billgreninger@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse GasesComment:Dear CARB,

Your plan for dealing with global climate change over the nextthree decades, to be considered Novemebr 20, allows a large portionof pollution to come from a "cap-and-trade" system that willessentially allow polluters to trade permits for putting outgreenhouse gases.  In addition the proposal leaves open the chancethe state will give away these emission allowances for free, eventhough the pollution they allow can hurt Californians.
 
Further, the proposed plan would allow polluters to meet half ofthese emissions caps by buying “offsets” – essentially buying theirway out of complying with state law by paying others to reducetheir global warming pollution. This would discourage developmentof clean energy technologies in California.

"Cap-and trade" should be replaced by a carbon tax on pollutingindustries.  This would result in meaningful emission reductionsand accelerate the pace toward renewable, pollution free energy.

"Offsets" could mean, for example, companies contracting with aforeign nation to maintain their forests while our companiescontinue to pollute.  We might have little supervision over whetherthat country will honor its commitments. Again, this has thepotential for a disingenuous "solution" to the problem of globalclimate change. 
   

Sincerely,

Bill GreningerAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 12:52:03No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: ColbertEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Evergreen Oil, Inc.Subject: Including Re-Refined Oil in State's Calculations for GHG reductionsComment:Please see attached comment.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/181-11_13_08_evergreenoil.pdf'Original File Name: 11_13_08_evergreenoil.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 15:13:42No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobLast Name: NeenanEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: California League of Food ProcessorsSubject: Economic Evaluation SupplementComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/183-11_06_08_clfp.pdf'Original File Name: 11_06_08_clfp.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 15:16:30No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanLast Name: GalpernEmail Address: galpern@westernlaw.orgAffiliation: Staff AttorneySubject: Proposed Scoping Plan, AB 32 - Sec. 38560Comment:In the attached, the Western Environmental Law Center submitscomments aimed for consideration at the November and December ARBmeetings with respect to the AB Scoping Plan.  These comments aredirected to the question whether the Plan fulfills the mandateunder AB 32, Sec. 38560. 

Dan Galpern, Staff Attorney
Western Environmental Law CenterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/194-welc_comments_on_proposed_rulemaking_-_20081113.pdf'Original File Name: WELC Comments on Proposed Rulemaking - 20081113.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 16:48:43No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: lianneLast Name: dillonEmail Address: liannedillon@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment:Graduate Student, San Diego State University
November 13, 2008
RE: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan
Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the California Air ResourcesBoard:
We commend the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for itsgroundbreaking efforts to develop a
comprehensive plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, and we arevery pleased to see that the final
version of the Scoping Plan is a significant improvement over theearlier draft.
We applaud the plan’s greater emphasis on the role of land useplanning and local government efforts in
meeting the greenhouse gas reduction goals:
• The new plan more than doubles the goal for emission reductionsfrom the land use sector
(from just 2 million metric tons to 5).
• The plan also calls on local governments to reduce theiremission by 15% over projected
2020 emission levels.
We also greatly appreciate the inclusion of the CaliforniaDepartment of Public Health (CDPH) as the
newest member of the Climate Action Team (CAT).
But before the Board adopts the final plan, we urge you to takethe following actions to maximize the
public health benefits of the Scoping Plan and protect vulnerableand low-income communities.
1. Establish a formal role for public health in the implementationof AB 32 regulatory and
market strategies.
While CARB has tremendous expertise and knowledge about the airquality benefits of global
warming strategies, there is a strong need for a broader range ofinformation on health impacts
and health benefits of mitigation strategies. It is important thatthe Scoping Plan include a clear
commitment from the Board to reach out to the broad range ofhealth constituencies.
.
We ask that you direct staff to come back within three months withrecommendations for
establishing a formal process to include state and local publichealth agencies and organizations
in the development and review of all proposed greenhouse gasreduction measures, including
proposed regulatory and market mechanisms, so that they canprovide input and analysis of the
broad range of health benefits and concerns related to thosemeasures.
2. Ensure protection for already over-impacted communities.
Mitigation strategies, such as cap-and-trade programs or siting ofnew “green” facilities, must not
exacerbate already existing health inequities in low-incomecommunities. Such communities are
already unequally burdened by extremely poor environmentalconditions and poor health. This
plan must include adequate safeguards for these communities. [Insert specific information about
your community and how it is already burdened by poor air quality.] The Board must insure that
each measure included in the Scoping Plan will not only assiststatewide greenhouse gas
reduction goals but will also improve conditions in localcommunities. This means that the
measures must both prevent creation of localized pollution “hotspots” and demonstrate the
ability to achieve real improvements in air quality and healthconditions in all communities in the
state.
2
We ask that you establish additional measures in the Scoping Planto identify and ensure
protection of vulnerable and low-income communities and preventany backsliding on air quality
protections. This includes directing CARB staff to do thefollowing:
a. Establish within one year a cumulative impacts screeningprotocol to identify those
communities most impacted by air pollution;
b. Design regulator and market-based compliance mechanisms toachieve maximum
emission reductions and co-benefits in these communities; and
c. Initiate a public process to determine how resources generatedthrough
implementation of AB 32 measures can be allocated to minimizeadverse health
impacts and create climate resiliency in our most vulnerablecommunities.
3. Set a higher target for greenhouse gas reductions from the landuse sector.
The current target of 5 million metric tons (MMT) does not keep uson track for achieving our
2050 greenhouse gas reduction goals. We need to reduce vehiclemiles traveled (VMT) by 10%
by 2020, but the current 5 MMT target equates to only a 4%reduction in VMT. By assigning
only minimal emission reduction targets to land use and transitpolicies, CARB misses a critical
opportunity to spur meaningful change in the built environment tomitigate climate change and
improve the public’s health.
Requiring better land use and transportation planning will reducegreenhouse gas emissions,
improve air quality and physical activity levels, and reduceobesity-related illnesses such as
diabetes and cardiovascular disease. Twenty-five percent of alldevelopment on the ground in
2020 will have been built between 2010 and 2020. This presents atremendous opportunity to
improve the design of new development so that it allows people tochoose alternatives to driving
and provide access to public transit. When transit is convenientand reliable people use it: 42%
of Bay Area residents who live within ½ mile of public transit useit to get to work. When people
live in compact, mixed-use communities they drive 30% less thatthose who live in sprawling
suburban developments.
CARB should increase the goal for emissions reductions due tosmart land use planning to 11 –
14 MMT. This would send an important signal to create communitiesthat enable people to get
our of their cars and walk, bike, or take public transit—improvingtheir own health while
improving the health of the planet.
Thank you for considering these suggestions.
Sincerely,
Lianne Dillon
Masters of Public Health Graduate Student, San Diego StateUniversityAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/204-comment_letter_on_carb_proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: Comment Letter on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 17:31:15No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Phil Last Name: GrafEmail Address: editor@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Cap & Trade is a Rip-offComment:The proposals for cap & trade are skewed to favor brokers and otherinsiders who stand to make fortunes on the flawed concepts ofman-made global warming. Certainly, no one, not even industry wantspollution, which is why we have mechanisms in place to control it. However, even if we could eliminate 100% of man-produced globalwarming, the net result would be barely measurable in overallclimate change, which is a natural phenomenon, unrelated to man'sactivities. 

In short, please stop trying to play God, and please stop comingup with schemes which benefit the few, at the expense of the many.

Thank you. Remember, government is not the solution to theproblem, you in government ARE the problem! Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 18:03:34No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JonathanLast Name: BatyEmail Address: founder@bikecommuter.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping plan to reduce GHG emissions in CAComment:California should develop enforceable urban growth boundaries sothat the continuous creep of sprawl development is stopped. Nobuild zones should be developed in disaster prone hazard areas suchas teep slopes, alluvial fans, wildfire prone regions, flood zonesand seismic faults.  No new residential development over 10 homesshould be permitted that does not provide an equivalent number oflong term jobs for the local community.  Bedroom communities needto be transformed with corner grocery markets and cafes so thatpeople don't have to drive a 2000 lb vehicle for a litre of juice.

Agricultural land should be preserved for both its carbonsequestration abilities as well as its ability to provide localfoodsources.  Refocus efforts on sustainable regional economiesproducing high quality durable goods instead of cheap, pollutionladen, disposable imports flooding our markets.  Promote mixed usetransit oriented development which connects to local recreationalopen spaces should be incentivised.

Create schools that are within walking and cycling distance of thestudents they serve.  Davis has eliminated their school bus systembecause it is not necessary!  Everyone walks and bikes to schooljust like we used to.  Fund every Safe Routes to School fundingrequest that comes in and get rid of 30% of morning congestioncaused by parents driving their kids to school!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-13 21:21:00No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnonymousLast Name: Advocate for FactualEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: National Average Temperatures DecliningComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/240-11_10_08_advocatefactualscience.pdf'Original File Name: 11_10_08_advocatefactualscience.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 08:33:45No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Thera JaneLast Name: MercerEmail Address: z1tj@juno.comAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air, Clean CaliforniaComment:Dear CARB Board Members,

Thank you for all your hard work for Californians and towardsimplementing the Global Warming Solutions Act.

I have a personal story to relate.  Yesterday, I helped in a localaction on behalf of Forest Ethics and the Long Beach chapter of theSierra Club.  I decided to take the bus to downtown Long Beach,saving fuel and money for parking.  While waiting for the bus onbusy Bellflower Avenue, I became overcome from the flumes of thepassing cars. I literally had to cover my nose with my vest tobreathe appropriately.  By the way, our action handed out fortunecookies to the attendees with a message regarding a company in theconvention that clear cuts California forests and our hope thatthey would not buy any products from that company.  Such midevilprocedures continues to threaten our air. 

So, I have a few suggestions for you regarding the Global WarmingSolutions Act:

     1.  My first, is that if there are no drastic reductions toair pollution, or all pollution for that fact, the economy won'tmatter much.  Without a viable environment, the economy will godown with us.  So, auction off all emission allowances to providemoney for cleaner technologies and green jobs.
     2.  Reduce GREATLY the role of offsets.  We are just deludingourselves with this strategy.
     3.  GREATLY INCREASE targets for local governments to reduceemissions.  Everyone needs to help.
     4.  Require businesses to recycle all of their materials.  Wecan no longer be a throw away society.
     5.  And lastly, I suggest you google David Suzuki and hearhis message to Canada's round table (Oct. 30,08) on Global Warming. It is sobering and not at all encouraging, but with help fromindividuals who run organizations like you, who have the power toput the environment as number one, perhaps we all won't selfimplode.

Thank you for your time and efforts.

Sincerely,

Ms. Thera Jane Mercer

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 10:09:08No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MorgenLast Name: MarshallEmail Address: mmarshall@rideshare.orgAffiliation: SLO Regional RideshareSubject: Scoping Plan for AB32Comment:California Air Resources Board:

I am writing in support of AB32, but also to encourage a moreambitious goal of 11-14 MMT and the integration of Safe Routes toSchool as a component of this goal. The Safe Routes to SchoolProgram should be specifically mentioned as a measure to achievethe 11-14 MMT in both infrastructure and non-infrastructurecapacities. I would also like to encourage school siting andcommunity centered schools. Instead of building mega schools thatrequire long travel distances from students, I encourage you toinclude requirements that encourage smaller schools more centrallylocated within communities. This will not only promote walking andbiking to school, but also increase vehicle safety and improve airquality. 

Thank you for the consideration of my comments. 

Sincerely,
Morgen Marshall
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 11:03:31No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Howard Last Name: StrassnerEmail Address: RUTHOW@DSLEXTREME.COMAffiliation: Subject: CA GLOBAL WARMING RESPONSEComment:Cap and trade can only work if the cost to emit CO2 IS CONSTANTLYINCREASED UNTIL TOTAL EMISSIONS ARE REDUCED.

 CARB SHOULD ALSO DEAL WITH CO2 FROM DRIVING.  INCREASING THE GASTAX UNTIL THE CO2 FROM DRIVING IS ON TRACK TO REASONABLE LEVELSWILL INDUCE US TO DRIVE LESS.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 11:33:37No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: geraldLast Name: cauthenEmail Address: cautn1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Implementing AB 32Comment:While my understanding of AB 32 is far from total, I do know thatit constitutes a serious attempt to reduce GHG production inCalifornia.  How CARB enforces AB 32 is therefore of criticalimportance to anyone who cares about the future of this state andthe planet.

In the Bay Area, the regional transportation authority hasdeclared that 87% of the $222 billion it expects to receive intransportation funds over the next 25 years has already beenallocated to "committed" projects, and that these projects, eventhose still in the planning stages, are not subject to change orreevaluation.  Roughly $100 of the $222 billion is slated to bespent on new projects, at least $60 billion of which would lead toincreases rather than decreases in GHG production. 

So the question becomes:  how will CARB cope with an intransigentpublic agency that insists on conducting business as usual,regardless of the new environmental circumstances and theprovisions of AB 32?    Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 12:00:02No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CharlesLast Name: AlexanderEmail Address: sushibar@excite.comAffiliation: Subject: Seven Scoping Plan CommentsComment:All comments are in the seven .rtf files compressed within theattached .zip file.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/258-scoping_plan_comments.zip'Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 14:01:22No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: SiebertEmail Address: eesolar@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Zero Emission VehiclesComment:The scoping plan for AB 32 seems to carry less of a feeling ofurgency than did the bill itself 2+ years ago. In the meantime wehave nearly a permanent fire season, the intensity of hurricanes isgrowing, glaciers continue to retreat, etc.

Overall the scoping plan seems to hit all the right "buttons" butsometimes it comes across as just listing the issues.

We need a much clearer and bolder stance on plug-in vehicles(especially hybrids). Regarding power generation the cap and tradesystem should not start off with free credits -- they tried that inEurope and are just now getting things straightened out.

At home generation of power (rooftop PV) should get greater efforton the part of the state. A running tally of PV-installed Wattsshould be maintained and counted toward present RPS goals and as aguide to improving those goals over time. On the other hand, carbonoffsets are tenuous at best; certainly accounting problems arisefor sites beyond California's borders.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 14:49:51No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KyraLast Name: RossEmail Address: mmckelvey@cacities.orgAffiliation: League of California CitiesSubject: League of California Cities Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached document.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/263-ab_32_scoping_plan_loc_comments_final_14nov08__2_.pdf'Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan LOC Comments FINAL 14nov08 _2_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 15:01:48No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobinLast Name: DeanEmail Address: rdean@partnershipph.orgAffiliation: Partnership for the Public's HealthSubject: AB32 Scoping PlanComment:To whom it may concern:

In your efforts to implement a comprehensive AB32 Scoping Plan, Iurge you to consider the following:

1.  During plan develpment, consult with leaders of the CaliforniaConvergence (see http://www.californiaconvergence.org/), whosegoals to promote access to physical activity converge with climatechange goals.

2.  Consider requiring every community to establish a standard ofthe distance each child needs to walk to reach a safe place to play(parks, etc.)  If we create greater access to parks closer to wherepeople live, this will reduce driving time and emissions expendedto get to these places, and increase access to physical activity.

3.  To accomplish said standard (2 above), provide incentives toschools and cities/counties to enter into joint use agreements.

4.  Repeat:  Offer incentives for joint use agreements to expandopportunities for physical activity, especially when it comes toexisting schools (not new schools to be built).

Thanks, Robin DeanAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 16:00:18No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Shankar Last Name: PrasadEmail Address: shankar@coalitionforcleanair.orgAffiliation: Coalition for Clean AirSubject: Scoping Plan Comments - Cumulative Impacts & Community BenefitsComment:Please distribute our comments letter to all the Board MembersAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/269-cca_scopingplancomments_with_signatures.pdf'Original File Name: CCA_ScopingPlanComments_with_Signatures.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 16:08:49No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: sigridLast Name: mclaughlinEmail Address: sigrid@coincidence.netAffiliation: Subject: your plan to stop global warmingComment: The California Air Resources Board (CARB) 
 On November 20, you will consider the elements of your plan tostop global warming. 
As it stands, the plan allows that more than one-fifth of thereductions can come from a “cap-and-trade” system which will letpolluters trade permits for putting out greenhouse gases. Theproposal leaves open the chance the state will give away theseemission allowances for free, even though the pollution they allowcan hurt Californians.
 
Furthermore, the proposed plan would also let polluters meet halfof these emissions caps by buying “offsets” – that is they can buytheir way out of complying with state law by paying others toreduce their global warming pollution. This could not only worsenair pollution in our most polluted communities, but woulddiscourage development of clean energy technologies in California.
 
This is no way to achieve our goal to tackle the pollution thatcauses global warming. The laws must not allow any of the aboveloop holes and give all possible incentives to speedy developmentalternative sustainable energy sources (NO COAL< End of  oil; nodrilling)--as other developed countries are doing, eager to get thetechnology and the markets for their  economy!!

sincerely,
Sigrid mclaughlinAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-14 22:21:40No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ArthurLast Name: BooneEmail Address: arboone3@yahoo.comAffiliation: Northern Calif Recycling Assn.Subject: RecyclingComment:The existing recommendations to improve recycling with its largeimpact on industrial emissions (well known and well-documentedlower energy use and costs to remake old materials into newmaterials and products than to use virgin resources) are seriouslydeficient. The CIWMB has had over three years to move on the zerowaste high recycling goal given it by the CAT in September, 2005and to date has produced only a contract with a consultant to studythe costs and effects of commercial recycling. This is woefullyinadequate. CARB must hold the CIWMB's feet to the fire to developmore timely and significant work. THERE IS NOTHING IN THE AB32PLANS THAT WILL HELP RECYCLING; NOT A THING. ARBooneAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 07:35:46No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: BernittEmail Address: bernitt@aol.comAffiliation: Duke Environmental Leadership ProgramSubject: Global Warming Solutions ActComment:Please consider the recommendations proposed by the Sierra Club. As an added incentive, the strengthening of GHG/CC laws inCalifornia will help promote an economic incentive for new andinnovative green businesses in California.  Look to Detroit for amodel of how to look in the rear view mirror on the economy andthus what not to do.  California has always been a leader and thisopportunity is no different.
Thanks in advance,
Tom Bernitt
Duke Environmental Leadership Program
National University School of BusinessAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 08:21:56No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NancyLast Name: MacyEmail Address: nbbm@cruzio.comAffiliation: Valley Women's Club of San Lorenzo ValleSubject: Recycling and AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I am Director of Recycling for the Valley Women's Club of the SanLorenzo Valley, which has been operating recycling centers in theCoastal Mountains of Santa Cruz County for over thirty years. Weare concerned that recycling has been discounted in the ScopingPlan.  

Obviously, the emissions reductions associated with Measure RW-3High
Recycling/Zero Waste should definitely be counted toward the AB 32goal in the
October 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan).  Specifically, footnote#43
in Table 20 on page 63, Section II.15 Recycling and Waste,states,
"Reductions from RW-2 and RW-3 are not counted toward the AB 32goal."  This must be amended to include them.  The goal of ZeroWaste is a direct link to improved greenhouse gas reductions.

Furthermore, the Plan recommends no specific actions or policiesto
implement RW-3, again an untenable oversight. We urge CIWMB & CARBto take
urgent action to ensure that the Plan is revised to count RW-3emissions
reductions towards the AB 32 goal, and to add specific actionsand
policies to achieve RW-3 reductions, including: mandatorycommercial
recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green wastealternative
daily cover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibilityframework
legislation. 

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

Sincerely,

Nancy B. Macy, Director of Recycling
Valley Women's Club of the SLV
PO Box 574 Ben Lomond, CA 95005
831-338-1728

"Dedicated to community action, awareness and leadership inenvironmental, educational, social and political concerns whichaffect the health and welfare of the San Lorenzo Valley."

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 10:21:07No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillyLast Name: NewberyEmail Address: bnewbery@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Law requiring movement of vehicles in streetComment:San Diego, CA has the following requirement in the Municipal Code.

. Subject: Revision to Parking Code – 86.23(G) SDMC



Please helpin epealing or modifying the subject parking code. This code reads as follows:

86.23	Use of Streets for Storage, Service or Sale of Vehicles orfor Habitation.
Prohibited
(g) No person shall store or cause to be stored any vehicle uponany street.  A vehicle shall be considered stored when it has beenleft standing on a street without having been moved more thanone-tenth 1/10 of a mile within a seventy-two (72) consecutive hourperiod.

The requirement to unnecessarily move any vehicle at least every72 hours is incompressible. particularly in view of theenvironmental pollutants exhausted when driving, the shortage ofgasoline, the traffic congestion, and traffic safety.   The codeshould be deleted or revised to a more reasonable time period (atleast two weeks or more), or motor homes exempted.

In my particular case, I own a motor home which I park on thestreet (no other space available).  The motor home is not beingstored on the street.  It is used on occasion for tailgating,towing boat to go fishing, long vacations (up to two months eachyear), short visits to the desert, beaches and Arizona, etc.  Themotorhome is also moved frequently to comply with the law.  To movethe vehicle, I must drive around a long block, a distance ofapproximately 0.6 miles, make 4 left turns and cross 2 streets, andthen park it right back where it was!  What has been gained? Nothing!  But what has occurred – pollutants, from the exhaust,have been added to the atmosphere, rubber has been added to thestreets, gasoline has been wasted (not to mention the wear and tearon a cold motor) and the vehicle movement has added to the trafficcongestion and safety.  When the vehicle is a motor home, theresult of these occurrences is probably tripled.  My motor homeconsumes about 1/12 of a gallon for that 0.6-mile trip around theblock.  Multiply this by a minimum of 121 moves per year, asignificant amount of gas is wasted and a significant amount ofpollutants is added to the already taxed atmosphere.  If everyvehicle in San Diego complied with the 72-hour standing or parkinglimit, our smog would be far worse than it is and we would havemore traffic congestion.  On the contrary to this law, people notdriving their vehicles, unnecessarily, should be AWARDED, NOTPENALIZED!

Bill Newbery
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 11:53:35No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenLast Name: HaaseEmail Address: smhaase@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear CARB Board Member:

Thank you for your consideration of my following comments toimplement the Global Warming Solutions Act. 
    
   -         Offsets are a critical component of the Plan.   Theimmediate reduction of CO2 will provide global benefits.  Limitingoffsets could delay emissions reductions by limiting the incentivefor innovation in the marketplace. 
   -         Local government targets should be respectful ofdifferences in land use patterns and transit opportunitiesthroughout the State.  Performance based targets provide localgovernments the flexibility to engage the private sector and newdevelopment in entrepreneurial solutions to achieve the reductionsdefined by AB 32.
   -          Require all existing residences and businesses torecycle.  This will leverage the efforts made by new developmentwith efforts from existing development built prior to currentrecycling and energy efficiency codes.

Only by all Californians sharing the responsibility of reducinggreen house gas emissions and setting an example for the nation andthe world will our State-wide efforts truly result in globalbenefit.

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

Stephen M. Haase, AICPAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 16:36:36No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShermanLast Name: LewisEmail Address: sherman@csuhayward.usAffiliation: too many environmental groupsSubject: Climate Scoping PlanComment:     How do you put a price tag on environmental costs, and whopays it? A free emission allowance is not a price; it's a giveaway. An auction sets a price at no higher than what a buyer iswilling to pay. 
     Ordinarily I'd like to see the income spent of GHG reductionprograms and social equity, but in these times it makes sense toapply it to the state budget deficit, or to the Resources Agencyand Cal EPA with a similar result.
     Offsets are another problem; too many encourage continuingpollution of disadvantaged neighborhoods. The challenge is to limitand reduce offsets so as to stimulate optimal elasticities ofresponse from clean energy industries and their jobs and benefit tothe economy and environment. Done right, these benefits outweighcosts to old industries.
     Local governments can meet higher targets than those you aresetting. They (and the state) are still building subsidized newroads and subsidized parking structures.
     Businesses should be required to recycle their materialswhere obviously possible, and incentives should encourage morerecycling where it is not.
     The economy, properly including the environment, will growwith climate protection.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-15 18:16:12No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: SandlerEmail Address: mike@climateprotectioncampaign.orgAffiliation: Climate Protection CampaignSubject: Auction, Dividend, and FeesComment:
Dear CARB,

Please see the attached comments on the Final AB32 Scoping Plan.In summary, we recommend:

- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given free permitsthat subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleaner energy.

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.   Given thestate of the economy, helping consumers deal with fuel andelectricity costs is the best use of auction revenues. Moreinformation on consumer compensation is available atwww.capanddividend.org and www.carbonshare.org.

- We support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Feescan also provide funding sources for clean technologies, greenjobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.

Sincerely,

Mike Sandler
Carbon Share Program Manager
Climate Protection Campaign
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/388-cpcab32scopplncomment11-16-08.doc'Original File Name: CPCAB32ScopPlncomment11-16-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-16 15:04:17No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GlenLast Name: ScorgieEmail Address: g-scorgie@bethel.eduAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming Solutions ActComment:Dear CARB Board members:

Thank you for your efforts to date. I believe that this importanteffort will be enhanced if the following improvements areincorporated:

1. Eliminate emission allowances. Though well-intentioned, theirexistence only prolongs polluting behaviors and stalls bolder greeninnovations.

2. Develop stronger urban planning incentives to reduce suburbansprawl and the resultant long commutes for residents of theseoutlying areas

3. Require businesses and institutions to recycle, and thenvigorously monitor their performances in a no-nonsense way

America can still be an innovative nation, leading the way intothe next phase of healthy, sustainable global economic develop. Itsimply needs encouragement to move beyond the bankrupt rust-beltmentality that has no viable future. Let's reject every and allfoot-dragging on this! Californians will respond sacrificially to achallenge that is presented to them in an honest and inspirationalway. 

Thanks again for all your work. We know you care, and for that youhave our admiration.

Glen G. Scorgie, PhD

  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-16 19:25:27No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SandraLast Name: TruttEmail Address: s.trutt@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: Cap and TradeComment:Dear CARB,
     What a wonderful job you have done on this Scoping Plan.  It's well thought out and it gives me hope that it will have agreat impact on the environment.  Thank you for all your hardwork.
     The only troubling part of this plan is the Cap & Tradeprovision.  It seems to me that this will increase the toxic loadon the areas that already are heavily impacted by pollution becausecompanies can trade their emissions from someone who is plantingtrees, has a greener business or is located in a cleanerenvironment.  
     Under the Executive Summary it is stated that "Creatingtargeted fees, including a public goods charge on water use,etc..." would be an effective part of the plan.   That is anexcellent idea.   This leads directly to the question, Why notcreate a carbon fee?  If raised rates on water will reduce use, sowill a fee on carbon emitted by companies.  I know it is probablyless popular, but it would surely work.   And there are no negativeimpacts on any one region.   All impacts would be positive.  Yes, aCarbon fee would hurt manufacturers and businesses, but they wouldchange their behavior quickly in order to avoid paying the fee.
     Please consider this information and do what is best for allparts of California.
     Thank you for your consideration.
Sandra Trutt, Los AngelesAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-16 20:15:08No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: DavisEmail Address: mark.davis7@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Concerned CitizenSubject: Strengthen the Scoping Plan and Protect Public Health Comment:Dear California Air Resources Board

Our state is already experiencing up to 24,000 premature deathsfrom air pollution, 350,000 asthma attacks, thousands ofhospitalizations and emergency room visits, and millions of missedschool days from asthma and other respiratory symptoms. Inaddition, children in polluted areas of the state are growing upwith reduced lung capacity due to pollution exposures that slowlung growth and development. Global warming will increasetemperatures and emissions and lead to heat waves and weatherconditions that accelerate smog formation, worsening these veryserious health concerns. 

In order to reach statewide goals for greenhouse gas reduction,the state plan must include the strongest possible measures toreduce emissions from the land use, transportation and industrialsectors. While the proposed state plan is a good start, strongermeasures must be included. For example, the state must establishthe strongest possible statewide target for greenhouse gasreduction from the land use sector. A stronger state target willspur local action to promote healthier communities, compactdevelopment patterns and alternative transportation choices to helpreduce driving .Reducing global warming is a vital clean airstrategy that will help Californians breathe easier and preventsuffering from lung and heart disease, and other illnesses. Pleasevote in favor of a STRONG, health protective, greenhouse gasreduction plan.


Sincerely,

Mark Davis (A Very Concerned Citizen)

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-16 21:38:33107 Duplicates.



Comment 83 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JuliaLast Name: DonohoEmail Address: jdonoho@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Carbon SequestrationComment:Dear CARB board,

In regards to your scoping plan, I believe all efforts areimportant to reduce greenhouse gases and incentivize all forms ofrenewable energy.  And, I believe your efforts should not befocused on the type of fuels used as much as the capture andmanagement of emissions.  I undertand that the carbon sequestrationindustry is changing in leaps and bounds this year, and can havegreat impact on power plants reduction of pollution.  With yourfocus on clean air, your plan should be focused on the result ofenergy production, not so much on the method.  The ultimatesolution to our problems involves a diversity of industries andopportunities.  We should all work toward cleaner air together. 

Julia DonohoAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 09:46:46No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AudrieLast Name: ClarkEmail Address: booker@sdcoe.k12.ca.usAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: global warming planComment:You, (CARB), have almost approved your plan for dealing with globalwarming over the next three decades. 
Unfortunately as written, the plan calls for more than one-fifthof the reductions to come from a "cap-and-trade" system that willlet polluters trade permits for putting out greenhouse gases. Theproposal leaves open the chance the state will give away theseemission allowances for free, even though the pollution they allowcan hurt Californians. 

Further, the proposed plan would allow polluters to meet half ofthese emissions caps by buying "offsets" - essentially buying theirway out of complying with state law by paying others to reducetheir global warming pollution. This could not only worsen airpollution in our most polluted communities, but would discouragedevelopment of clean energy technologies in California.

Please do not approve this flawed plan. You can and you must makeit better for all of California.
 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 09:54:15No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlisonLast Name: StaufferEmail Address: astauffer@ka-pow.comAffiliation: Subject: comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Upon review of the final Climate Change Scoping Plan put forth bythe California Air Resources Board (CARB), we remain concerned thatit does not adequately assess the impacts to small businesses. Witha 7.7 percent unemployment rate and all-around tough economictimes, we are worried that California’s small businesses will besaddled with billions of dollars in required upfront investmentsnecessary to implement AB 32. Small businesses often operate onvery small profit margins and we do not have the luxury of waitingseveral years to see a return on our investments.  The uniquechallenges and circumstances of California’s small businesses needto be examined and evaluated in greater depth before CARB movesforward with the actions and guidelines in its proposed ScopingPlan.

The proposed Scoping Plan increases taxes, energy costs, fuelcosts, vehicle costs and building costs, which will hurt smallbusinesses that play a vital role in California’s economy.  Whilewe are hopeful that the climate change initiative will create newjobs and increase revenue, we are concerned about the significantshort-term impacts and the undetermined long-term costs indicatedin the plan.  Because the effects of the plan will not be uniformacross all sectors, detailed analysis and understanding of theindividualized costs and benefits to each sector or industry iscritical.

There is not a straight correlation between who will pay the costsand who will receive the benefits under AB 32.  The recent commentsto CARB by Judson Jaffe and Jonathan Borck of the Analysis Groupnoted that “While all businesses will experience increased energyprices as a result of AB 32’s implementation, the forecastedenergy-efficiency improvements will be unevenly distributed and mayoccur even without AB 32’s implementation.  As a result, somebusinesses will inevitably experience a net increase in theirenergy costs and a reduction in their competitiveness as a resultof AB 32.”  

Jaffe and Borck found that businesses must reduce theirelectricity and natural gas use by no less than 10 percent and 7percent respectively in order to just break even and compensate forthe increases in price that will come under AB 32.  For the manybusinesses that can’t achieve the efficiency changes quickly, theywill be burdened with higher bills for gas and electricity thatwill place additional strain on their already tight budgets. AsCARB acknowledges, small businesses “typically spend more on energyas a percentage of revenue compared to larger enterprises” –meaning the small business community will be disproportionatelyhurt by these cost increases.  

Unfortunately, the significant costs associated with the ScopingPlan have not drawn the appropriate level of attention from CARBthus far.  We understand that CARB sees many benefits that willcome with AB 32 implementation, and we look forward to experiencingmany of those benefits as well.  However, by glossing over thecosts that will accompany the benefits, we are reducing the chancesthat California actually creates a successful climate change model. 

Only with straightforward acknowledgment of the costs willCalifornia’s experts and decision-makers be able to face thechallenges head on and identify creative and workable solutions. California needs to create a climate change program that will beimplemented effectively and replicated elsewhere, not one that willhave to be abandoned when the state suffers too severely from costimpacts. Therefore, we recommend that CARB fully understands thecost impacts of the AB 32 implementation policies before approvingthe plans and moving forward.  We believe that it is possible toreduce our greenhouse gas emissions without putting an unnecessaryburden on small businesses and consumers. 

We recognize that the Scoping Plan lays out the direction andsteps of AB 32 implementation and is not itself the regulationswith which small businesses must comply.  As your agency begins therulemaking and regulation process we hope that you will place thehighest value on adopting the most cost effective measures to meetthe goals of AB 32. We appreciate the steps CARB has taken tobetter educate small businesses about the Scoping Plan andunderstand the views of these vital economic engines.  Also, welook forward to participating in this process and hope that we canwork together to craft a plan that protects the environment whilealso promoting economic growth.

Thank you for your attention to this very important issue.

Sincerely,

John Kabateck
National Federation of Independent Business - California

Mary Griffin
National Association of Women Business Owners – Sacramento ValleyChapter

John Handley
California Independent Grocers Association

Matt Sutton
California Restaurant Association

Joel Fox
Small Business Action Committee

Larry Dick
Riddle Service Companies

Betty Jo Toccoli
California Small Business Association

Joel Ayala
California Hispanic Chamber of Commerce
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/412-small_biz_scoping_plan_comments_11-17.pdf'Original File Name: Small Biz_Scoping Plan comments_11-17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 10:17:19No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertaLast Name: LawsonEmail Address: roberta.lawson@cdph.ca.govAffiliation: CA Conference of Local Health OfficersSubject: CCLHO AB comments to revised scoping planComment:Please find attached letter from Dr. Ann Lindsay, President,California Conference of Local Health Officers, commenting on theClimate Change Proposed Scoping Plan.  Thank you.

Roberta Lawson
CCLHO Executive AdministratorAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/414-cclho_arb_comments_to_revised_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: CCLHO ARB comments to revised scoping plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 10:27:07No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CharlesLast Name: SiegelEmail Address: preserve@preservenet.comAffiliation: Subject: Pass Strong Standards to Control GHG EmissionsComment:I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to adopt a strong planto combat global warming in California and to set the standard fornational and international action. I also urge the state air boardto include a stronger focus on measures to reduce emissions fromdriving  that contribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases in California.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  The plan should alsoinclude a strong goal and additional regulatory measures forreducing pollution from industrial sources such as petroleumrefineries and cement manufacturing facilities.

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

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 14:23:371 Duplicates.



Comment 88 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Kathleen Last Name: SullivanEmail Address: ksullsal@cox.netAffiliation: Mother of kid with asthmaSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan  commentsComment:Dear CARB Board:

Thanks for the opportunity for public input at this crucial timein history.  This is where we take a stand and declare that withouta commitment to healthier environment nothing else much matters inthe future.

Please adopt a strong global warming scoping plan for Californiato both slow global warming and reduce smog and other dangerous airpollutants that cause illness and death.

The evidence is clear that air pollution is linked with excessdeaths, excess lung and heart disabilities, and is a great economicburden to our state.  It is also clear that reducing global warmingwill reduce many of our air pollution problems.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to adopt a strong planto combat global warming in California and to be the model forother states and indeed other nations.  Please add a stronger focuson measures to reduce emissions from driving  that contribute thelargest percentage of greenhouse gases  in California.  The planshould include a much more aggressive statewide goal for reducingvehicle trips and measures to promote progressive action by localgovernments.  The plan should also include a strong goal andadditional regulatory measures for reducing pollution fromindustrial sources such as petroleum refineries and cementmanufacturing facilities.

In addition, the plan must demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will  not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefits tovulnerable individuals and communities and assist with adaptationto the negative effects of global warming.

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

Sincerely,

Kathleen Sullivan

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 16:05:17No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EricLast Name: GrantEmail Address: blissfieldslim@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments for California Air Resources BoardComment:- Big polluters should pay for all their emissions: 100% auction ofemissions permits, no free giveaways.

- Consider cap-and-trade just a minor tool among marketmechanisms. Other tools should be brought forward more robustly,including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan's near-termaction agenda.

- Make sure the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020is given the force of law, either through legislation or regulatoryaction.

- Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reduction potential forcities and counties.

- Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.

- Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of Plan. The Plan greatly underestimates the significanceof methane emissions, by using the 100-year global warmingpotential. Over a shorter time horizon, methane accounts for 17% toperhaps well over 30% of the state's GHGs, rather than the 5.7% inthe 2004 inventory.

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

- Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California 's unhealthy air.

- Limiting offsets will strengthen the demand for clean energyinnovation, which in turn provides more good jobs forCalifornians.

- Any offsets allowed should at most represent only a smallportion of a polluter's required emission reductions. They shouldhave stringent protocols ensuring that the reductions arequantifiable, new, permanent, subject to independent third-partyverification, enforceable by CARB, and only located in California.

- Offsets from sinks, such as planting trees or avoiding treecut-downs, should not be allowed, since they are too difficult tomeasure and often under-perform. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 18:04:54No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: LissEmail Address: gary@garyliss.comAffiliation: Gary Liss & AssociatesSubject: Zero Waste and Scoping PlanComment:The USEPA and many others have documented that eliminating wasteand recycling more will have both a direct and significant indirectimpact on reducing greenhouse gas emissions. As a result, the ARBshould follow the lead of the CA Integrated Waste Management Boardin adopting Zero Waste as one of its key goals of the October 2008Proposed Scoping Plan.

Footnote #43 in Table 20 on page 63, Section II.15 Recycling andWaste, states,"Reductions from RW-2 and RW-3 are not counted towardthe AB 32 goal."  This is a serious error.  Zero Waste is one ofthe most significant, quickest and most cost effective ways thatlocal governments can contribute to addressing climate change.  

The emissions reductions associated with High
Recycling/Zero Waste should be counted toward the AB 32 goal
in the Plan by amending the Plan to include Measure RW-3.  ThePlan should also recommend specific actions and policies to
implement RW-3, including: 

- mandatory commercial recycling; 
- phase-out of diversion credit for green waste alternative
daily cover; 
- and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility framework
legislation. 

Gary LissAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 21:12:30No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NancyLast Name: PowerEmail Address: nancyrpower@yahoo.comAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: cap and tradeComment:Let's face it, the cap 'n trade won't have teeth unless ALL thecredits are auctioned off.  We need to make fossil fuel energy tocost more to discourage it, to make it less subsidized, and to make alternative energy sources more competitive while they are beingdeveloped.

We especially need to invest in solar energy, the best choice forthe long run, and to harvest the low-hanging fruit of energyefficiency, especially when the efficiency pays for itself in thelong run.

--Nancy Power Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 21:48:21No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: jainendra Last Name: sharmaEmail Address: jai@zerowastesolutions.comAffiliation: Subject: Zero Waste Measures Must Be Included in Scoping PlanComment:The emissions reductions associated with Measure RW-3 High
Recycling/Zero Waste should definitely be counted toward the AB 32goal
in the
October 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan). Specifically, footnote#43
in Table 20 on page 63, Section II.15 Recycling and Waste,states,
"Reductions from RW-2 and RW-3 are not counted toward the AB 32goal."
The Scoping Plan must be amended to include Measure RW-3. The goalof
Zero Waste is a direct link to reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

Furthermore, the Plan recommends no specific actions or policiesto
implement RW-3, again an untenable oversight. We urge CIWMB & CARBto
take
urgent action to ensure that the Plan is revised to count RW-3emissions
reductions towards the AB 32 goal, and to add specific actionsand
policies to achieve RW-3 reductions, including: mandatorycommercial
recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green wastealternative
daily cover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibilityframework
legislation. 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 23:27:00No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DianeLast Name: NygaardEmail Address: dandd2@peoplepc.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment: Dear CARB Board members:
    
  I appreciate the hard work you have put into preparing thisfirst plan to address California's greenhouse gas emissions.

 Please consider the following additional changes as you refinethe plan 

   -  the number of offsets allowed seems way too high.  Pleasereduce these as the result will likely end up being continuing airpollution in low-income neighborhoods 

   -     the target for local governments should be higher so theyaren't rewarded for poorly planned land use that increases milestraveled and makes it harder to use alternative transportation likewalking and biking

   -   include more incentives for recycling- particularly forbusinesses to provide for recycling of the items that they havecreated.

Thank you for consiering these comments- we will all benefit frommaking these changes.

Diane Nygaard
Oceanside, CaliforniaAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 23:43:28No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jay Last Name: JonesEmail Address: jonesj@ulv.eduAffiliation: University of La VerneSubject: AB32Comment:Regardless of ones view of the validity of anthropogenic globalwarming, the steps for reducing carbon emissions are a must.  Froma national security standpoint and from a health standpoint we mustwean ourselves from burning fixed fossil fuels. Thousands dieannually from the effects of fossil fuel based pollution.  Strictregulation may be painful but in the long run it is the only way tofoster the changes we need to carry us through the middle of thiscentury.  How would our economy be if California had not relaxedthe implementation of electric vehicles?  How many lives would havebeen saved by now?  How do board members live with theunderstanding that their rulings literally determine morbidity andmortality rates.  

Please think about your legacy and make this bill as strong as itcan be. There is so much more at stake than just greenhouse gases. 

Thank you for your serious consideration.  I would be delighted todiscuss this at length with anyone who is interested.

Very best,

Jay Jones
Professor of Biology and Biochemistry   Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-17 23:44:36No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimothyLast Name: JasperEmail Address: lmayfield@applevalley.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter for the Town of Apple Valley'scomments.  Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/533-arb_scoping_letter.doc'Original File Name: ARB Scoping Letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 07:46:35No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Michael Last Name: WonsidlerEmail Address: mwonsidler@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Zero Waste Measures Must Be Included in Scoping PlanComment:The emissions reductions associated with Measure RW-3 High
Recycling/Zero Waste should be counted toward the AB 32 goal inthe October 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan (Plan). Specifically,footnote #43 in Table 20 on page 63, Section II.15 Recycling andWaste, states, "Reductions from RW-2 and RW-3 are not countedtoward the AB 32 goal." The Scoping Plan must be amended to includeMeasure RW-3.  

The goal of Zero Waste is a direct link to reduced greenhouse gasemissions. Furthermore, the Plan recommends no specific actions orpolicies to implement RW-3, again an untenable oversight. We urgeCIWMB & CARB to take urgent action to ensure that the Plan isrevised to count RW-3 emissions reductions towards the AB 32 goal,and to add specific actions and
policies to achieve RW-3 reductions, including: mandatorycommercial recycling; phase-out of diversion credit for green wastealternative daily cover; comprehensive strategy to removemethane-producing organic materials from landfill disposal; andadoption of Extended Producer Responsibility framework legislation.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 09:22:13No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SandorLast Name: LauEmail Address: sandor@cascadesierrasolutions.orgAffiliation: Cascade Sierra SolutionsSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan, Clean Air and Transport Incentive ProgramComment:please see attached letterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/542-mary_nichols_ab32_letter.pdf'Original File Name: Mary Nichols AB32 letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:18:19No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CrystalLast Name: BergemannEmail Address: crystal.bergemann@equator.netAffiliation: Equator, LLCSubject: Equator, LCC Comments on Scoping PlanComment:Please accept the attached letter as Equator, LLC's comments on theCARB draft scoping plan.

Sincerely,
Crystal Bergemann
Equator Policy Analyst
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/543-carb_comment_letter_final.docx'Original File Name: CARB comment letter final.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:21:03No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RockyLast Name: RogersEmail Address: rocky.rogers@reedley.ca.govAffiliation: City of ReedleySubject: Notes on Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:See Attachment for notes Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/545-climate_change_notes.doc'Original File Name: Climate Change notes.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 10:39:31No Duplicates.



Comment 100 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JulieLast Name: MuirEmail Address: juliem@pssi.stanford.eduAffiliation: President, CA Resource Recovery Assoc.Subject: Omission of Zero Waste Emissions Reductions in AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Margo Brown, Chair, CIWMB
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Omission of Zero Waste Emissions Reductions in AB 32 ScopingPlan

Dear Chair Brown:

The California Resource Recovery Association (CRRA) is a statewidenon-profit trade group.  CRRA’s more than 450 members represent allaspects of California’s reduce-reuse-recycle-compost economy.

CRRA is extremely disappointed that the emissions reductionsassociated with Measure RW-3 High Recycling/Zero Waste are notcounted toward the AB 32 goal in the October 2008 Proposed ScopingPlan (Plan).  Specifically, footnote #43 in Table 20 on page 63,Section II.15 Recycling and Waste, states, "Reductions from RW-2and RW-3 are not counted toward the AB 32 goal.”  Furthermore, thePlan recommends no specific actions or policies to implement RW-3
 
Zero Waste/High Recycling was established as a "high-confidence"strategy with GHG reduction potential of 10 million tons CO2equivalent by 2020 in the Climate Action Team’s Strategies UnderwayIn California That Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The linkagebetween CIWMB Strategic Directives and climate protection wasdiscussed extensively at the February 13, 2007 Board meeting whenCIWMB adopted its Strategic Directives. Thus, it is particularlydisappointing that CIWMB has failed to ensure that the Planincludes any specific actions or policies supporting implementationof its own Strategic Directives No. 6.1 (Reducing organics tolandfill), and No. 5.2 (Extended Producer Responsibility).

In its lead advisory capacity to the California Air ResourcesBoard (CARB) for developing the Recycling and Waste Section of thePlan, CIWMB must ensure that the significant emissions reductionsavailable through High Recycling/Zero Waste measures are counted,and that specific actions and policies are recommended.

CRRA hereby petitions CIWMB to take urgent action to ensure thatthe Plan is revised to count RW-3 emissions reductions towards theAB 32 goal, and to add specific actions and policies to achieveRW-3 reductions, including: mandatory commercial recycling;phase-out of diversion credit for green waste alternative dailycover; and adoption of Extended Producer Responsibility frameworklegislation.

I would welcome the opportunity to meet with you and other Boardmembers to discuss this matter.

Thank you for your consideration and action.

Sincerely,

Julie Muir, President

cc: CIWMB Board Members
      California Air Resources BoardAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/554-crra_letter_to_ciwmb_re_scoping_plan_11-18-08.pdf'Original File Name: CRRA letter to CIWMB re Scoping Plan 11-18-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 13:20:55No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DebLast Name: HubsmithEmail Address: brooke@saferoutespartnership.orgAffiliation: SRTS National PartnershipSubject: Comments on AB32 from Safe Routes to School National PartnershipComment:The Safe Routes to School National Partnership is pleased to havethe opportunity to submit comments on the California Air ResourcesBoard’s (ARB) final Scoping Plan for AB32.  Please review theattached submission of our comments.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 13:38:52No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SabrinaLast Name: MeansEmail Address: sabrina@caltransit.orgAffiliation: California Transit AssociationSubject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see our attached comments, thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 14:28:14No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: MorfasEmail Address: cmorfas@airquality.orgAffiliation: Safe Routes to School Nat'l PartnershipSubject: Reduce VMT via Safe Routes to School and School SitingComment:November 18, 2008

Dear CARB:

Good day.  On Thursday, November 20, 2008, it will be my pleasureand honor to offer concise testimony on behalf of the Safe Routesto School National Partnership (SRTSNP) highlighting key argumentsmade in the attached document submitted to CARB by SRTSNP.

In brief, we suggest that Safe Routes to School infrastructure andnon-infrastructure programs, along with improved school siting, candecrease VMT by making it safe, convenient and socially acceptablefor kids to walk or bicycle to school.  Safe Routes to School andschool siting are key examples of tactics that could be employed byCARB and its local government partners to reduce GHG emissions byimproving land use and transportation policies.

Sincerely,
Chris Morfas
Sacramento, CA
Safe Routes to School National Partnership


Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 14:39:06No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Paul Last Name: DolanEmail Address: pauld@mendocinowineco.comAffiliation: WinerySubject: AB32 Scoping Plan comments- in favorComment:November 18, 2008

Honorable Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resource Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB32 Scoping Plan comments

Dear Chair Nichols and Honorable members of the Board,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed AB32Scoping Plan.

On behalf of company Mendocino Wine Company, I am writing insupport of the Scoping Plan.  I believe that California mustcontinue its leadership on climate action and support the adoptionof robust climate policy that takes into account our input below. 

As a family owned and operated company, we are especiallyinterested in how California will address the challenges climatechange poses. Our actions are altering the balance of nature, andwe are watching the world change before our very eyes. Fishpopulations are in serious decline, our rainforests aredisappearing and the planet’s topsoil is being eroded and lost. Theimpact of global warming and its effects on our climate are beingfelt worldwide, from the hottest summers on record to melting polarice caps.  

As a key California agricultural industry we are uniquelyvulnerable to the effects of global warming. Winemakers areexperiencing impacts that are changing the face of wine style,structure and composition. I can remember as a young winemaker,thirty years ago, struggling to reach maturity in my grapes of 23.5to 24º Brix. Now I have a similar challenge to keep the sugarsbelow 28-29º Brix each year while waiting for the tannins to ripen.The Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences has reportedthat rising temperatures and volatile weather patterns associatedwith global warming could result in an 81% reduction of viablegrape production acreage for high to premium quality wine. Thefuture of California’s multi-billion dollar wine industry is now inquestion.

It is my belief that AB 32 will help California steer clear of thedevastation global warming could bring to our state. Legislationencouraging efficiency helps conserve resources and createopportunities for new industry. As a small business, I believe AB32 will help us compete in a low carbon economy, by reducing ourenergy costs, ensuring our water supply, reward us for thevoluntary early actions we have already taken, as well as providingthe tools, incentives and support we need to implement furtherefficiency improvements at our facility. 

Here at Mendocino Wine Co, we have taken a stand.  We are doingthe right things to create quality wines and a healthier planet. Bymaking wine from locally farmed grapes, using sustainable farmingpractices, utilizing 100% green power and employing earth-friendlypackaging, our family-owned and operated company is creating amodel of quality and environmental sustainability for otherwineries to follow. In recognition of our status as the nation’sfirst carbon neutral winery and our continuing dedication to socialresponsibility and environmentally sound practices, we receivedCalifornia’s highest environmental award, the Governor’sEnvironmental and Economic Leadership Award in 2007. Byestablishing a strong regulatory framework for emissionsreductions, the State also has the opportunity to lead the nationand set an example for other regions around the world.

Thank you for your consideration of our remarks and for your workon this comprehensive plan.  We look forward to continuing to beinvolved in the AB32 process.  

Sincerely,



Paul Dolan					
Owner							
Mendocino Wine Company				

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/559-ab32_draft_testimony_11_13_08__2_.doc'Original File Name: AB32 Draft Testimony 11_13_08 (2).doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 15:23:56No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TheLast Name: Pacific Forest TrustEmail Address: rkatz@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Subject: PFT comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:The Pacific Forest Trust respectfully submits the attached commentletter for your consideration. 

Thank you very much.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 15:29:56No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MelLast Name: ZeldinEmail Address: melz@capcoa.orgAffiliation: CAPCOASubject: CAPCOA Submittal on the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached CAPCOA letter to Mary Nichols, Re: CAPCOAProposal for Joint ARB/Air District Implementation of StationarySource Measures in the Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan withComments on Specific Measures.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:21:11No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: CostelloEmail Address: info@tcchamber.comAffiliation: Subject: Comment on Scoping PlanComment:November 18, 2008

Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street 
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:  Tuolumne County Chamber of Commerce Comments on Air ResourcesBoard Proposed  Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the Tuolumne County Chamber of Commerce, thank youfor the opportunity to comment on the California Air ResourcesBoard’s (ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan).  

To begin with let it be clear that the Tuolumne County Chamber ofCommerce is not convinced that AB 32 is based on solid science.There are a large number of well-known scientists that sayotherwise. Be that as it may, while the Tuolumne County Chamber ofCommerce is generally supportive of a number of programs andpolicies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucial for statepolicymakers take account for the means that will be needed toachieve the goals. AB 32 requires that reductions in GHG emissionsmust achieve the maximum technologically feasible and costeffective reductions and for the ARB to “consider thecost-effectiveness of these regulations.” (HSC §38560)  Inaddition, we believe that the Scoping Plan appropriately allow theSB 375 process to develop regional transportation-related GHGtargets.  Implementations of the regional planning processes in SB375 are new and largely untested and could cost Californiacompanies untold millions.  The 5 MMT figure, while a place holder,nevertheless sets an appropriate benchmark that helps assure thatthe state can achieve its overall 2020 goal.”  

As both the state and local governments are faced with criticalbudget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHGemission technologies in the next 2 to 3 years will become moreburdensome for businesses. The State of California has already madeitself less competitive in the market place with unnecessary rulesand restrictions. There is now an attempt to implement AB 32 withmore regulations that will continue our decreasing competitiveness.Reality is that business and developers will only build projectsthat will be purchased by willing customers and that areprofitable.   In order to effect the desired change, incentivesmust be provided to the business and development communities andlocal agencies in order to encourage more development in areaswhere the reductions in GHG emissions will be the greatest.  TheTuolumne County Chamber of Commerce strongly encourages the ARB toconsider these limitations as it moves forward with the ScopingPlan.






Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.  The TuolumneCounty Chamber of Commerce looks forward to increased business inCalifornia through reasonable implementation of a balancedcost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

Sincerely,

Jim Costello
Chairman of the Board


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 16:21:41No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: BullockEmail Address: mike_bullock@earthlink.netAffiliation: SClub, MTS, SVBC,MoveSD, otherSubject: Improved Car-Parking Strategies and Road FundingComment:What you have now, on car parking is weak. Within your "Role ofLocal Governments" (Page 26), you state you will help develop toolsand best practices for local government. On Page 48-49, you mentioncar parking; also on pages C-50, C-52 ("•&#61472;Promote employeetransit incentive programs, including, telework, carpooling, andparking cash-out policies."), and finally on Page C-78. Nowhere isthe concept of "unbundling the cost of parking" presented. Cashoutis mentioned but not defined. The state cashout law does more harmthan good to this important concept. It needs a more generaldefinition.

I would like to help you strengthen your work with respect to carparking. The potential is huge.

Cashout: See Charts 7 - 27 of my Power Point Charts.(http://moderntransit.org/sdc/Vista_8_7_08).
They provide a more generalized form of Cashout. Please study thedetails. Our Industrial Parks need cashout to transform them to aform that is denser, more mixed use, and less dependant ondriving.

Intelligent Parking: This is where so-called "pay parking" isfeasible, which should be almost everywhere if we are going toescape the human catastrophe of global warming. "IntelligentParking" is where parking is fully shared, has its cost fullyunbundled in all cases, is priced to guarantee vacancy, and usesgood technology. It is detailed in my report, "IntelligentParking", http://moderntransit.org/sdc/IntelligentParking6. Asshown in the tables in both of these documents, giving people backtheir right to choose whether or not they want to pay for parkingwill greatly reduce driving. This has been fully documented. We canexpect at least a 23% drop in driving whenever we unbundle the costof car parking. This is the most cost-effective way to reducedriving. It is cheaper than free because it will result in lessparking being needed and parking is expensive.

I need your help. SANDAG is currently developing a "Smart GrowthDesign Guideline". I have submitted numerous written comments,talked to them on the phone, given a 90 minute presentation onparking, and gone to their public meetings where I spokepassionately about the need to have their "Guidelines" include goodparking policies. I am failing to have any effect on their veryoutdated work. Their "Guidelines" are going to be 10 years old intheir thinking about parking. Because they say "innovative TDM",they think they are doing a great job.

Our state needs to develop a model off-street parking ordinancethat implements "Intelligent Parking". The hardware and softwareneeds to be perfected and implemented. San Francisco is gettingclose. Any team of programmers that help to put on races (Bay toBreakers, for example) could implement most of Intelligent Parking.

Highway funding: Gas taxes are imprecise because they do notaccount for who is driving where and at what time. Gas taxes haveno future anyway, since cars will get better and better mileage. Weneed PAYD road financing. All license-plate tags in 2010 shouldcontain a RFID. Sensor/transmitters need to start collecting datafor automatic billing. Roads should be priced so that they producean agree-to rate of return on the VALUE of the lane. Note that Isaid value. Value is the price of land plus construction, at thetime of collection. If this is done properly, the state should beable to sell off any or all of our lanes at a fair market,replacement cost. If needed, congestion pricing can be added in toensure free flow at all times. This approach will have theadditional advantage of allowing our state to reduce all taxes andbalance its budget. Thank you for getting at least a little bitsane in the "Pricing" section of your document,http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/rtp/Adopted_Addendum_2007_RTP_Guidelines.pdf.(Our Transportation Commission is light years ahead of SANDAG.)
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 18:56:07No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AudreyLast Name: ChangEmail Address: achang@nrdc.orgAffiliation: Natural Resources Defense CouncilSubject: NRDC Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached the comments of the Natural Resources DefenseCouncil on the AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 21:27:34No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchonbrunnEmail Address: David@Schonbrunn.orgAffiliation: TRANSDEFSubject: Caltrans and Transportation Funding need to be part of PlanComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 00:49:42No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NeevaLast Name: CandeloriEmail Address: Neeva_Candelori@americanchemistry.comAffiliation: American Chemistry CouncilSubject: Comments Regarding Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan AppendicesComment:The attached letter submits comments on behalf of four tradeassociations representing the foam plastic insulation industry onthe CARB Proposed Scoping Plan implementing AB 32.  Theassociations are the Center for the Polyurethanes Industry of theAmerican Chemistry Council (CPI); Extruded Polystyrene FoamAssociation (XPSA); Polyisocyanurate Insulation ManufacturersAssociation (PIMA); and Spray Polyurethane Foam Alliance (SPFA).

We appreciate your consideration of the foam plastic industry'scomments on this important program.  We look forward to workingwith CARB as it continues its important work.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 07:26:03No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GabeLast Name: PetlinEmail Address: gpetlin@3degreesinc.comAffiliation: Subject: REMA Comments to CARBComment:Please accept the attached comments from the Renewable EnergyMarketers Association (REMA) for consideration by the Air ResourcesBoard.

Thank you.

Gabe Petlin
3Degrees, Director of Regulatory and Carbon Markets
REMA PresidentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/584-rema_comments_to_carb_11-20-08.pdf'Original File Name: REMA Comments to CARB 11-20-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 08:47:07No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BruceLast Name: ChanningEmail Address: clh@ci.laguna-hills.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letter regarding the Scoping PlanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/586-bc_ab_32_scoping_plan_city_comment_ltr_nov08.doc'Original File Name: BC AB 32 Scoping Plan City Comment Ltr nov08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 08:51:13No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Stan Last Name: Van VelsorEmail Address: stan_vanvelsor@tws.orgAffiliation: The Wilderness SocietySubject: Comments on AB32 Scoping PlanComment:TWS Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/588-tws_comments_ab32.doc'Original File Name: TWS Comments AB32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:15:26No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GladwynLast Name: d'SouzaEmail Address: godsouza@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: Distribute infrastructre costs equitably to reduce GHGComment:Set an equitable cost distribution on pollution. Infrastructurepricing should reflect the burden of polluting the biosphere. Themodel is tier pricing in energy.

Examples:
CA needs to develop a model off-street parking ordinance thatimplements "Intelligent Parking" similar to what SF wants andRedwood City may have the begining off.

Traffic impact fees, estimated at 40k per car per ten year periodwould fund zero pollution changes to the way the air and waterbasin are destroyed.

PAYD road financing should replace the highway gas tax using GPSor license-plate RFID tags. Roads should be priced so that theyproduce an agree-to rate of return on the VALUE of the lane. Notethat I said value. Value is the price of land plus construction, atthe time of collection. Privacy concerns should not allow driversto permanently impact growing lungs by large roads.

A revenue nuetral carbon tax to address imports

Universal single payer health care to address pollution.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:16:35No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Amy Last Name: McHargEmail Address: amcharg@beverlyhills.orgAffiliation: City of Beverly HillsSubject: City of Beverly Hills Comments Re: AB 32Comment:Please see attached letter from Beverly Hill Mayor Barry Bruckerregarding comments on air resources board proposed scoping plan.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/591-ab32.pdf'Original File Name: AB32.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:30:53No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Carlos Last Name: DavidsonEmail Address: carlosd@sfsu.eduAffiliation: San Francisco State UniversitySubject: comment on auctioning, offsets and low income impactsComment:Comments to ARB on proposed scoping plan
Carlos Davidson
Associate Professor/Director Environmental Studies Program
San Francisco State University
November 19, 2008

I commend the ARB staff for depth of work and the comprehensivenature of the plan. While it might be possible to get to the 2020goals with more focused and deeper emissions cuts, a comprehensiveapproach is a necessity to put us on a path to reach the need 2050goals. I also commend the ARB for the public health and economicanalyses that accompany the scoping plan. As a result of theseanalyses it is great to see that the scoping plan will result inoverall improvements in public health and net economic benefits.  

In addition to the aggregate economic analysis it would be good tosee analysis of distributional impacts - will low income peoplebear a disproportionate burden? Will they be able to realize theenergy efficiency savings in transportation and in residentialenergy. or will those savings only be reaped by higher incomebrackets? If there is a disproportionate burden on lower incomeCalifornians then I would like to suggest that ARB pursue thescoping plan suggestion to use auction revenue to mitigate thatburden. If auction revenue was used to give additional incentivesto low income Californians to switch to fuel efficient cars,insulate homes, install solar power or water heaters, and subsidizepublic transit, it would help reduce the financial impact of risingenergy prices. And it would provide two additional benefits: itwould encourage further emissions reductions than would be possiblewithout these programs, and it would help ensure that “being green”is not perceived as something only for the more well to do. Toreach our goals beyond 2020 we need a broadly accepted culture ofstriving for reduced emissions. 

The plan is way to timid in its approach to allowance auctioning.It acknowledges the many good reasons to have 100% auctioning butthen simply calls it a worthwhile goal, with no commitments or notimelines. The Greenhouse Gas Initiative in the northeast startedout with 100% auctioning. California should do the same. At aminimum the plan should at least start with 50% and have a firmcommitment to reach 100% in a few years.

Allowing 49% offsets in meeting emissions allowances iscounterproductive. The failure of the Clean Development Mechanismoffsets has shown that establishing additionality is difficult.There are huge financial incentives for deception. This means thatoffsets will require costly design, enforcement and monitoringeffort – effort that could be better placed into direct realemissions reductions. I would urge the ARB to limit the use ofoffsets to 10% of emissions allowances.

Thank you for considering my comments. 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:46:17No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KathyLast Name: SealEmail Address: kathyseal@gmail.comAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: Ramping up  individual and family contributions to curbing GHGComment:without knowing the effect of our steps, why should we take them?    Using compact fluorescents and insulating our homes mayeventually lower energy bills a bit, but many other necessary stepssuch as recycling or driving less give us little if any   directpositive feedback. Itâ€™s hard to lower your carbon footprintwithout some concrete clear sign that youâ€™re doing good.    

To give us such a signal,  CARB ought to create a website and  where individuals and families could record the changes theyâ€™revoluntarily making in home insulation, windows, appliances, roofcolor, shading, compact fluorescents, recycling, reducing vehicletravel and other emission-slashing activities.   This statewideelectronic registry could  report back via numbers and graphics themounting total of greenhouse gas emissions curbed.    

Such evidence of   meaningful contribution will motivate us to domore, and to urge our friends and family to participate.

Further, CARB should create a website and other public materialsthat chart graph or in other ways gives evidence of GHG emissionscurbed by industry, government and other sectors by the measuresmandated by AB 32. That way the public can see and be motivated bythe progress we are making as a state. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 09:51:18No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Stephen Last Name: BurnsEmail Address: Stephen.Burns@chevron.comAffiliation: ChevronSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/595-cvx_draftscopingplan_final.pdf'Original File Name: CVX_DraftScopingPlan_Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 10:03:32No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KellyLast Name: LentzEmail Address: kellyl@mendocinowineco.comAffiliation: Green WinerySubject: Concern about winery green claimsComment:November 18, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 ‘I’ Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Ms. Nichols:

I understand that the Air Resources Board (ARB) is about to adopta Scoping Plan for reducing carbon emissions, including acap-and-trade program. Mendocino Wine Company urges ARB to includespecific language that supports the ability of voluntary purchasersof renewable energy to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions belowthe level of the cap. Doing so will allow voluntary markets to helpCalifornia exceed its goals for renewable energy development andGHG reductions. 

We are one of many organizations voluntarily purchasing renewableenergy certificates (RECs) and generating on-site solar power aspart of our commitment to reducing the greenhouse impact of ouroperations on the global environment.  We refer to these purchasesgenerically as renewable energy.

As long as California has been without a fixed cap on GHGemissions, we feel confident that our purchases have displacedfossil generation and resulted in emission reductions.  In thissituation, we can make public statements about how we are reducingemissions, and these claims can be easily substantiated. 

When a fixed cap on emissions is established under AB 32, startingin 2012, voluntary purchases of renewable energy will stilldisplace fossil generation, but the number of emissionallowances—and hence the level of emissions produced—will beunaffected, and our emission reduction claims will becomeproblematic.  It is our understanding that unless allowances areretired commensurate with our renewable energy purchases, startingin 2012,   renewable energy purchases will no longer reduce GHGemissions. This is a result we hope the State of California willagree is unacceptable.  

We further understand that the rules to implement thecap-and-trade program will be written in 2009 and 2010, but theScoping Plan does not include explicit direction to include theemission reduction value of voluntary renewable power purchases. Since the Scoping Plan is widely recognized as the “roadmap” forfuture rulemaking, we are concerned the important market-basedemission reductions taken by our company and other voluntarystakeholders will be left off the table.   

We ask, therefore, that the Scoping Plan clearly recognizevoluntary purchases of renewable energy, renewable energycertificates and on-site renewable generation for the GHG emissionsreduction benefits that they provide. The Scoping Plan shouldexplicitly acknowledge the emission reductions created by voluntaryrenewable purchases by companies such as ours and state that therole of voluntary renewable purchases in achieving California’sgoal will be developed and described in the cap-and-trade formalrulemaking.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,


Kelly Lentz
Marketing & Sales Coordinator
Mendocino Wine Co.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:04:06No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RavinLast Name: CarlsonEmail Address: carlsonclan@cox.netAffiliation: U.S. citizenSubject: Greenhouse Gas EmissionsComment:Big polluters should pay for all their emissions: 100% auction ofemissions permits, no free giveaways.

- Consider cap-and-trade just a minor tool among marketmechanisms. Other tools should be brought forward more robustly,including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan's near-termaction agenda.

- Make sure the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020is given the force of law, either through legislation or regulatoryaction.

- Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reduction potential forcities and counties.

- Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.

- Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of Plan. The Plan greatly underestimates the significanceof methane emissions, by using the 100-year global warmingpotential. Over a shorter time horizon, methane accounts for 17% toperhaps well over 30% of the state's GHGs, rather than the 5.7% inthe 2004 inventory.

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

- Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California's unhealthy air.

- Limiting offsets will strengthen the demand for clean energyinnovation, which in turn provides more good jobs forCalifornians.

- Any offsets allowed should at most represent only a smallportion of a polluter's required emission reductions. They shouldhave stringent protocols ensuring that the reductions arequantifiable, new, permanent, subject to independent third-partyverification, enforceable by CARB, and only located in California.

- Offsets from sinks, such as planting trees or avoiding treecut-downs, should not be allowed, since they are too difficult tomeasure and often under-perform. 
 

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 11:43:31No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AngelaLast Name: HowardEmail Address: ahoward@portolavalley.netAffiliation: Town of Portola ValleySubject: Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the Town of Portola Valley, I would like to submitthe attached letter with comments on the Air Resources Board'sProposed Scoping Plan.


Sincerely,

Angela Howard
Town Administrator
Town of Portola Valley
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/601-ab_scoping_plan_comments-town_of_portola_valley-19nov2008.pdf'Original File Name: AB Scoping Plan Comments-Town of Portola Valley-19Nov2008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 11:58:30No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DorothyLast Name: RothrockEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Implementation GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/602-sp1.pdf'Original File Name: sp1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:19:15No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MicheleLast Name: PielsitckerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Cal-TaxComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/603-sp2.pdf'Original File Name: sp2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:20:02No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeannetteLast Name: BollerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: For Snail Mail Users:Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/604-sp3.pdf'Original File Name: sp3.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:20:30No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FloydLast Name: WicksEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Southern California Leadership CouncilComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/605-sp4.pdf'Original File Name: sp4.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:22:14No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarlLast Name: FischerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Pioneer Diecasters, Inc. Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/606-sp5.pdf'Original File Name: sp5.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:23:04No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: WoolfsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Atlas Pacific CorporationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/607-sp6.pdf'Original File Name: sp6.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:23:44No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MonikaLast Name: NakadateEmail Address: Monikamaxella@gmail.comAffiliation: Student at SF State UniversitySubject: Individual actions and communitiesComment:Dear California Air Resource Board members,

	As a student of Environmental Studies I would like to take thisopportunity and comment on the effort of the Proposed AB 32 ScopingPlan to address the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions inCalifornia, especially when we have been lacking a serious actionon a national level.
	The most important point, that I believe has been made throughoutthe proposal, is the collaboration of all spheres of oursociety-from large industries to small businesses, from state tolocal governments and public.  But the most important developmenthas been addressing environmental justice issues and includinglow-income families that could participate in the new sustainableeconomy.
	However, I believe more stress and pressure should be put onindividual actions. We as individuals, until now called consumers,should start addressing ourselves as citizens and be held moreresponsible for the state of our environment because we have beentaking advantage of all the comforts that the present course ofeconomy and extraction of resources have offered us.  Participationof people as customers has been mentioned in the plan in connectionwith energy efficiency and conservation of energy, recyclingprograms and a choice of vehicles.  But the participation should bemade mandatory, and we should not be afraid to apply regulationsand limits to individual actions.  If we want industries to applynew standards and limitations and understand reasons behind thiscourse of action then we have to let them know that we understandwhy it is necessary, and that we will support their effort whileparticipating in the process.
	I believe cities present a great opportunity for comprehensiveapproach to addressing the reduction of greenhouse gases andindividual actions.  Senate Bill 375 offers a great start bychanging transportation patterns in the cities.   Those wouldinclude change in the land use and infrastructure patterns,addressing housing needs and jobs for all income levels in thesociety while creating communities of people who care not just fortheir comfort but understand that by sacrificing some of theircomfortable lifestyles and adjusting their way of life they willensure the prosperity of the whole community and the city.  Thiswould lead to protection of the environment and contribution toincrease in health and quality of life.
	I agree that more information and access to alternative resourcesis needed in order to achieve change but unless people are maderesponsible, even if through regulations, and actively engage inless travel, smaller dwellings, less energy and water use I do notbelieve overall change will be possible.
	
Thank you for your time and this opportunity,
Monika Nakadate
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:24:22No Duplicates.



Comment 130 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: Van SteenbergeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Lodi Iron Workers, Inc. Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/609-sp7.pdf'Original File Name: sp7.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:24:27No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CharleneLast Name: MarinelliEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Diesel Emission ReductionComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/610-sp8.pdf'Original File Name: sp8.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:25:35No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DougLast Name: HoustonEmail Address: houstgrp@pacbell.netAffiliation: The Houston Group for CPRS & CBCSubject: CPRS & CBC Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping Plan                                        Comment:Please see the attached document that includes comments from theCalifornia Park & Recreation Society and the California BicycleCoalition.  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 12:26:21No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: RandolphEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: SSPcoComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/612-sp9.pdf'Original File Name: sp9.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:26:35No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EstelleLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Estelle WillaimsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/613-sp91.pdf'Original File Name: sp91.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:27:29No Duplicates.



Comment 135 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: DeVecchiEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/614-sp92.pdf'Original File Name: sp92.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 12:28:01No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Gordon & EvaLast Name: NippEmail Address: gnipp@bak.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan CommentsComment:The attached file has our comments.

Thanks, Gordon and Eva Nipp, Bakersfield, CAAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 12:32:05No Duplicates.



Comment 137 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LoriLast Name: PfeilerEmail Address: lpfeiler@escondido.orgAffiliation: City of EscondidoSubject: CommentsComment:Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Escondido, thank you for the opportunityto comment on the California Air Resources Board’s (ARB) ProposedScoping Plan (Scoping Plan).  I have reviewed the letter sent toyou by Kyra Ross and Bill Higgins, on behalf of the League ofCalifornia Cities, dated November 14, 2008. I concur with theircomments but will not attempt to comment in as much detail.

Escondido is beginning a number of efforts to reduce our City’sgreenhouse gas emissions (GHG emissions).  We are continuingefforts to locate new development in a compact pattern around oururban core, and expand the use of transit and a central, transitstation. We are also developing a number of green buildingpractices for both public and private uses. We are also addressingclimate change in our environmental review process.  

While the City of Escondido is generally supportive of a number ofprograms and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucialfor state policymakers to ensure the goals are realistic and matchthe means needed to implement them. It appears that the ScopingPlan appropriately allows the SB 375 process to develop regionaltransportation-related GHG targets. The 5 MMT figure appears to bean appropriate benchmark that should not be increased at this time. 

Escondido, like many other cities, is faced with critical budgetshortages that will limit our ability to heavily invest in GHGemission technologies in the next 2 to 3 years. In light of theselimitations, incentives must be provided to the developmentcommunity and local agencies in order to encourage more developmentin areas where the reductions in GHG emissions will be thegreatest.  The City of Escondido strongly encourages the ARB toconsider these limitations as it moves forward with the ScopingPlan

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.  The City ofEscondido looks forward to working with the ARB in the future.  

Sincerely,
Lori Holt Pfeiler
Mayor

Note:  Hard signed copy of letter to follow in mailAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 13:05:59No Duplicates.



Comment 138 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Stephen Last Name: HelveyEmail Address: shelvey@cityofwhittier.orgAffiliation: City of WhittierSubject: ARB Scoping PlanComment:Letter attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 13:33:34No Duplicates.



Comment 139 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: WaltLast Name: SeifertEmail Address: saba@sacbike.orgAffiliation: Sacramento Area Bicycle AdvocatesSubject: AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan commentsComment:Evaluation of public health benefits
Thank you for expanding the discussion of health benefits in theAB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.  In addition to the air pollutionrelated health benefits, we encourage you to include the healthbenefits and related cost savings from increased physical activity. The expected mode shift from driving to human poweredtransportation will allow people to integrated physical activityinto their daily routines.  There are significant cost benefitsfrom the increased levels of physical activity resulting from sucha mode shift.  The recently published report, “ActiveTransportation for America” quantifies the cost benefits nationallybased on two possible mode shift scenarios.  This report can befound at http://www.railstotrails.org/index.html. 

The cost benefit numbers in the “Active Transportation forAmerica” report are conservative.  The report understates the costbenefits of a mode shift to more walking and bicycling.  It doesnot address pollution related health benefits nor include the costsavings from a reduction in traffic fatalities, injuries andproperty damage.  As we noted earlier, crash costs are estimated tobe more than $164B annually for the U.S.  (AAA Crashes vs.Congestion:  What’s Cost to Society)  

Regional targets
We continue to believe that emission reductions would be morelikely to be achieved and more appropriated focused, if the planincluded much higher regional land use targets—in the range of11-14 MMT instead of 2-5 MMT.  The higher targets are achievableand would help make recently passed SB 375 more effective.

Addressing VMT
We strongly believe the plan should call for specific reductionsin Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT).  The transportation section isthe largest source of GHG emissions.  Until the recent spike in theprice of gas, VMT has continually increased.  It will be verydifficult to achieve planned emission reductions without directlyaddressing the largest source of emissions, establishing a goal forVMT reductions and policies that directly, rather than indirectly,relate to that goal.

Long Term Trajectory
The graph of projected greenhouse gas emissions shows emissionsincreasing until 2010 and declining thereafter.  In 2010, theemissions curve turns on a dime and thereafter projected emissionsdecline in a continued, very steep downward slope for the next 40years.  

It is uncertain whether this emission projection is realistic.  Itseems unlikely that emission reductions will exceed what is in theplan, especially in the first few years.  It certainly is prudentfor the plan to have flexibility and for progress to be closelymonitored.

Since progress in emission reductions may be less than planned, werecommend that the plan include more tools to reduce transportationrelated GHG emissions.  The tools should be developed and agreedupon in advance so they could be implemented in the short andmid-term.  Some possible tools include:
	Parking cashout and parking charges
	Requirement for bicycle facilities (showers, lockers and bikeparking) in green buildings
	Expedient implementation of AB 1358, which call for CompleteStreets in the circulation element in general plans
	Implementation of Complete Streets concepts in Prop 1B projects
	Retrofitting of existing streets to make them Complete Streets 
	Safe Routes to School Programs
	Safe Routes to Transit Programs
	Increase in gas taxes
	Carbon fees
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 14:16:11No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: John D. (Jack)Last Name: Van PattenEmail Address: bookmanjack@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Hearing in re: Approval of AB32 Scoping Plan Comment:Dear Members of the Board:

SUBJECT:  AB32 Scoping Plan Hearing on November 20, 2008-11-19

I urge you to restore the target in the Scoping Plan for GHGreductions for land use to the 15-18% in the original document.

Current growth patterns put the state on a path that will resultin a 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years,making it virtually impossible for California to reach the 2050goal of reducing our emissions by 80% over 1990 levels, the amountneeded to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. The current2020 target of 5 MMT is not high enough to get California on trackto achieve the 2050 goal.

In the face of the present economic debacle, and the faster thananticipated worsening of the climate crisis, it is imperative thatthe Board strengthen, rather than weaken the AB32 Scoping Plan.

‘Business-as-usual’ has been overtaken by events that do notprovide for what we have taken for granted in the past:  we areentering the Long Emergency; failing to ‘strengthen the things thatremain’ (the original targets in the AB32 Scoping Plan) only makethings so much worse than they need to be.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 14:29:39No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DianeLast Name: BaileyEmail Address: dbailey@nrdc.orgAffiliation: JOINT COMMENTSSubject: Joint Enviro Recommendatins on Industrial SectorComment:Please accept this summary of recommendations to strengthen publichealth protections with two industrial sector measures.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 15:02:05No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TerriLast Name: ShirhallEmail Address: tshirhall@roseville.ca.usAffiliation: City of RosevilleSubject: City of Roseville Comments re. 10/8 Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached file is the City of Roseville comment letter re. theOctober 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/626-2_scopingplancomments_111808.pdf'Original File Name: 2_ScopingPlanComments_111808.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:13:53No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonLast Name: BatesEmail Address: rbates@sogate.orgAffiliation: City of South GateSubject: City of South Gate's Comments on Scoping PlanComment:City of South Gate LetterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 15:14:00No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonLast Name: SantosEmail Address: rsantos@ci.lake-forest.ca.usAffiliation: City of Lake ForestSubject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan (Pursuant to AB 32)Comment:Please see attached letter from the City of Lake Forest.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 15:37:41No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Linda Last Name: PrattEmail Address: LPratt@sandiego.govAffiliation: City of San DiegoSubject: City of San Diego response to Scoping Plan- November  19, 2008Comment:Please see attachment for the complete response from the City ofSan Diego.

It is important to consider our introductory statements beforeproceeding to the detailed analysis of the Scoping Plan:

Dear Chair Nichols:

The City of San Diego has taken an active role in the review ofthe Draft Scoping Plan, and this is our second set of comments toARB. Table One is a summary of the comments previously submitted inJuly 2008.  The statements in this letter are designed to add to,not replace, the previous response from the City of San Diego.

We are requesting that ARB seriously consider our perspective. Weare disappointed that very few of the comments previously submittedwere captured in the current revision. Similarly, the LocalGovernment Operations Protocol referenced in the Scoping Plan wasapproved by ARB without many of the requested changes andclarification requested by local governments. 

FULL RESPONSE IS ATTACHED.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/629-sd_comments_scoping_plan_nov_19_2008-final.pdf'Original File Name: SD Comments Scoping Plan Nov 19 2008-final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:42:46No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Brian Last Name: AmbroseEmail Address: bambrose@murrieta.orgAffiliation: City of MurrietaSubject: City of Murrieta Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:See file upload.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 15:50:54No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Aaron Last Name: LehmerEmail Address: aaron@ellabakercenter.orgAffiliation: Ella Baker Center for Human RightsSubject: Ella Baker Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Thank you for considering our recommendations for AB 32's ProposedScoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/632-statement-psp-10-20-08.doc'Original File Name: Statement-PSP-10-20-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 15:54:25No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: WymanEmail Address: robert.wyman@lw.comAffiliation: Latham & WatkinsSubject: California Climate Coalition CommentsComment:Attached is the written testimony of the California ClimateCoalition for the November 20, 2008 Board hearing.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:16:27No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrandyLast Name: QuitevisEmail Address: brandy@cityofsoledad.comAffiliation: Subject: City of Soledad ResponseComment:Please see the attached document containing the City of Soledad'scomments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/636-sb375ltr.11.19.08.doc'Original File Name: SB375Ltr.11.19.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:22:32No Duplicates.



Comment 150 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JeremyLast Name: CantorEmail Address: jeremy@preventioninstitute.orgAffiliation: Prevention InstituteSubject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Prevention Institute is pleased to submit comments on theCalifornia Air Resources Board's proposed scoping plan for AB32.Attached you will find a letter with our comments. Please feel freeto contact Jeremy Cantor (jeremy@preventioninstitute.org) or JananiSrikantharajah (janani@preventioninstitute.org) with any questions.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:42:07No Duplicates.



Comment 151 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KeithLast Name: TillEmail Address: ktill@ci.santee.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: City of Santee Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping PlanComment:November 19, 2008

Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street 
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:  City of Santee Comments on Air Resources Board ProposedScoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Santee, thank you for the opportunity tocomment on the California Air Resources Board’s (ARB) ProposedScoping Plan.  

We are currently making plans to reduce our City’s greenhouse gas(GHG) emissions with cost efficient and innovative solutions.  Aspart of our City’s Sustainability Project, we will be conductingenergy audits, completing GHG inventories, creating action plansand implementing cost effective programs to reduce emissions andimprove our carbon footprint.

While the City of Santee is generally supportive of a number ofthe programs and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it iscrucial that state policymakers account for the means that will beneeded to achieve the goals.  With the state’s recent “take” oflocal redevelopment dollars, along with declining property tax andsales tax revenues, we have concern about the ability of localjurisdictions, like ourselves, to finance many of these efforts ontheir own.  

We encourage ARB to consider what can be done to provideincentives for the type of planning and decision-making that willbe required to reduce GHG emissions.  While we recognize thatincentives may be beyond the scope of the ARB’s direct authority,the board has an important voice within state government.  We alsorequest that any targeted fees maximize economic benefits andminimize economic harm.  Local governments enact fees to covercosts associated with operating local programs, with anunderstanding of the impact that fee may have on the community.  Wemust not implement fees without looking at the cost to communitiesand local businesses that allow our communities to thrive.

Finally, as both the state and local governments are faced withcritical budget shortages, additional costs to invest heavily inGHG emission technologies in the next two to three years willbecome more burdensome for local governments.  While localgovernments can influence development design to a certain extent,the reality is that developers will only build projects that areprofitable and will be purchased by willing customers.  In order toeffect the desired change, incentives must be provided to thedevelopment community and local agencies in order to encourage moredevelopment in areas where the reductions in GHG emissions will bethe greatest.  The City of Santee strongly encourages the ARB toconsider these limitations as it moves forward with the ScopingPlan

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.  The City ofSantee looks forward to working with the ARB in the future. 

Sincerely,

Keith Till
City Manager
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:45:05No Duplicates.



Comment 152 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: HoloberEmail Address: holober@consumercal.orgAffiliation: Consumer Federation of CaliforniaSubject: CFC Support for Vehicle Feebates in AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Consumer Federation of California's support letter for vehiclefeebates in AB 32 scoping plan is attached. We plan to testify atNovember 20 2008 hearing.
Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/641-081119_carb_feebate_ltrhead.pdf'Original File Name: 081119 CARB feebate ltrhead.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:48:35No Duplicates.



Comment 153 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JudyLast Name: CorbettEmail Address: jcorbett@lgc.orgAffiliation: Local Government CommissionSubject: Local Governments for target of 11-14 MMTCO2eComment:Dear Air Resources Board Members:

While we appreciate CARB's inclusion of better community design inreducing VMT, the proposed emissions reduction target for land useand transportation (5MMT) is very low. Local governments can domuch better, and with support from the State, we can do it muchfaster.  We believe the target should be at between 11-14 MMT.

Please see our attached letter which includes signatures from 70Local Government Commission members.

Thanks,

Judy Corbett

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 16:50:50No Duplicates.



Comment 154 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobLast Name: RundleEmail Address: rru@sandag.orgAffiliation: SANDAGSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:SANDAG respectfully submits comments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/643-scoping_plan_letter_111908.pdf'Original File Name: Scoping Plan Letter_111908.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:52:08No Duplicates.



Comment 155 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: BlabeyEmail Address: tom@goletavalley.comAffiliation: Goleta Valley Chamber of CommerceSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Signed hard copy will submitted via USPS.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/644-ab_32_19nov.doc'Original File Name: AB 32 19NOV.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 16:54:57No Duplicates.



Comment 156 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DonLast Name: AnairEmail Address: danair@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Trucks and Goods Movement CommentsComment:Please find attached comments regarding the heavy-duty trucks andgoods movement portion of the scopingplan submitted on behalf ofnatural Resources Defense Council, Sierra Club California, TheCenter for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technology, AmericanLung Associatio of California, and Environmental Defense Fund. 

Regards,
 Don Anair
Senior Analyst
Union of Concerned ScientistsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:55:24No Duplicates.



Comment 157 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: royLast Name: ramslandEmail Address: royr@lahabracity.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 scoping Plan commentsComment:Please see attachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/646-ab_32_scoping_plan__nov08__2_.pdf'Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan  nov08 (2).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:03:52No Duplicates.



Comment 158 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: van de KampEmail Address: mvandekamp@ci.santa-maria.ca.usAffiliation: City of Santa MariaSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Hearing LetterComment:Attached is a letter from the City of Santa Maria to the ARB.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/647-air_resources_board_letter.pdf'Original File Name: Air Resources Board letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:03:57No Duplicates.



Comment 159 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: NovotnyEmail Address: lnovotny@lakewoodcity.orgAffiliation: Subject: City of Lakewood comments on proposed scoping planComment:Please see attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 17:06:36No Duplicates.



Comment 160 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JorgeLast Name: RifaEmail Address: jorger@ci.commerce.ca.usAffiliation: City of CommerceSubject: AB32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached comment letter from City of Commerce / MayorDel Rio.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/649-ltr_del_rio_081119_arb_proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: ltr Del Rio 081119 ARB Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:39:12No Duplicates.



Comment 161 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AutumnLast Name: BernsteinEmail Address: autumn@climateplan.orgAffiliation: ClimatePlanSubject: ClimatePlan comments - Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attachmentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/651-climateplan_11-19-08.pdf'Original File Name: ClimatePlan_11-19-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 17:42:12No Duplicates.



Comment 162 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club's Top Priorities for Changes in Scoping PlanComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, 
November 19, 2008

To California Air Resources Board Members and Staff:

Sierra Club California commends CARB’s forward movement on thiscomprehensive, far-reaching AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.  It canultimately be a model for the nation and the world. The Plan willhelp California build a stronger, cleaner economy that will createjobs, protect us from oil price surges, and reduce pollution thatcauses climate disruption. 

Sierra Club welcomes this opportunity for comment.  At thiscritical decision point, and in ensuing years as AB 32implementation measures are developed in more detail, Sierra Clubwill continue to press for those high-priority measures most likelyto move us forward quickly to a low-carbon energy economy whilemaintaining fairness and equity.

CARB’s Proposed Scoping Plan is moving in the right direction.  Wesupport the ten specific changes on pages 3-4. We recommend furtherstrengthening, however, before the Plan is adopted in December.Sierra Club’s volunteers and staff have prepared a full set ofcomments, presented below.

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =

Our top priorities for changes in the Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan:

1) Concentrate on carbon fees to generate revenues, but ifcap-and-trade is used, CARB should commit to a rapid implementationof 100% auctioning of allowances..  If offsets are allowed, theymust be very limited, located only within or near our state’sborder, and have no adverse impacts on environmental justice.Program revenues should go toward GHG reduction programs, such asclean technologies, green jobs, and aid for low-income consumersand small businesses.

2) Increase the goals for emissions reductions from lower vehicletraffic by enforced regional land use planning requirements.

3) Require commercial recycling and take meaningful steps towardfor zero waste and Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR).
 

Additional priorities include: 

1) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among market mechanisms.Other tools should be brought forward more robustly, includingfeed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-term actionagenda. See details in the following pages. 

2) Make sure the 33% renewables electricity standard is achievedbefore 2020, either through legislation or regulatory action. Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation (CCA)and feed-in tariffs as potentially powerful GHG reductionmechanisms. Implement the CPUC RPS Report, October 2008, whichstates (p. 10): “If the state is required to generate 33% of itsenergy from renewable resources by 2020, then all new procurementof new energy resources between now and 2020 must be entirelyrenewable energy, except some new fossil for peaking capacity andto replace aging fossil plants critical to renewable integration.”

3) Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.   This would reap huge GHG reductions.

4) Place a higher priority on reducing methane emissions, sincethe Plan greatly underestimates the significance of methaneemissions by using the 100-year global warming potential. Over ashorter time horizon, methane accounts for 17% to perhaps well over30% of the state’s GHGs, rather than the 5.7% indicated in the 2004inventory. 

5) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California’s unhealthy air,especially in already highly impacted areas.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:13:12No Duplicates.



Comment 163 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club's Overall Comments on Scoping PlanComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

OVERALL COMMENTS:

• We are pleased that the Proposed Plan seeks to meet the law’srequirement of rolling back our greenhouse gas emissions to 1990levels by 2020.
 
• Scientists now suggest, however, that goal of 1990 levels by2020 may be inadequate. The Plan now wisely incorporatesintentional redundancies and a “margin of safety” that couldanticipate the possibility that urgent action is more pressing thancurrent assumptions would indicate.  The GHG concentration in theatmosphere may be at the tipping point, as evidence of the newlyrecognized rapid release of arctic permafrost and seabed methanegives us even less time for GHG reductions before runaway warmingtakes over.

• We welcome this Plan’s statement that California cannot afforddelay in reducing pollution that causes global warming. Thepotential costs of inaction or delayed action are immeasurablygreater than the cost of implementation now.

• CARB's plan, which relies predominately on direct regulationsfor the electricity and transportation sectors to reach the state's2020 emission reduction goal, sets a standard for other states andthe federal government in most areas.  However, there aresubstantive flaws in the plan’s approach to “cap-and-trade” and“offsets.”  

• Sierra Club strongly supports the new plan's promises to cutmore emissions than previous drafts did. We also support the plan’sproposal to include: auctioning of emission allowances topolluters; more limitations on offsets; recognition of much higherpotential for recycling and zero waste; more momentum forsignificant changes in current land use and transportationplanning; and more emphasis on green job creation in the fields ofclean power and energy efficiency. The Plan now makes a strongercase for the economic and health benefits of clean energy.

• The Plan correctly points out that many powerful parallelpolicies must be pursued in order to remove all the state's marketbarriers and regulatory impediments to GHG reduction.  Stateclimate programs need the full force of CARB’s backing to suchparallel measures as Feed-In Tariffs, Carbon Fees and CommunityChoice Electricity 

• We support the inclusion of co-benefits from GHG reductions suchas public health improvements and better energy efficiency.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:19:12No Duplicates.



Comment 164 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club: Recommended Actions: Role of State and Local GovernmentsComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

II. RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

A. ROLE OF THE STATE: SETTING AN EXAMPLE (p. 24)

• Sierra Club applauds the explicit commitment of the stategovernment to lead by example, with a target of a minimum of 30percent reduction by 2020.  We encourage immediate implementationof all the actions listed, plus more to be identified. 

B. ROLE OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT: ESSENTIAL PARTNERS (p. 26)

•  Sierra Club is pleased that SB 375 requires CARB to workclosely with local governments to establish strong regional targetsfor greenhouse gas reduction through the SB 375 process.

•  We believe CARB’s goal for local governments of a 15% GHGreduction from current levels by 2020 is feasible.

•  CARB should set a higher goal of at least 11 million metrictons in greenhouse gas reductions to be achieved from reductions invehicle miles traveled. We believe research supports thefeasibility of a higher goal. 
 
•  CARB should provide substantial technical and financialassistance to local governments, in addition to guidance protocols,to help them reduce greenhouse gases from transportation and landuse, as well as other sectors, including energy and recycling. These governments are fiscally hard-pressed by the economy'sdownturn and credit collapse. Many are facing employee layoffs. They do not have the talent or expertise to devise and execute suchGHG plans. They also need financial and technical assistance fromstate and federal sources; compliance will be difficult withoutthat aid.

•  SB 375 is insufficient by itself.  Needed also are tools forlocal governments to translate GHG reduction targets into localaction.

•  CARB should actively promote and facilitate Community ChoiceElectricity Aggregation (AB 117, 2002), which Sierra Club believesis the single most potent step municipalities can take to quicklyreduce their greenhouse gas emissions substantially in the nextdecade.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 18:24:52No Duplicates.



Comment 165 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club's Comments on Emissions Reductions, Cap-and-Auction, OffsetsComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

C. EMISSIONS REDUCTION MEASURES

• We are concerned about the following statement by CARB on p. 28:
“Expiration of existing utility long-term contracts with coalplants will reduce GHG emissions when such generation is replacedby renewable generation, coal with carbon sequestration, or naturalgas generation, which emits less CO2 per megawatt-hour.” Thisstatement is too vague to be of use for policy guidance, sincethere is a big difference between replacing coal plants withnatural gas and building renewables. On average, when compared tocoal, natural gas plants reduce carbon dioxide by roughly 40%. Andcarbon sequestration technologies—in the near term timeframe—areexpected to capture and sequester only a tiny fraction of carbonemissions from coal plants. Both of these options compare quiteunfavorably with most renewables.  At present carbon sequestrationis too costly and under-researched.  The additional energy requiredto separate and sequester carbon makes this an uneconomic strategy. Further expansion of natural gas generation cannot be thedirection if GHG reduction targets are to be met.  Instead, no newfossil fuel generation plants should be built and all newinvestment capital should be put into renewable, zero-emissiongeneration.  All actions should keep to the fast path toward >80%reduction by 2050. A careful examination of data will show thatachieving California’s clean energy policies, including the 33%renewable standard and both the short and long-term greenhouse gasreduction targets, will require all new generation to berenewable.

1. California Cap and Trade Program Linked to Western ClimateInitiative (p. 30)

Direct Emission Reductions:  Sierra Club is pleased that the Planproposes most of the required GHG reductions come from performancestandards that directly reduce emissions, such as California’sclean-car, renewable-energy, and energy-efficiency programs, andincentive programs like the Solar Initiative, with only 20%proposed for the carbon pollution market program. If possible, wewould like to see that percentage made even lower. 

The Plan correctly points out that many powerful parallel policiesmust accompany "cap and trade" in order to remove all the state'singrained market barriers and regulatory impediments to GHGreduction.  State climate programs need to give these parallelmeasures – like Feed-in Tariffs, carbon fees, and Community ChoiceElectricity Aggregation – the full force of ARB's backing.

• Sierra Club urges CARB to consider the merits of replacing capand trade with a carbon fee. A carbon fee would aid businessplanning and benefit businesses, because the price of carbon undera fee system is more predictable than the outcome of a cap andtrade/auction. In addition, such a fee would provide a predictablesource of income for the state to put into Scoping Planimplementation.  Under the precedent of the Sinclair Paint case,expenditures of revenue from carbon fees must be related to theissue of carbon emissions.  CARB has not given this fee option theattention or study it merits.

We urge CARB to make even clearer that cap-and-trade is nopanacea. Over-reliance on unproven cap-and-trade schemes would be arisky gamble. 

 • If California establishes a cap-and-trade program, it shouldrequire 100 percent auction from the start in order to be fair toeveryone, including consumers and producers. Auctioning pollutionallowances is the simplest, most fair and effective choice.  Polluting industries should receive a clear, immediate indicationthat the state is heading in this direction. CARB's draftimplementation plan says that achieving 100 percent auctioning is a"worthwhile goal.”  

• In the event a cap-and-trade program is adopted, we agree withthe Market Advisory Committee’s recommendation of  “a transition tofull auction within the cap-and-trade program, noting that a systemin which California ultimately auctions all of its emissionallowances is consistent with fundamental objectives ofcost-effectiveness, fairness and simplicity.” (Appendix I, p. C-19)On the other hand, we are very concerned by CARB’s quote that “WCIPartner jurisdictions have agreed to a minimum percentage ofallowances auctioned increasing from 10 percent in the firstthree-year compliance period to 25 percent in 2020.”  These lowamounts would fail to provide an incentive for early GHGreductions.  In addition, the climate crisis is so great, that weneed substantial revenue as soon as possible to support massivereductions of GHGs and other air pollutants through fostering thetransition to a low-carbon society. 

• All of the Northeastern and Mid-Atlantic states involved in theRegional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) decided to auction nearlyor fully 100 percent of their allowances, even though a much lowerminimum was discussed earlier in the RGGI process.   Although RGGIwas severely flawed by over-issuing allowances, the RGGI statesraised $38.6 million in the first U.S. auction for global warmingpollution permits. This money can be used to benefit consumers andinvest in clean energy and other green investments.
 
• Giving away pollution permits for free would generate windfallprofits for polluters and enrich out-of-state corporateshareholders at the expense of Californians.

• Sierra Club strongly supports the CPUC and CEC recommendationthat “all auction revenues be used for purposes related to AB 32.” This money should go toward clean energy technologies, publictransit and environmental mitigation, green jobs, and aid forlow-income consumers and small businesses. Funding will also berequired to provide training in renewable energy job skills forpeople now working in the fossil fuel industry and to helplow-income consumers and small businesses reduce their utilitybills through greatly improved energy efficiency.    

 • Sierra Club is concerned that aligning with the Western ClimateInitiative (WCI) could dilute California’s program and result infewer emissions reductions and more delays, unless California canbring other states up to higher standards than WCI is currentlyrecommending. The Design Recommendations for the WCI RegionalCap-and-Trade Program states (Appendix I, p. D-54): “The WCIrecommends each Partner auction a minimum percentage, between 25percent and 75 percent, of its allowance budget.” If Californiaagrees to this, it could mean that between 25% and 75% of emissionsallowances will be given away for free to the biggest polluters inthe state.  This is unacceptable.

• Direct reductions in capped sectors are vastly preferable tooffsets. CARB should require power and oil companies to invest inrenewable energy and cleaner transportation, rather than to paysomeone else in some other jurisdiction to reduce their pollution.Any offsets should be limited in number and subjected to rigorouscriteria (See more discussion below). We are also concerned abouthow WCI’s recommendations for cap-and-trade and offsets relate toconcerns of the environmental justice community. We note that,among WCI member states, California is the only state with anofficial environmental justice advisory committee for climateissues, and we are disturbed by the failure of the WCI process togive sufficient attention to EJ concerns.

• California should not allow emissions trading with anyjurisdiction that does not have a hard emissions cap of AB 32-likestringency, because such trading would remove the assurance thatour emissions reductions were real.

• No trading in emissions should be allowed if it causes “hotspots” that exacerbate air pollution at the local level, especiallywithin communities already beset by environmental justice issues.

• Aggressive steps must be taken to guard against leakage bymeasuring the carbon emission at its actual point of production forelectrical generation consumed in CA at its actual point ofproduction.

• Every product manufactured in the world today has its own carbonfootprint—the carbon emissions associated with the production ofthat product. To maintain a fair market for California goods, CARBshould require that producers of emission-intensive productsimported for consumption in California purchase the same emissionsallowances that California producers must when they sell theirproducts in the same market. Similarly, emissions associated withproducts produced in California but exported should be allocated tothe exporting state or nation rather than California. Any otherprinciple would sorely disadvantage California industries and actas a powerful lever for driving additional jobs offshore.

OFFSETS 

CARB's Plan undercuts its cap-and-trade program by unduly relyingon offsets.  These are credits that polluters in capped sectors canbuy based on estimated pollution reductions made by others inuncapped sectors. In this way, offsets substitute for cuts thatcould have been made directly by polluters in the electricity,industrial, and transportation sectors directly addressed bycap-and-trade. Both CARB and WCI would allow approximately half ofthe required pollution reductions under a cap-and-trade system tooccur through offsets.
 
However, CARB's plan goes beyond the WCI's minimum offset limit.WCI allows states to use offsets for as much as 49 percent ofreductions over the lifetime of the program without rules on whenpolluters can use offsets. Under that approach, polluters couldrely entirely on offsets in the early years of the program, whichcould allow polluters in capped sectors to delay making their ownemission reductions until later years, in some cases not until2018. In contrast, California has decided it will limit the use ofoffsets to 49 percent during each three-year round of reductionsunder WCI. In that way, California will guarantee at least somereal reductions in sectors covered by a cap-and-trade systemthroughout the program's earlier years. 
 
Rather than outsourcing efforts around the world through offsetsto cut GHG emissions, California should be aggressively harnessingits own energies and capacities to develop new clean technologiesthat can help reduce global warming pollution here and around theworld.
 
•  If offsets are allowed, they must be very limited in number andsubjected to rigorous criteria. The Proposed CARB Scoping Plansuggests limiting offsets to 10 percent of a firm's "complianceobligation." CARB must clarify that this means that no more than 10percent of the emitter’s required reductions may come from offsets,not 10 percent of its total emissions.

•  While the proposed plan does limit emission offsets more thanthe draft did, it still allows up to 49 percent of emissionreductions to come from offsets, from anywhere in the world – notjust from California. This would allow pollution to continue inlow-income communities that already carry a heavier burden ofpolluting industries. ARB must put in place strict safeguards toassure that pollution trading and offsets do not harm air qualityin those communities.

 •  We are opposed to any system that would relieve any domesticemitter of carbon from paying for their fair share of the costs ofthe carbon they emit in exchange for “offsets,” either forinternationally produced CO2 emissions or domestically foractivities designed to enhance carbon sinks, like tree planting.While government and private support of improved soil carboncontent and reforesting are highly desirable, it is impossible toretain the integrity and effectiveness of a program to reducedomestic CO2 emissions if it is combined with an internationaltrading mechanism involving efforts to preserve and enhance carbonsinks.

•  We oppose trading between sources of carbon pollution andsinks, like forests, that store carbon. The ability of forests tostore carbon should not become a justification for maintaininghigher emissions of air pollution. We need both 80% reductions indomestic CO2 emissions and strong programs to enhance carbon sinks;we should not “trade” them off against each other. This separationof carbon control systems is especially important given theincreasing vulnerability of California’s forests and other floraowing to fire, drought and potential effects of climate change.
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Comment 166 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BudLast Name: BeebeEmail Address: bbeebe@smud.orgAffiliation: SMUDSubject: Oral Comments - AB32 Preliminary Scoping PlanComment:SMUD  -  Oral Version  -  Beebe  -  [3 minutes]
Items for CARB public comments to be presented Nov 20th withwritten follow-up 

We appreciate the hard work that the ARB staff has done in puttingtogether a comprehensive approach to meeting the AB32 targets. SMUDsupports the electric sector programmatic measures; the 33% RPS,the energy efficiency targets, the California Solar Initiative, andthe need for allowance trading. 

[Don’t start Cap & Trade without Transportation Sector]  Withrespect to cap and trade, one of the most important considerationsthat the ARB has maintained throughout the development of theScoping Plan has been one of fairness. We applaud this. However,the scoping plan shows the electric sector and industrial sectorssubject to a cap in 2012, but the transportation and natural gassectors not until 2015. Not requiring allowances to be held bytransportation and natural gas amounts to preferential treatmentand places considerably more burden for paying for AB32 upon theelectricity and industrial sectors.  This is a fairness issue thatcannot be overlooked.

[Specific inclusion of some early offset programs needed now.] The PSP makes the case that inclusion of emissions offsets willhelp mitigate allowance prices under cap and trade. Today, thecarbon offset industry in California is truly just getting started.Available protocols that might enable compliance are limited.Development of projects under those limited project types are verypreliminary, and projects take years to provide first reductions.SMUD has had some experience with this through our voluntarycustomer carbon offset program for which we are developing twodairy digester projects and are soliciting additional offsetsthrough competitive bids.  But to truly help, ARB could accelerateits carbon offset protocol process and fast-track adoption ofregulations under H & S Code § 38571 to verify and enforcereductions so that verified offsets can be banked early and usedfor compliance in 2012.
   
 [Linear reducing cap not practical]  As required, the ScopingPlan identifies sufficient Greenhouse Gas emission reductions toenable California to meet its emissions goal by the year 2020. However Figure 1 of Appendix C shows, significant mandatoryreductions are expected to occur even in the earliest years of theprogram and continue evenly throughout the period.  We are unawareof specific investigations that show how the Scoping Plan programswill produce this linear reduction of emissions with time.  It’sclear that such investigations will be needed before setting yearlyemission caps.  Simply assuming that a linear reduction inemissions is achievable is insufficient, and could well increasecosts unnecessarily. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments, these and someadditional suggestions will be submitted in written form.   Thankyou.
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Comment 167 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comments on Light Duty Vehicle GHG StandardsComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

2. California Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards (p. 38)

• Sierra Club supports implementation of the Pavley “Clean Cars”standards, which continue to call for reduction of global warmingpollution from personal vehicles. While the Pavley standards willhelp us to meet 2020 requirements for greenhouse gas reductions,California needs more improvements in vehicle technology before2020 in order to meet our 2050 goals. The state should immediatelybegin a dramatic shift toward plug-in hybrid electric vehicles andbattery electric vehicles to begin the ramp-up needed to meet 2050greenhouse gas reduction goals. This should be stated specificallyin the Plan to make sure it is implemented.

•  The state should immediately create a Battery Electric VehiclePartnership with industry to speed the electrification of itslight-duty vehicle fleet.

•  The minimum goal of 7,500 Zero Emission Vehicles (ZEVs)currently required by the Zero Emission Vehicle Program in2012-2014 is grossly inadequate. CARB should establish a goal ofhundreds of thousands of ZEVs in that timeframe, and recommendincreased funding for immediate development of plug-in hybridvehicles and infrastructure for all plug-in vehicles.

•  CARB should create a program and incentives to encourageconversion of the 100,000 hybrids now in use to plug-in hybrids,and mandate all appropriate state fleet vehicles be plug-in orzero-emission vehicles.

•  CARB's Plan to reduce tailpipe emissions from cars and trucksrecommends that the state evaluate and possibly implement a"feebates" program, a system of one-time rebates and surcharges onnew passenger cars and light trucks based on the amount of globalwarming pollution they emit.  Sierra Club supports a feebatesprogram that could supplement California's tailpipe standards.According to a University of Michigan study, implementing a cleancar discount program would deliver an additional 21 percentreduction in global warming pollution beyond the tailpipestandards.

Important:  Sierra Club supports adoption of a “feebate” system inaddition to the Pavley regulations, not just as a back-up to thePavley regulations. 

A feebate program would make cleaner cars more affordable foreveryone. Cleaner cars cost less to operate, so people would savemoney on gas. Automakers would have an added incentive to producecleaner vehicles. 
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Comment 168 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comments on Energy EfficiencyComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

3. Energy Efficiency (p. 41)

•  Sierra Club supports all the energy-efficiency efforts listedby CARB. In fact, we believe that even greater reductions in thepollution that causes global warming can be gained by furtherstrengthening efficiency and conservation efforts. In particular,it is necessary to strengthen independent auditing, measurement andverification of efficiency measures and programs.  

•  The Plan’s goal of 32,000 gigawatt-hours of electric powerdemand reduction by 2020 falls far short of the economic potentialfor 60,000 gigawatt-hours of savings if all technology options areincluded (as described in the California Energy Commission 2007Integrated Energy Policy Report, p. 98). The larger goal is more inline with the Western Governors efficiency recommendation of 20%reduction from projected demand, which their advisory panel saidwas likely achievable well before the 2020 target year if bestpractices were used.

 •  The mandatory Green Building Standards Code update scheduledfor 2010 needs to be strengthened. CARB pressure could help. Commissioning, quality control and enforcement of green buildingstandards and practices in actual construction and renovation hasbecome acutely important as evidence mounts within the trade thatmany so-called “green” projects do not deliver the efficiencysavings advertised.

 •  Can CARB provide more detail in terms of the three measures inCR-1 (separate out the expected reductions from the threestrategies outlined)?

•  By 2020, California should be able to go well beyond the SB1470 goal of only 0.1 million tons of annual reductions from solarwater heating, through encouraging public-private partnerships.

•  CARB should recommend to the CPUC that energy-efficiencyprograms be administered independently from the utility companies,and expand the use of Standard Offer contracts based uponperformance. The California Public Utilities Commissioninvestigated this in 2002 and concluded that independent providerswere more cost effective, particularly for residential customers.The CPUC is developing independent and objective systems formeasuring and verification of energy-efficiency program savings,and should be urged to fully deploy this in a timely manner. 
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Comment 169 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on Renewables Portfolio StandardComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

4. Renewables Portfolio Standard (p. 44)

• Sierra Club is pleased to see CARB’s recommendation for a 33%Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) for electricity providers. Thisforward-thinking measure should be quickly given the force of lawfor all utilities, either by regulatory action or by legislation.  On July 24, 2008, Sierra Club presented the Governor and thelegislature’s leadership with a 14-point plan to reform andsupplement RPS.  

•  We appreciate the mention of “broad-based participation frommany parties and the removal of barriers.”  We look forward to moreconsideration of the environmental and consumer points of view.

•  Although the Plan mentions “Community Energy” and “municipalutility operations,” there is no mention of Community ChoiceAggregation (CCA), a specific authority under California law (AB117, Migden). CCA offers large potential for local governments tomove aggressively toward meeting or exceeding the state’s mandatedRenewable Portfolio Standards (RPS). Over 40 cities and counties inthe state have performed feasibility studies financed by theCalifornia Energy Commission and the U.S. Department of Energy,with over two dozen jurisdictions in advanced stages of planningfor actual implementation. Marin County, Oakland, Berkeley andEmeryville, as well as San Francisco have either established or areconsidering a target of 50% or more renewables for all customerswithin their service region by 2017. When achieved, such targetsrepresent the single easiest way for municipalities to complylocally with whatever AB 32 stipulations may be imposed. SierraClub urges ARB to make CCA a central part of its GHG reductionstrategy in the near and medium term.

 •  Sierra Club is very pleased with the inclusion of the optionof “a Feed-In Tariff for all RPS-eligible renewable energyfacilities,” but questions the phrase “up to 20 megawatts in size.” We favor implementation of feed-in tariffs at once for all sizesof facilities.  Feed-In Tariffs (FiTs) are efficient tools forspeeding adoption of renewable electricity generation andstabilizing market prices of new technologies. Already used in morethan 37 countries, and under consideration in Michigan, Minnesota,Illinois and Rhode Island, FiTs establish a price for renewables —guaranteed for 20 years or more — based on the cost of producingthat electricity plus a fair profit. These rates usually have amodest impact on customer bills compared to conventionallygenerated electricity. (In Germany, for example, the FiT cost toconsumers equals the price of a loaf of bread per month.) FiTsallow manufacturers and renewable project developers to predictdemand, and to invest with confidence. California should model itsFiTs on those programs that have achieved significant growth ofrenewables. A FiT in California should be tied to meeting thestate’s goals for renewables. CARB should also recommendrestructuring state law to allow more favorable renewable energyprice structures. 

• California Energy Commission's workshops on Feed-In Tariffs needto offer much more aggressive and comprehensive options, and CARBmust prod CEC to do this.

•  As the California Energy Commission’s recommended in its 2007Integrated Energy Policy Report, any carbon trading system shouldreduce allowances according to an appropriate evaluation of theeffects of the renewable portfolio standard — in order to avoidoversupply of allowances.

•  CARB should consider and address the full life cycle ofemissions whenever possible. Currently, there appears to be aninconsistency across sectors. Transportation fuels take a full lifecycle approach, but the energy sources for electric generation andend-use natural gas consumption do not. Unfortunately, the CPUC’sinterpretation of SB 1368 would allow about five million tons ofGHG per year per Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) terminal to go intothe atmosphere without being “counted” as part of the state’scarbon emissions, if these terminals are constructed. This is notan abstract issue, as we already face the likelihood of importedLNG increasing the carbon footprint of pipeline natural gas fromTexas and Mexico. That is a loophole that should and must beclosed: five million tons of GHG per year is roughly equivalent tothe emissions of one million cars. 

•  Sierra Club urges CARB to ensure that electric power generatorsbe held to an increasingly stringent carbon standard, and that thecarbon standard be applied to all generators, whether undercontract or utility owned, and to all types of retail sellers ofelectricity within the state.

 •  Sierra Club believes CARB’s target of reducing coal generation40%, or 13,000 gigawatt-hours, by 2020 is an achievable goal,provided that utility companies are held to the renewable energyand efficiency targets.

•  Industrial boilers, oil refineries and glass manufacturingrepresent excellent opportunities to recover waste heat forelectric generation and other purposes.
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5. Low Carbon Fuel Standard (p. 46)

• We are looking forward to implementation of a Low Carbon FuelStandard that accounts for all environmental impacts on a lifecycle basis.

•  However, we are disappointed that the Proposed Scoping Plancontains no explicit projections for carbon reductions fromimplementation of a rigorous Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) program.An ambitious ZEV program, plus plug-in hybrids, could achievesignificant GHG savings.

•  The plan should include specific requirements for automakers tosell hundreds of thousands of zero-emission vehicles annually by2020.
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Comment 171 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoshuaLast Name: BuswellEmail Address: josh@forestethics.orgAffiliation: ForestEthicsSubject: Commens on Forestry Section in Proposed Scoping PlanComment: 



Re: ForestEthics Comments on Proposed Scoping Plan

ForestEthics appreciates the opportunity to provide comments onthe Proposed Scoping Plan (PSP) for meeting the goals of AB 32.  Wewill be limiting our comments to the PSP’s section on forestry. 

We are grateful that the Air Resources Board (ARB) is including asection on forestry, as this is an often overlooked, but incredibleimportant component toward meeting our state’s commitment tosolving the climate crisis.  As is acknowledge in the scoping plan,deforestation accounts for 20% of global greenhouse gas emissions.

We believe the goal of maintaining the current 5 MMTCO2E iscertainly doable and would urge ARB to set an even more robusttarget moving forward.  We would also urge the followingrecommendations:

1).  Shift the emphasis towards measuring average carbon stocks ina forest instead of rates of uptake and release.
With limited funds, trying to account for the rate of carbonuptake or release is not the most judicious use of taxpayer dollarsand is irrelevant.  Rates of uptake and release are of less concernfrom a carbon perspective than the average amount of carbon theforests is storing.  For example, if one cuts an old growth forestand replaces it with a sapling, there may be faster growth from thesapling after several years.  However, the forest is still in acarbon deficit due to the logging of the old growth forest that hadyears and years of accumulated carbon.  To emphasize throughout thePSP the rate at which California’s forests are growing is lessrelevant than how much carbon these forests are maintaining onaverage.  Until there is accurate accounting of average carbonstocks, ARB will not be able to tell whether California’s forestsare even meeting the goals of AB 32.  

2).  Reduce the PSP’s emphasis on fire emissions
There is no question that communities should be protected fromwildfires and studies by the Forest Service have shown that loggingwithin 100 feet of a home to reduce fuel loads from brush and smalltrees can protect property. However, from a carbon perspective, themore important point is that focusing on fires once again puts theemphasis on rates of carbon release instead of overall carbonstores for unless the forested area never grows back, the carbonwill be reabsorbed.  Additionally, just because a forest burns,even a high intensity fire does not translate into immediate andtotal carbon losses,   and as the wood decays, rigorous post firegrowth recovers much of the carbon that is lost.   
  
3).  Encourage and create incentives for landowners to producemulti-aged and diverse forests
Appendix B says, “There are significant opportunities to increasethe carbon storage on managed forest lands over the next fewdecades by increasing forest growth through healthy and fullystocked stands that utilize site potential for growth whileresisting or minimizing emissions from fire, insects and disease.”(C-169)  There is no guarantee that vigorous tree growth willresult in stands better able to withstand fire, insects anddisease.  In fact, the California Climate Change Center with stafffrom Berkeley and Cal EPA said of global warming, “Monodominantstands are at most risk. Designing diverse forest structures withmultiple species where appropriate alleviates some risk associatedwith even-aged, single-species stands. A spatially mixed forestslimits the spread of both pathogens and insects.”  The same studyshowed that pine plantations would also face a 31% reduction inyield due to global warming as compared to 18% for mature foreststands. 
  The science is also quite clear that certain logging methodsrelease more carbon than others.  For example, clearcuttingreleases more carbon than any other forest disturbance, includingfire.   Yet, the closest forest management prescription the PSPwill make is encouraging “sustainable forestry practices.”  Indeed,where the PSP says, “Providing incentives to developing countriesto help cut emissions by preserving standing forests, and tosequester additional carbon through the restoration andreforestation of degraded lands and forests and improved forestmanagement practices, will be crucial in bringing those countriesinto the global climate protection effort,” could no doubt apply toour own state as well.  

4).  Shift away from encouraging biomass until proper accountingis done that ensures it is carbon negative
It may be possible that biomass may help to reduce carbonemissions, but there must be transparent and rigorous accountingthat considers all elements of the energy production includingtransportation, milling, and logging before it is regarded aworthwhile solution.	

5).  Make sure reforestation and afforestation is scientificallysound.  
Reforestaton and afforestation are important, but ARB must ensurecredit is only given for genuine carbon reductions.  For example,the science is far from clear that salvage logging and replantingpost fire is a carbon benefit.  To give credit carte blanche forsuch activities will not necessarily result in carbon gains.  
	 
We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this historic piece oflegislation.

Joshua Buswell

Sierra Campaigner, ForestEthics
1 Haight Street
San Francisco, CA 94114
415-863-4563 ext 328
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6. Regional Transportation-Related Greenhouse Gas Targets (p. 47)

•  The Plan should do more than just “encourage” local city andcounty climate action plans. This planning should be required. 

•  This need not be an unfunded mandate: most cities lack fundingand expertise to craft adequate climate plans. CARB should take thelead in devising incentives – carrots and sticks – and means offinancially assisting or persuading cities to comply.

•  The Plan should include stronger measures to reform land useplanning in ways that reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT). (SeeNewman and Kenworthy paper on how one passenger-mile of transit usecan reduce 3–7 passenger-miles in a car.) 

• Expand Regional Blueprints already underway.  These shouldinclude transit-oriented development, walkable, bikeablecommunities, mixed land uses, requiring Regional TransportationPlans to have strong requirements for reduction of vehicle milestraveled and more.

•  We are concerned with how this section of the Plan deals withland use measures. The Plan’s land use goals are not ambitiousenough. Targets are too modest. Tools identified to cope with theproblem are inadequate. And serious reflection of public health,social and economic co-benefits of forceful action is lacking.

•  SB 375 is insufficient by itself.  Needed also are tools forlocal governments to translate GHG reduction targets into localaction.

•  The Plan only counts reducing 5 million metric tons (MMT) ofcarbon equivalent per annum by 2020 from actions in this sector.This is only about 3% of the total reductions. By comparison, theSacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) blueprint couldreduce carbon emissions by roughly 1 MMT by 2020, even thoughSACOG’s region currently contains no more than 1/15th ofCalifornia’s population.

• An April 2007 Cal/EPA report, “Climate Action Team ProposedEarly Actions to Mitigate Climate Change in California, Draft forPublic Review,” allotted 18 MMT by 2020 to “regionaltransportation/smart growth land use measures.”

The methodology CARB used to generate its current 5 MMT estimateis outdated and flawed.
?	For a document as important as the AB 32 Scoping Plan, CARBshould draw on the broadest possible range of studies andmethodologies available to generate their estimate of reductionsfrom the land use sector.  Instead, they rely on a single study(The UC Berkeley report) to generate the 5 MMT estimate. 
?	The regional model simulations in the UC Berkeley report arewidely acknowledged to understate the benefits of dense mixed-usedevelopment.
?	Even the author of the UC Berkeley report criticizes the modelsin her study: “the results confirm that even improved calibratedtravel models are likely to underestimate VKT [vehicle kilometerstraveled] reductions from land use, transit, and pricing policies.These models simply are not suited for the policy analysis demandsin the era of global climate change.”
?	Rather than basing their estimate on a single study, CARB shouldexamine a more recent report from the authors of Growing Cooler,which suggests that reductions of 11-14 MMTs are possible by 2020(The Ewing Report).
?	Unlike the UC Berkeley report, the Ewing Report is based onactual historical data for a 20-year period exclusively fromCalifornia.  It is far more realistic in its projections than aseries of regional modeling studies from different states andnations with widely differing circumstances (as included in the UCBerkeley report). 

•  More compact neighborhoods and less driving are the essence ofthe EIR for SACOG’s Blueprint scenario. SACOG plans to devote muchless land devoted to urban uses and to cut carbon emissions whilesaving farmland – providing public health and economic savings forhouseholds and businesses where less driving is required. Reduction of trips through good neighborhood design must be a CARBimperative from now on.

CARB must set a higher 2020 target for land use in order to putCalifornia on track for the 2050 target.

?	We simply can’t afford another 10 years of “business-as-usual”development.  If CARB sets a low target for land use, the resultmay be 10 more years of sprawl. This will make it impossible toreach our 2050 target. 
?	For California to achieve its 2050 target, we must achieve VMTreductions of approximately 10% by 2020 and 20% by 2030.  Thecurrent 5 MMT target equates to a 4% VMT reduction by 2020 – lessthan half of what is needed to keep California on track.

GHG Reductions from Land Conservation should be quantified andprioritized

?	In addition to reducing VMT, smart growth also reducesgreenhouse gas emissions by preserving landscapes that sequestercarbon, such as forests, agricultural lands, and oak woodlands.CARB should establish guidelines for quantifying the emissionreduction benefits of preserving these landscapes, and formitigating the GHG emissions and loss of sequestration resultingfrom conversion. 
?	There are a number of possible mechanisms for implementing thisstrategy, including SB 375, CEQA, and Indirect Source Review.
?	Many of California's carbon-capturing landscapes are outside ofregional transportation metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs),and therefore are not covered by SB 375.  CARB should ensure thatadditional policy measures are adopted that apply to these ruralcounties.
?	SB 375 and other land use measures should be coordinated withthe Sustainable Forests measures to avoid duplicative efforts andmaximize benefits in both sectors.

Smart Growth is Good for California's Economy

•	Smart growth is a net economic benefit for California, accordingto a recent analysis by Stanford University's Jim Sweeney.
•	Californians want and need to live closer to jobs and publictransportation choices – because smart growth will free them fromhigh gas prices.  The cost of driving a mile in the U.S. nearlydoubled between 2002 and 2007.
•	The Sacramento Region (SACOG) estimates their smart growthblueprint will save $16 billion in infrastructure costs by 2030.

• Adopt and require the use of greenhouse performance standards,goals and metrics for transportation planning and projects. Holdstate, regional and local agencies accountable for meeting thesemetrics.

• Sierra Club recommends fast-tracking regional mass transitinfrastructure, including Bus Rapid Transit programs (especially onexisting freeway HOV lanes).

• We suggest that mandatory employer parking cashout, like thatimplemented by the city of Santa Monica, be added as an additionalmeasure to evaluate. Employer parking cashout rewards employeesthat opt for transit, carpooling, and other smart transit choices.

• Many other ways to reduce workplace vehicle-miles-traveled(VMT), such as parking fee increases, telecommuting, etc. that needfurther study.

• Sierra Club is pleased with the mention of public educationabout transportation.

• We suggest that increasing public transit services (both bus andrail) be included among the sector-based methods.

• Sierra Club supports CARB’s consideration of Pay-As-You-DriveAuto Insurance.  We note a recent study by Jason E. Bordoff andPascal J. Noel, “Pay-As-You-Drive Auto Insurance: A Simple Way toReduce Driving Related Harms and Increase Equity"(www.brookings.edu/~/media/Files/rc/papers/2008/0417_payd_bordoff/0417_payd_bordoff.pdf).Applied to California, the analysis indicates much larger benefitsthan estimated in the Proposed Scoping Plan.  Thisemission-reduction estimate is about ten times larger than the Planstates, and the Plan overlooks co-benefits such as congestionreductions, crash reductions and consumer benefits.

• Here are a few of the study’s key findings. (The full paper willbe posted on the Bookings Institution website shortly):
-  An 8 percent driving reduction for light-duty vehicles
-  VMT decrease by 24 billion miles
-  Less fuel consumption by 1.2 billion gallons, based on 2006levels.
-  Direct annual CO2 reductions of 10.5 million metric tons
-  Lower premiums for drivers; two-thirds of households would savemoney.

•  CARB should adopt the Indirect Source Rule (ISR) for carbondioxide.
•	The indirect source rule, already in effect in the San JoaquinValley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool that helpsdevelopers and planners calculate and mitigate the impacts ofprojects. 
•	ISR creates a local revenue fund to help local governmentsimplement Climate Action Plans.
•	Rural non-MPO counties are excluded from SB 375, so ISR would bethe only tool that rural counties can use to address the GHGimpacts of land use. 

 In order for ISR to be effective in reducing VMT, it shoulddiscourage developers from building far from existing services andjobs, and it should encourage close-in development. To this end,the amount of the fee should be proportional to the VMT, and thecomputer model used to compute a project’s emissions shouldaccurately account for the individual project’s VMT. 

As a means of encouraging green building, reducing energy use, andpromoting good community design measures such as mixed use andwalkability, such an ISR should follow the precedent set by theexisting ISR to incorporate fee reductions for onsite GHG reductionmeasures. Remaining fees should be used for projects that reduceGHG as well as criteria pollutants and achieve other environmentalco-benefits.

• Lawrence Frank’s new study, Reducing Global Warming and AirPollution: The Role of Green Development in California (July 1,2008, prepared for Environmental Defense Fund), is very supportiveof ISR. ISR is tested and effective.

• Allocation of State transportation funds:  CARB can exert muchmore influence on local transportation planning than portrayed inthe October Proposed Scoping Plan. All the local transportationagencies vie for State transportation funds.  Make those fundscontingent on reducing vehicle-miles and carbon dioxide emissions. Allocations should be weighted to strongly favor those localtransportation agencies that have the highest population-adjustedreductions in carbon dioxide emissions.

•  CARB should prioritize public transit funding:
- The Plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustainpublic transportation and programs to improve transportationefficiency and reduce congestion. 
- When transit is convenient and reliable, people choose to useit. When Bay Area residents both live and work within ½ mile oftransit, 42% of them ride it to work. 

• CARB should promote efforts to make transportation informationavailable via cell phones. One low-cost innovation is theintroduction of everything-on-cell-phone transportation info.  Cellphones can coordinate and improve all our existing transportationequipment with:
 - Convenient access to bus and train schedules and next-bus ornext-train real-time arrival times;
- Automatic payment for train, bus, carpool, taxi, or rideshare(with demand-driven price adjustments honing in on the best pricefor minimum vehicle-miles);
- Carpools or rideshares scheduled weeks, days, hours, or minutesahead, or even when a car is parked, or when a car with an emptyspace is driving by.
- Real-time ridesharing “buddy selection” (sometimes you wantprofessional peers, sometimes church buddies, sometimes a musclemanfor a tandem bicycle).

Innovative transportation funding mechanism:

•  CARB needs to consider influencing the means of transportationfunding.  Consider the roller coaster ride of gasoline prices andtransportation funding income over the past year.  Add in theeconomic mess at both Federal and State level.  California needs atransportation funding mechanism that provides an incentive toreduce vehicle miles and decrease carbon emissions.  Such a fundingmechanism makes it easier to influence regional planning. 

•  One suggestion is to consider auto insurance cost savings.Identify the total amount paid for vehicle insurance in a benchmarkyear.  Then split the savings between government and drivers.  Forexample, Californians (including businesses) paid about $50 billiondollars for vehicle insurance in 2007.  If government actionsreduce vehicle-miles traveled (VMT) and accidents per vehicle-mile,the amount spent on vehicle insurance would decline.  An overallsavings of 10% on insurance could provide California $2.5 billionfor more innovative projects. 

•  For example, in 2008, an individual might have paid $1,000 forcar insurance plus $250 in gasoline taxes (that help fundtransportation infrastructure). In 2015, because people are usingtransit, rideshare, etc. to reduce total vehicle miles, the sameindividual might pay only $900 for insurance ($800 for theinsurance company and $100 for government transportation funding)and only $150 in gasoline taxes (because of better fuel efficiencyand 20% less vehicle-miles).  In this example, the individual saves$200 on his/her transportation costs while transportation fundingremains the same $250 per year per individual.  However, much moreof the $250 can be spent on road and bridge maintenance, or busesand trains, since reduced vehicle-miles mean less funding is neededfor new roads .

Public Toll Roads:

•  Many experts are advocating tolls to replace fuel taxes.  LosAngeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority plans to convertssome high occupancy vehicle lanes to toll lanes in order to secureFederal grants.  The problem with tolls is that government orprivate operators have an incentive to increase vehicle-miles inorder to increase the total funds collected. Since private roadowner-operators will be especially resistant to programs thatreduce vehicle-miles, perhaps we should eliminate any private tollroads.
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7. Vehicle Efficiency Measures (p. 29)

• We support vehicle efficiency measures, such as fuel-efficienttire standards.

8. Goods Movement (p. 29)

• We support the ship electrification in ports approved by CARB in2007.

• Requiring on-dock electric rail and electric drayage wouldeliminate all diesel emissions inside the port.

 • We want to know more details of the Plan’s proposed “GoodsMovement Efficiency Measures - System-Wide EfficiencyImprovements,” which CARB has predicted will yield savings of 3.5tons.

 • CARB should work with state transportation agencies to plancommercially viable electric rail systems that would replace dieseltrucks and trains. That move would also reduce congestion alongCalifornia’s highways, potentially lowering total vehicleemissions.
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9. Million Solar Roofs Program (p. 53)

• We support the Million Solar Roofs Program and its goal of 3,000megawatts of solar energy for homes and businesses throughout thestate by 2017. We note, however, that some reforms in programstructure and funding may be necessary to achieve the goal.

10. Heavy/Medium-Duty Vehicles (p. 53)

• We support all three proposals for aerodynamic efficiency,hybridization, and engine efficiency.

• Sierra Club supports CARB’s policies to reduce emissions fromheavy-duty trucks with hybrid engine technology and otherefficiency improvements. This could improve public health byreducing smog-forming pollution.  Sierra Club urges quick action toaddress GHG pollution from heavy-duty trucks, reportedly scheduledfor CARB’s December 11 board hearing, when it will take up ameasure to reduce emissions from tractor-trailers operating inCalifornia.

• We request that ARB consider requiring electrification ofmedium-duty delivery trucks, as well as other means to reduceemissions in this sector.

11. Industrial Emissions (p. 56)

• We support CARB’s plan to require assessment of large industrialsources to determine whether individual sources within a facilitycan cost-effectively reduce GHG emissions and provide otherpollution reduction co-benefits.

• California’s industries (and CARB) could learn from Japan.“According to the International Energy Agency, based in Paris,Japan consumed half as much energy per dollar worth of economicactivity as the European Union or the United States, and one-eighthas much as China and India in 2005.” (NY Times, July 4, 2008)

 • High efficiency co-generation needs to be required for allappropriate new energy installations.
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12. High Speed Rail (p. 56)

• Sierra Club endorsed Proposition 1A and supports construction ofa High Speed Rail system for California. 

• CARB is aware of the ongoing controversy over Altamont andPacheco Pass routes. We urge CARB to advise the High Speed RailAuthority on the relative carbon footprints of competing routesinto the Bay Area, and to assess the relative degrees ofcost-effectiveness in reducing carbon when constructed. To theextent that CARB can bring to bear climate considerations and dataon this choice, the public will be well served. 
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13. Green Building Strategy (p. 57)

•  Industry evidence indicates a disquieting fact: in so-called“green” buildings, we are not getting advertised energyconservation results owing to improper installation of energysaving features like insulation, framing and lighting.  Poorlyinstalled batt-type installation can reduce energy reductions asmuch as 80%.  With improper installation, air leaks occur in thehouse or building envelope so hot or cold air enters freely, thusnegating any energy savings in cooling or heating designed in theplans.  Some solar panels are poorly placed. Some reported testdata show that supposedly “green” buildings actually use moreenergy once in operation than a well-built regular structure.

•  Apparently, many contractors don't train employees or give themthe time on the job to carefully check their work, nor do buildinginspectors find these problems.  More critical is the constructionindustry in general is not "Performance Based.” For example, abuilding can get “green” status without ever proving if it isindeed saving energy.  Without feedback, the contractors andinspectors don't learn, and the architects never learn if theirplans are actually successful in saving energy.  

•  The solution is requiring verification of building  performancebefore occupancy.  In addition, a building could get a temporarygreen building certification but it would not be final untilseveral years of energy data are collected to prove that the energyreductions are actually being achieved. Contractors need to traintheir regular employees plus have a well-trained supervisorcarefully watching their day labor force implement correcttechniques. Building inspectors need to be trained, and they needto enforce proper construction at every step of the project and onevery building in a project. Awarding any state-level greenbuilding certification should be conditional on demonstratedefficiency.

Absent from the Scoping Plan is a discussion of existing communitypreservation and historic preservation.  While green building iscritical for new construction, it should not be used as an excuseto tear down historic buildings or existing communities. Recognition of community preservation and related historicpreservation should be a part of all landuse decisions.  Sincedemolition comprises a significant portion of waste generated inCalifornia, community preservation is the source reduction part ofdevelopment.  Adaptive reuse of buildings either in place or byrelocation should be discussed either in the Green Building sectionor under landuse as well as linked to the Recycling and Wastesection.
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14. Recycling and Waste (p. 62-63 and Vol. 1 Supporting Documentsand Measure Detail p. C-158 to C-164)

While significantly improved from the first version, CARB’sscoping plan should highlight even more aggressively the powerfulcarbon reduction potential of zero waste and extended producerresponsibility: first, reducing waste by design in manufacturingprocess, then reusing, recycling or composting products. We suggestthat the findings of the new report "Stop Trashing the Climate,"released June 5, 2008,  (http://www.stoptrashingtheclimate.org/) beconsidered for the Scoping Plan.  The report, by GAIA with theInstitute for Self Reliance and Eco-Cycle, brings togetherinformation about recycling, plus source reduction, reuse andcomposting. Further, it describes how scaling up recycling, reusingmaterials and products, and shrinking the size of a community'swaste stream can greatly reduce greenhouse gas generation andrelated climate damage:

"Incinerators and landfills are relics of an unsustainable pastthat have no place in our green economy. The report, "Stop Trashingthe Climate" shows that zero waste -- that is, preventing waste andstrengthening recycling and composting -- is one of the fastest,cheapest and most effective strategies for confronting globalwarming."           Carl Pope, Executive Director, Sierra Club

While it is commendable that Californians are recycling as much asthey are, the statement that existing diversion rate from landfillsis 54 percent is a misleading statistic.  The critical statistic ishow much is landfilled today as compared to the 1990 base year. When the current disposal tonnages are used, Californians will seethat they are landfilling almost the same amount today as they didthen. Per capita waste disposal is down but we are still wastinghuge amount of raw materials.  Using the true disposal figuresshows that there is huge opportunity to both reduce what wegenerate and increase what we compost, reuse and recycle.   

ETAAC submitted to CARB an excellent set of recommendations forthe waste sector but only some were included in the Plan. Westrongly urge CARB to include ALL the ETAAC recommendations for thewaste sector.

We believe there are many more tons of carbon reductions possiblefrom aggressive zero waste and extended producer responsibilityprograms. Our top improvements to the Plan are:

1.	Mandate the collection of commercial recycling which can bephased in by commodity starting with corrugated containers andother paper, organics, metals and then specific plastics.
2.	Stop the use of alternate daily cover (ADC) made fromcompostable material as this increases the chance of methanegeneration and release, and eliminate recycling credit given forADC.
3.	Aggressively work to site more composting operations andcomplete all needed studies to resolve the issues of VOCs fromcomposting.
4.	Support the EPR Framework legislation and once signed into law,work quickly to implement the law.
5.	Move cautiously in any action that might increase methane fromopen or closed landfills as any action to increase energydevelopment from landfills may actually increase fugitive releasesof methane and other VOCs into the atmosphere.  The PrecautionaryPrinciple should be used in any action regarding landfill gases.
6.	Use current disposal tonnages rather than diversion tonnages asthe final arbiter of success.  

Inclusion of specific measures for these actions with emissionreduction numbers and deadlines should be attached to each action.

Landfill Issues – Organic Wastes, Alternate Daily Cover andMethane Generation and Collection
 
Landfill waste disposal should be phased out by requiringrecycling and making manufacturers responsible for the end-of-lifedisposition of their products. Wastes should be separated,particularly organic wastes, for effective composting and to reducethe risk of generating methane.  CARB should explicitly rejectcarbon credits for landfill carbon sequestration.  AlternativeDaily Cover (ADC) that uses green waste or wood waste should not begiven recycling credits or counted as recycling. This actuallyde-incentivizes diversion of green waste into composting andmethane energy capture.

While CARB’s plan supports separation of organic and compostablematerials CARB’s suggestion to capture and utilize landfill methanegas should not be construed as support for continued dumping ofgreen waste into landfills. Landfill capture of methane is far lessefficient than what is possible with green waste separation. Thisis especially crucial given that methane is a far more potentgreenhouse gas than carbon dioxide.  Some research shows thatattempts to capture and convert landfill gas to energy (LFGTE)actually can cause more emissions than just flaring the gas undercertain conditions.  In addition, the common assumption that “themajority of methane gas that escapes the landfill can be flared andconverted to CO2” may not be valid in many cases.  A common defaultor “blanket” assumption that 75 percent landfill gas collectionrate may be invalid and is under review by CARB.  The InternationalPanel on Climate Change (IPCC) states that some landfill sites mayhave less efficient or only partial gas extraction systems, andthere are fugitive emissions from landfilled waste prior to andafter the implementation of active gas extraction; thereforeestimates of lifetime recovery efficiencies may be as low as 20%.” The International Council for Local Environmental Initiativesagrees with the IPCC: “a default estimate of the recoveryefficiency should be 20%.”  

To operate LFGTE economically, landfill operators must increasethe concentration of methane in landfill gas significantly whiledegrading the efficiency of gas collection systems by leaving thecap off longer, replacing vertical collection wells with flexiblehorizontal pipes, and decreasing vacuum pressure.  This may resultin increasing net overall GHG emissions, instead of reducing them.

CARB’s underlying assumption is that methane gas has a globalwarming factor of 21 (i.e. 21 times more potent than CO2).  Butthat is the relative harm over 100 years.  The short-term harm(important when considering the tipping point when global warmingreaches a point of no return) is much greater.  Over a 10-20-yearperiod, it is estimated that the relative harm of methane gas is72-90 times greater than CO@ due to methane’s unique properties.All this indicates CARB should exercise considerable caution inmaking LFGTE assumptions and recommendations.


High Recycling / Zero Waste and Market Development 

•  CARB’s plan should stipulate mandatory commercial recycling(even with recycling markets at their current bottom, becausecredit problems are the issue, not lack of markets).  Infrastructure exists in California to handle all the materialscollected, and in most cases, mandatory commercial recycling willnot require local governments to modify existing collectioncontracts.  It should require the state to mandate collection orban the landfilling of paper, metal and certain plastics, as wellas green waste.

It has been almost twenty years since California signed AB 939into law.  Since that time, businesses and institutions have hadample time to implement commercial recycling, and yet these sectorsstill generate more than half of what is disposed of in ourlandfills.  The time for voluntary action is over.  CARB needs toshow the political will to truly reduce greenhouse gases bymandating commercial recycling for all materials where evennegative value markets exist.

Composting, reuse and recycling facilities should be included inlocal government critical infrastructure plans along with water andsewage treatment plants.  All are necessary for a community to besustainable.  In many cases regional compost, reuse and recyclingfacilities are an alternative to each community having their ownset of zero waste operations.  However, cities should be encouragedto locate facilities close to the point of generation, especiallycomposting operations, so as to reduce transportation-relatedenergy consumption and to allow residents and businesses to usetheir own compost locally rather than shipping in finished compost. We encourage cities to landbank for critical infrastructureprojects like compost facilities.

• We propose statewide installation of “Resource Recovery Parks”to include facilities for reusing, recycling, composting, andminimizing the discarding of materials. They can also incorporatefacilities for repair services, retail sales of reclaimed productsand landscaping supplies, organically composted gardens,educational tours, and public amenities. Such a model parkcurrently operates in the city of Marina in Monterey County.

• Fees collected from the sale of carbon credits or othergreenhouse reduction financial mechanisms should be made availablein the form of grants, loans or tax credits to private or publiccomposting and reuse or recycling manufacturing facilities.

• Successful Zero Waste initiatives require effective outreach andeducational programs. CARB should utilize the legions of youngpeople who are not only are enthusiastic and care about wastereduction, recycling and global warming but are also willing to goout and do something about it. CARB should aid these individuals inhelping educate our communities about the issue. Recyclingambassador programs throughout state and local government agenciesshould be instituted so that students and other volunteers can godoor-to-door educating residents about the need for and thebenefits of recycling. In addition, new home owners, apartmentdwellers and other residents should receive information aftermoving to a new residence that explains to them the recyclingpolicies in their neighborhood and encourages them to do so. Peopleare willing to do what it takes to pitch in, but if they have noidea how to do it, they won't even begin. This type of outreachshould be a critical aspect of the CARB plan.

• Government purchasing power is very powerful. Along withexisting Environmentally Preferred Programs, a new programdiscouraging the purchase of single use disposable items andencouraging refillables and reusables needs to be implemented.  

• CARB is to be commended for stipulating “lifecycle tracking” ofmanufactured products, giving priority to reusables and locallymanufactured items.

Conversion Technology

Sierra Club Policy does not support incineration of mixed solidwaste.  The Club is reviewing options of recovering energy fromsource-separated parts of the solid waste stream, e.g., restaurantcooking oil, sewage sludge, and food waste.  However, burning orconverting a material to a different state can require more energythan the energy recovered.  Further, conversion technologyfacilities require significant investments of funds, public andprivate and dedicated waste streams and can discourage thedevelopment of reuse or recycled markets for those same materials.Developing new products from waste materials creates more jobs thanburning or “converting” those materials.  So like landfill gas, werecommend the use of the Precautionary Principle before embarkingon new conversion facility development. 
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15. Sustainable Forests (p. 27)

•	The forest sector can play an important role in sequesteringcarbon from the atmosphere, but the targets outlined in the scopingplan continue to be quite weak.  We encourage ARB to revisit thetargets as data improves, and re-evaluate whether a more aggressivetarget is appropriate.
•	While there will inevitably be a role for the CaliforniaDepartment of Forestry, the Board of Forestry, and the ResourcesAgency in developing regulations and conservation strategies forthe forest sector, it is imperative that the ARB retain a clearleadership role in evaluation of the standards, the certainty ofpotential emission reductions, and the consistency of the inventoryand accounting.  
•	Any perceived reduction in potential wildfire-related emissionsattributed to fuels reduction activities should be consideredhighly speculative and should not be used to reach the 5MMTCO2Etarget.  While fuels reduction actions in certain locations, suchas near homes and communities, may be a public safety priority, itis not at all clear that there is a net savings of carbon emissionsassociated with these activities.  
To the extent that there is an increased focus on using forestbiomass to generate electricity, it is important that biomassutilization not lead to adverse forest management practices.  Itmakes sense to utilize the material created from communityprotection efforts, or incidental to an otherwise lawful harvest,but we should not allow biomass production to impact importanthabitat areas, including riparian areas, late seral forests, orother sensitive habitats.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 19:10:37No Duplicates.
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	Thank you for your innovative and bold Scoping Plan thataddresses a range of solutions for real-world climate changeaction. There were some points of concern and suggestions that Iwanted to share, in hopes to contribute to the community efforts ofCalifornians in reducing carbon emissions, for it will takeeveryone on board for the implementation and success of AB 32.

1.	The Scoping Plan says it will reduce carbon intensity ofCalifornia’s transportation fuels by at least 10% by 2020. I findthis unusually low considering the United States already had a goalas of 2006 to reduce carbon intensity 18% by 2012.  As stated inthe Fact Sheet: Earth Day 2007 (a white house document):http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2007/04/20070420-9.html

2.	I did not understand the reasons for making a “transition” toauctioning of cap-and-trade permits. Let’s not forget what Europelearned after they mistakenly gave all their permits away,essentially billions in free money to corporations to spend as theywished. These caps are more valuable than we know, especially downthe line once the caps acquire more pressure in time and rise invalue. The state can use the money from the auctions to supportgreater infrastructure like increased power lines from renewablesources to cities and towns or as incentives to consumers in thementioned feebate programs. 

3.	The 49% allowance of offsets seems high, consideringout-of-state offsets are permitted. Since California is leading theway (amongst a few other states) with implementing cap-and-tradeand energy and transportation efficiencies, I am concerned thatstates that join this carbon reducing bandwagon late in the gamemight have offset properties or natural resources within their ownstate already used by California businesses. A 49% reliance onoffsets might work for the short term until financial means andtechnological advances help ease carbon reductions, but ultimatelythey could give excuses to businesses not to comply with, adopt, orfund research into carbon reducing technologies. Consumers, whocontribute the majority of carbon emissions through automobile use,are reliant upon businesses for more fuel-efficient cars, since noteveryone can bike or walk or take public transit to where they needto go. If businesses get too many breaks, what incentives will theyhave to work harder and faster towards better technologies? If allbusinesses are doing it, others will need to be competitive tosurvive, so let’s make sure the law is clear with what is expectedfrom them in a way that does not permit leakage. In a sense,offsets are leakages if they put the burden off on other states,forcing them to preserve forestland, etc. that could be betterpreserved for their own means. I would at least strongly recommendto set target dates to gradually reduce the percentages of offsets,with offsets in other states counting half as much as offsetswithin our own state of California, for instance.

4.	There also needs to be greater accountability with utilities inreporting their % of renewables. I work with greenhouse gasinventories for a university in California. In collaboration withother universities, our local electric provider PG&E says they use20% renewables. I found out at a conference on sustainability thatthat is an incorrect number (a PG&E representative was confrontedpublically and admitted the truth); it is actually only 11%. Yetevery university is reporting 20% from them to the CaliforniaClimate Change Registry. That is a big discrepancy. There needs tobe a law that fines them for presenting inaccurate information,since ultimately the atmosphere cannot be lied to. If they can doit (and are doing it) what prevents other businesses from doingit?

5.	There were no specifics in regards to composting programs forcommercial and residential, merely a mention of initiatives toencourage increased collections. Incentives were mentioned, butonly in terms of exploration. Nothing about mandates or tonnagetargets were outlined.

6.	The mention of water resources and plans to conserve, recycle,and promote system efficiencies sounds positive, but there is nomention of how the water distributions will change as a result ofpopulation growth. Arizona has dealt with this high-pressuresituation by making a law that prohibits water use for landscapingand some agriculture. They converted their recreational areas backto a desert landscape that is self-sustaining. Southern Californiafaces this same dilemma since they pull much of their water frommuch wetter exotic lands further North and out-of-state. Thissection needs serious work if we are to decrease the massive uphillpumping of water from Northern California to Southern. A regionshould not be allowed to live beyond their means and developmentshould slow drastically for this reason.

	Thank you for allowing commentary and feedback on this plan toreduce carbon emissions! California has a huge globalresponsibility since we are the 15th largest contributor of carbonemissions worldwide, and I’m proud to be a citizen of a state thatis taking climate change seriously.

Sincerely,

Winona Azure
GHG Inventory Coordinator
University of California, San Francisco
415-306-3899
winona.azure@ucsf.edu
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16. Water (p. 65)

•  We support a public goods charge for funding investments inwater efficiency that will lead to reductions in greenhouse gases.
•  We are pleased that CARB staff calls for a 20% reduction inwater use, but disappointed that agricultural water use is notincluded among the efficiency targets. Agricultural water useaccounts for more than three quarters of the state’s total wateruse.
•  Moving, treating, heating, and desalting water consumes energy. Producing energy consumes water.  Some innovative ideas to reducewater consumption:

- Installation of smart water meters:
Install smart radio protocol meters (aka Advanced MeteringInfrastructure (AMI)) and an associated remotely adjustablepressure reduction valve to municipal and industrial water usersand similarly smart meters with appropriate transmission technologyto agriculture.  AMI allows leak detection and can also provide thesame differentiation between domestic and irrigation water use astwo separate meters.  Single-family dwelling water price coulddepend on water use.  The associated valves could be authorized bycustomers to reduce the pressure, should they be at risk ofexcessive use of water for the month (financial penalty).  (A phonecall or web entry would allow customers to draw on “rollover” or“banked” gallons or even to “sell” their banked gallons to others.) The smart water meters could communicate with the smart electricand smart gas meters to quickly calculate the actual energy savingsof a solar hot water heater.  The pair could automatically adjustthe energy savings for a change in family size causing a change inwater use.

Local water agencies may conserve on water storage infrastructurewith the AMI meters.  Should the agency’s water be needed to fighta fire or should a pipe failure or earthquake interrupt supply, theagency can ration water use.  For example, if calculations suggesthomes need to reduce use to 100 gallons per day, the agency canturn off the water for each home when the home use reaches 100gallons each day.

Ask the California State Water Resources Board, the PublicUtilities Commission, and the California Air Resources Board tocoordinate.  Southern California Edison is installing AMI to relayreal-time data and possibly control use.  Local water agenciescould contract with or coordinate with electric utilities to relaywater use and control-valve communications. 

- Implement “Pay as You Save” utility programs for waterconservation, too:
By including water savings in “pay as you save” programs,utilities could provide energy efficient appliances, solar waterheaters, insulation, solar energy systems, co-generation furnacereplacements, long-haul tractor conversions to electric-natural gashybrids etc.  Utility customers would pay for the equipment overtime, via their utility bills with no up-front payment, no debtobligation, no credit checks, and no liens needed.  Utilities canguarantee that the customers’ monthly utility bills will be lessthan before the installation of the energy and water savingtechnologies.  Because the arrangement is attached to a propertyand not a person, even renters can benefit.

• Include greenhouse gas emissions credits for water savings:
Allow greenhouse gas emissions credits for the water purveyorbased on a calculation that includes greenhouse gas emissions fromthe customer’s side of the water meter.
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Comment 181 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on AgricultureComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

17. Agriculture (p. 66)

• Sierra Club remains extremely disappointed with the Plan’s lowexpectations for agriculture. The initial Plan only mentioned 1potential MMT equivalent of GHG reduction from methane capture atlarge dairies while the state’s GHG inventory shows 13 MMTequivalent of methane emissions from manure management and entericfermentation. Agriculture contributes about half of California’smethane emissions, but is far from contributing its share ofreductions under the current Plan. This is especially seriousconsidering that conventional models of methane underestimate itseffect. The CEC’s inventory used a GWP of 21, revised upward fromthe early figure of only 11. The figure used by CEC lags behindcurrent science, as the newest figures show a 100-year GWP of 25. However, there are major questions around using a 100-year GWP whenCH4 is only resident in the atmosphere for about 8 years. The20-year GWP, which has currently been upgraded to over 70, would bemore appropriate,. If a 20-year GWP is applied, methane would beseen to contribute 17% of the state’s greenhouse gas impact ratherthan the “official” 2004 figure of 5.7%. If shorter term timeframesare examined, which match the 8 year residency of methane, then therole of methane would be much greater. In addition, one NASAscientist has evidence that methane may be twice as powerful asIPCC assumes. Thus, methane may represent even more of a threat inhuman induced global warming. The flip side is that its shortresidence in the atmosphere may also represent a great opportunityto lower GHGs rapidly. This could be amplified by the fact that,unlike carbon emissions, the vast majority of anthropogenic methaneemissions can apparently be rapidly absorbed by sinks. Tackling theglobal methane problem—compared to CO2— is thus a relativelyrapidly achievable goal, and a state like California couldcontribute disproportionate benefits that might have truly globalsignificance.

•  Studies have shown significant methane emissions from bovinedigestion, which raises the question of whether a carbon tax shouldbe applied to dairy products, such as beef and milk.

•  In Department of Conservation’s study of greenhouse gasemissions associated with conversion of agricultural land to urbanuses, both direct and indirect emissions should be considered.Promoting more compact, efficient, transit-oriented urbandevelopment will not only reduce greenhouse gas emissions fromvehicle travel but also conserve agricultural land by minimizingconversion to urban use.

• The Plan should reference and encourage CDFA’s development of astrategic plan for agriculture. Efforts to minimize conversion ofprime farmland will be helped if agricultural enterprises now onthe land maintain profitability and sustainability.

• The Plan should emphasize that linking good land use with localfood systems can reduce transportation-related emissions, provide apremium for farmers selling locally, and even improve access tohealthier foods.

• State and local governments could increase access to localfoods, for example, by direct investments, incentives andpublic-private partnerships to develop needed local foods systeminfrastructure.

• Joint action by the Department of Food & Agriculture and CARBcould significantly increase the amount of locally produced foodconsumed in the state – thus reducing more emissions fromtransportation. CDFA and CARB could work together to track andmeasure “food miles traveled” and seek ways to cut distances fromfood to producer. Cutting down on transport of agriculturalproducts from agriculture areas to other parts of the state wouldlessen GHG.

• The Plan should address urban agricultural issues, such as:

a) What funding can the state supply to assist municipalities insupporting urban agriculture?

b) What focus can CARB bring on removing barriers to urbanagriculture? CARB and CDFA could work together to: find useableland for community gardens, inventories of such land; test fortoxicity; reach out to potential urban gardeners; recast cityregulations in favor of urban orchards, edible landscaping, localcomposting, and rooftop gardens; and provide more UC MasterGardener training and technical assistance?

c) Could CARB facilitate funding of local offices in eachmunicipality to inventory potentially available state-owned landsand mobilize local community gardeners and organizers?

• Many studies by California scientists and others throughout theworld have shown how organically grown crops have significantlylowered GHG emissions, from non-use of nitrate fertilizers,retention of carbon in soils, and other means.

•  The Plan needs to highlight the greenhouse gas reductionbenefits of organic agriculture. The California Energy CommissionClimate Change Research Conference Sacramento, September 10-13,2007 has five presentations:http://www.climatechange.ca.gov/events/2007_conference/presentations/index.html

•  Data from The Rodale Institute’s long-running comparison oforganic and conventional cropping systems confirm that organicmethods are far more effective at removing the greenhouse gas,carbon dioxide, from the atmosphere and fixing it as beneficialorganic matter in the soil. See Laura Sayre, 2003http://www.newfarm.org/depts/NFfield_trials/1003/carbonsequest.shtml

-- Another study shows confirmed ecological virtues of organicfarming
www.pnas.org/cgi/reprint/103/12/4522.pdf
http://news-service.stanford.edu/pr/2006/pr-organics-030806.html
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Comment 182 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on Public Health and Environmental JusticeComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

D.	Public Health and Environmental Justice Issues Must BeAddressed

?	The Proposed Scoping Plan has failed to adequately respond toconcerns raised by the EJAC and public health community.
?	CARB should adopt the EJAC's recommendations to increase the2020 target for land use, invest in public transit in low-incomecommunities, and create incentives for local governments to reducetheir emissions.
?	The public health analysis should include specific data aboutpublic health impacts associated with community design, includingimpacts on obesity, chronic disease and public safety.
?	CARB should ensure that the public health community has anongoing, formal role in shaping AB 32 policy.

Sierra Club supports the following text recommended for insertioninto the Plan by the Coalition for Clean Air and other Californiaorganizations.

•  ARB will adopt a cumulative impacts assessment method within ayear or prior to the adoption of AB 32 related market-basedregulation and identify communities “already impacted by airpollution” cumulatively to ensure uniformity and consistency amongthe state, air districts and other local governments so thatcommunities identified as impacted by one agency do not getcategorized differently by another;

•  ARB will evaluate the potential negative impacts (if any) ofall subsequent AB 32 regulations in these communities prior totheir adoption and incorporate safeguards; 

•  ARB will design the market mechanism compliance protocols toachieve maximum emission reduction and co-benefits in the mostdisadvantaged communities by including incentives and restrictions;and

•  ARB will initiate a public process within three months todetermine and recommend the percentage of resources generatedthrough AB 32 related auction and fee revenues that can be directedto assist in adaptation and emission reduction measures for thosecommunities and small businesses most disadvantaged by climatechange or air pollution impacts. 
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Comment 183 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SteveLast Name: BirdleboughEmail Address: affirm@friendshouse.orgAffiliation: Friends of  SMARTransitSubject: Climate Protection Scoping PlanComment:I have been involved in air quality issues as a volunteer since1970, and commend the CARB Board for taking a generally aggressiveenvironmental protection stance.  We are relying on you to adoptfar-reaching measures to slow global warming and achieveprogressive reductions in smog and other dangerous air pollutantsthat cause illness and death.

Sonoma County has adopted goals for greenhouse gas reduction thatare very demanding.  We need your help to establish state standardsthat reinforce these local efforts, and set an example for theFederal Government as well as for other nations.   Communitiesthroughout California are already facing a public.  I also urge thestate air board to include a stronger focus on measures to reduceemissions from driving that make up 60% of greenhouse gases here inthe North Bay.  Please include a much more aggressive statewidegoal for reducing vehicle trips, as well as measures that encouragemore aggressive VMT reduction actions by all local governments. Also, focus on other regulatory measures to cut GHG emissions fromindustrial sources such as petroleum refineries and cement plants.

The plan needs to show that taken together the proposed measureswill make rapid progress toward reducing greenhouse gases as itprotects vulnerable individuals and communities from pollutionhazards.

Thank you for your efforts to strengthen the AB 32 draft scopingplan.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 19:20:17No Duplicates.



Comment 184 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on Voluntary Actions, Allowances and Revenues, and EvaluationsComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008


E. VOLUNTARY EARLY ACTIONS AND REDUCTIONS (p. 67)

• Sierra Club is pleased CARB is studying means to rewardvoluntary early actions reductions.


F. USE OF ALLOWANCES AND REVENUES (p. 69)

• We support most of the uses listed, particularly those relatedto environmental justice, such as “achieving environmentalco-benefits.”  However, we are not supportive of “direct refund toconsumers,” unless such “refunds” can be tied directly to GHGreductions.

• Criteria and toxic air pollutants create health risks, and somecommunities bear a disproportionate burden from air pollution. Wesupport ideas that benefit these unfairly impacted communities.

• Revenues should be prioritized for projects that reduce both GHGemissions and also provide reductions in air and other pollutantsthat affect public health.

• We are pleased that CARB has provided a positive discussion ofcarbon fees. We think that the range of $10 and $50/ton would bereasonable; this fee could start low and gradually increase overtime as needed.

• A $30-per-ton fee on all greenhouse gases would provide revenueof approximately $12 billion per year, which is less than 1/100thof the California economy. This money could be restored immediatelyto the state economy, encouraging local investment in cleantechnologies and green jobs, activities with a bright prospect in acarbon-constrained world. Revenues could also provide rebates forlow-income consumers.

• We believe that it should be possible to quantify some of thebenefits from the expenditure of the funds on projects that provideconsiderable GHG emission reductions. For example, transitoperators know increased frequency of service and lower fares canincrease ridership. Recovering waste heat, either to generateelectricity or from generating electricity, has specific value tocommercial and residential utility customers.

• On carbon pricing, emissions fees should be analyzed along witha cap-and-auction system, as the Plan proposes. We need the incometo fund CO2 reductions.

 • Polluters always should have to pay for cleaning up the damagethey cause. Therefore, if a carbon market is established, allemission allowances should be auctioned. The Plan states (page 16),“These allowances could be freely distributed to capped firms orauctioned in the trading market.” We are opposed to freedistribution of allowances, since they don’t encourageaccountability and provide much less motivation to reduce GHGemissions.

• Major emitters should pay for the cost of administering thisprogram.


III. EVALUATIONS (p. 73) 

Specific economic benefits of energy efficiency and clean energymeasures can be evaluated based upon the sum of:
 1) Projected and avoided costs for these energy supplies,
2) In-state jobs and manufacturing due to green economicactivity,
3) Federal tax credits benefits and in-state tax revenues,
4) Export revenues, and
5) Environmental and public health benefits.

• CARB’s analysis of public health benefits of transportationefficiency measures focuses only on respiratory medicine andeconomic benefits of reducing respiratory disease. While thisanalysis provides powerful support for the Plan’s vehicle and fuelimprovements, the Plan overlooks large public health benefits toother transportation efficiency measures not in the Plan.

• Public health perils such as obesity, diabetes and heart diseasecan be reduced by strategies the Plan should embrace moreaggressively. Auto-dependent neighborhoods make these diseases morecommon; smart growth and reduced vehicle miles traveled can helpcombat them.

• CARB’s public health analysis needs to address the issue of foodsecurity and “healthy food deserts.” Lacking local healthy foodchoices, many people must travel long distances to obtain morehealthy fare or rely on expensive, locally available junk food.Although emissions benefits of better access to healthy food may bemodest, public health benefits can be significant and climatechange policy offers a chance for low-income “food deserts” to getattention.
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Comment 185 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on Implementation, Personal Action, OutreachComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008


IV. IMPLEMENTATION: Putting the Plan into Action (p. 99)

A. Personal Action (p. 100)

Sierra Club is pleased that the Proposed Scoping Plan includesPersonal Action as an important strategy for curbing GHG emissions.It calls for the “active participation of the people of California”including “the voluntary commitment and involvement of millions ofindividuals and households.”

To encourage this voluntary commitment and involvement, we proposethat CARB track on the Internet the effect of individual and familyactions on lowering greenhouse gas emissions. A statewideelectronic registry could record the results of their actions andreport back via graphics and numbers the mounting total ofemissions curbed.

Without such a measurement, individuals and families will lowertheir carbon footprint alone, receiving little or no feedback.   

However, if they anticipate positive feedback, people will be muchmore likely to act. They will know for sure that their actions arehaving a positive effect. Knowing they’ve made a concretecontribution will motivate them to do even more, and to urge theirfriends and family to participate. This approach would also utilizethe latest motivational research, which indicates that if peoplebelieve “everybody is doing it,” they are much more likely to doit.

By providing evidence of the effectiveness of individual actions,a public electronic measurement would furnish a way to turn fear ofthe effects of global warming into positive action. It will helpeliminate feelings of helplessness in the face of a global problem.  

Public measurement of voluntary actions would also drawindividuals and families into the overall effort that CARB proposesin the Scoping Plan. Their experience will give them the feeling of“buying in.” That will build their interest in learning about andsupporting   CARB’s efforts and those of industry, transportation,agriculture, and other sectors.  By feeling part of a communitystatewide effort, they would become interested in and supportive ofthe steps being taken in other sectors – for example, governmentland use changes to reduce vehicle travel, etc.

Technology exists that would allow individuals and families whochoose some of the actions recommended by CARB to receive positivefeedback on their actions.  

CARB should create a website where individuals and families couldrecord the changes they’re making in home insulation, windows,appliances, roof color, shading, compact fluorescents, recycling,reducing vehicle travel, and other emissions-curbing activities.Statewide tallies exist of some of these measures taken by largecommercial installations. A tally of personal individual and familymeasures taken could also be created.  A mountain of data onindividual solar (PV and DHW) installations already exists.

Lucid Design Group for example, a California company, providesbuildings with an interactive website and touch-screen kioskdisplay that makes resource use of energy, saving of money, andoffset of emissions visible and easily understandable.   Thattechnology might be adapted for use in tracking individual andfamily contributions. 

Furthermore, tracking progress in curbing individual or familyemissions would be fun, like following a sports team. It will belike checking the stock market, except that this measure willalways go up.  It will give families a game to play  

CARB should put in staff time to develop this project. Privatepartners might be interested in developing appropriate technologyand a business model. 

Watching the numbers or a thermometer-like graphic rise by loggingon to a public website would create a sense of the communitypulling together. We shouldn’t underestimate the power of suchfeelings. People have yearnings to take part in idealistic nationalefforts and the feelings of solidarity such efforts create can bestrong. Think of everyone pulling together in World War II and thepublic enthusiasm for and interest in the 2008 presidentialelection. Surely there’s no statewide effort healthier or moreuniversally beneficial than saving energy, switching to renewablesand reducing vehicle travel.

We would feel like we’re all in this together – which we are. 


B. Public Outreach and Education (p. 100)

• All four strategies are excellent.

• Funding is needed for training teachers in the climate changecurriculum.

• The Plan should include detailed public awareness campaigns,with budgets (funded by carbon fees), that will be used to involvethe public in all aspects of the Plan.

• Successful implementation of California’s historic globalwarming law will require a program that is open and transparent tothe public, including performance and compliance trackinginformation of all components accessible via the Internet.
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Comment 186 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Sierra Club Comment on Enforcement, Permitting, Funding, Future VisionComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 PROPOSED SCOPING PLAN,
SUBMITTED BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA, November 19, 2008

E. Enforcement (p. 109)

 • Sierra Club agrees that enforcement is a critical component ofAB 32 implementation. CARB will need to significantly bulk up itsenforcement resources to meet this challenge. In addition, thescoping plan should explain the route for enforcing emissionreduction measures taken by other agencies outside CARB to holdthose agencies accountable for assuring the realization of emissionreduction measures assigned to them.

•  We support the measures proposed for enforcement, especiallyincluding engaging local Air Quality Districts in trackingemissions from local facilities.

•  We would support allocating some program funding to these AirQuality Districts to support their increased duties under AB 32.

F. State and Local Permitting Considerations (p. 110)

•  We support including state and local permitting considerationsin the AB 32 implementation strategies.

•  We would support allocating some program funding to theentities involved to support their increased duties under AB 32.

G. Role of Local Air Districts (p. 111)

•  Sierra Club would support allocating some program funding toAir Quality Districts to support their increased duties under AB32.

H. Program Funding (p. 112)

• We support the measures proposed for program funding, includingcollection of fees.

V. A VISION FOR THE FUTURE (p. 113)

•  We support collaboration with key partners, as long as itdoesn’t dilute the effectiveness and speed of implementation.California needs to stand up for a high standard of GHG reductions,not sink to the “lowest common denominator.”

•  We applaud the planned expansion of research by California’suniversities to develop innovative solutions to all aspects of theplan, but we cannot wait for the “perfect technologies.”
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Comment 187 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CathyLast Name: Reheis-BoydEmail Address: cathy@wspa.orgAffiliation: WSPASubject: WSPA Comments on AB32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached the Western States Petroleum Association'scomments on the AB32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/679-wspacommentsonscopingplan.1108.pdf'Original File Name: WSPAcommentsonScopingPlan.1108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 21:45:44No Duplicates.



Comment 188 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: EuloEmail Address: anthony.eulo@morganhill.ca.govAffiliation: City of Morgan HillSubject: Morgan Hill Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached the City of Morgan Hill's comments on the ARBAB32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/680-cityofmorganhillscoping.pdf'Original File Name: CityofMorganHillScoping.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-19 22:27:18No Duplicates.



Comment 189 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: HughLast Name: EwingEmail Address: hfewingjr@comcast.netAffiliation: Ebbetts Pass Forest WatchSubject: AB32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached our comments on the AB32 Scoping PlanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/682-arb_scoping_plan_response.doc'Original File Name: ARB Scoping Plan Response.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 07:20:27No Duplicates.



Comment 190 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: SonnEmail Address: sonn.michael@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Indirect Source Rule (ISR)Comment:The goal for the land use sector should be 11-14 MMT. A September2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C.Nelson, leading experts on smart growth and climate change, findsthat a target of 11-14 MMT is achievable and advisable. An 11-14MMT target would encourage new communities to be walkable,affordable, and to have great transportation choices while a lowertarget would encourage business as usual. 
The Scoping Plan should include adoption of a statewide IndirectSource Rule (ISR) for carbon dioxide. ISR, already in effect in theSan Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool thathelps developers and planners calculate and mitigate the impacts ofprojects. 
The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustainpublic transportation and programs to improve transportationefficiency and reduce congestion. 
Current growth patterns put the state on a path that will resultin a 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years. Suchan increase in driving would cancel out the emissions benefits ofimproved fuel economy and low carbon fuels. It is imperative thatthe state provide strong leadership and encourage local andregional governments to adopt ambitious targets for greenhouse gasreductions. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 09:37:51No Duplicates.



Comment 191 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Nancy Last Name: RedEmail Address: nred@ci.chowchilla.ca.usAffiliation: City of ChowchillaSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please see attached letter from the City of Chowchilla.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/686-ab_32_scoping_plan_nov08.doc'Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan nov08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 10:39:26No Duplicates.



Comment 192 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CraigLast Name: VejvodaEmail Address: ryoder@ci.tulare.ca.usAffiliation: Mayor City of TulareSubject: Comment Letter re Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please find the attached scanned letter as referenced above.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/687-carb_letter_111808.pdf'Original File Name: CARB Letter 111808.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 10:40:49No Duplicates.



Comment 193 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: LyonEmail Address: rlyon@cbia.orgAffiliation: CA Building Industry AssociationSubject: CBIA preliminary comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Thank youAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/690-carb_sp_comments_nov08.pdf'Original File Name: CARB SP COMMENTS NOV08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:06:22No Duplicates.



Comment 194 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lynn Last Name: AxelrodEmail Address: lynnl@rri.orgAffiliation: Subject: Report submitted by Resource Renewal InstituteComment:Please find attached a report from a Green Plans-Sustainabilityperspective by an architect of New Zealand's Resource ManagementAct and a member of its Environment Court, an individual who knowsCalifornia well. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/691-fookesab32report.doc'Original File Name: FookesAB32Report.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:17:45No Duplicates.



Comment 195 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: grey Last Name: kolevzonEmail Address: greyloom@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: climate plan commentsComment:OVERVIEW

It seems to me that the document so far looks excellent and righton target, but I wanted to suggest some ideas for additions tosection #8 under strategies (“Implement policy changes at thelocal, regional, and national level…”). While my suggestions mayseem too extreme to be accepted and therefore politicallynon-viable, I would like the group to consider that probably mostof us are well-insulated from a real understanding of what it meansto be in a position of desperation – to be unable to afford food,water, and housing, with no safety net of strong community ties tofall back upon. Yet, as the world’s living systems begin to declinein productivity with accelerating speed, economic systems willfollow hand-in-hand, and when large percentages of our populationnewly find themselves in exactly this position, the threat to ourvery society will make increased heating and floods look completelyinconsequential. As we have glimpsed with the credit collapse, inan interconnected global economy any stress falls first on thosewith fewest resources, and it is primarily their basic needs ratherthan luxuries that are endangered. 
This phenomenon is already beginning to take place in many othermore vulnerable countries in other parts of the world in ways thataffect large percentages of local populations, and has resulted inincreasing numbers of refugees from environmental disasters andensuing social conflicts related to diminishing resources. TheUnited States’ tremendous overall wealth has insulated much of ourpopulation from truly understanding and coming to terms with thisphenomenon for the present moment, but I would venture to projectthat after another 20-30 years of declining ecologicalproductivity, the global economy may not be so full of surplusesthat the United States can depend upon extracting to its ownadvantage. In other words, the sooner we fully understand theimplications of economic collapse the better, as most of our ownpopulation will find itself in the same boat but without the localrelationship networks and social structures that have alwaysallowed cash-poor communities around the globe to survive. Whetheror not we can adapt with our society more or less intact willdepend on how forward-thinking our leaders are now, how quickly andobjectively we can evaluate the present, and whether or not we takea leap of faith and boldly embrace changes that would seem absurdand impossible to someone trapped in current patterns of thoughtand action.

Enough background – while we can certainly lower carbon emissionsby retrofitting buildings, increasing fuel efficiency of cars,etc., all of these changes will not be significant enough to reachthe goals that scientists have warned us we need to reach, and thatare now legally mandated in legislation. I believe that our keystrategies should pursue three large-scale goals, and that these bemade very explicit:
1.	Transition out of using cars as our main form of personaltransportation
2.	Transition cities from car-based environments into livable,walkable/bikeable neighborhood-based communities
3.	Shift our base of economic activity from relying heavily onglobal trade to become more region-centered
4.	The removal of a certain amount of key land resources (foodproducing lands and low-income urban housing) from the speculativemarket through the establishment of community land trusts in everyregion of the state.

My suggestions seek to address root causes by: 1) reversing thepatterns of dislocation of people from land that got us into thissituation in the first place; 2) avoiding social collapse bystrengthening communities, creating an additional urban resourcebase by reconfiguring land use, and facilitating residents of localareas to work together to overcome the great economic inequalitiesthat presently exist. 

STRATEGIES

A number of strategies could be adopted to move toward thesegoals; some are as follows:
1)	the empowerment of local and regional governments to takestrong, effective action through tax-based incentives that bringabout dramatic changes in the ongoing development and redevelopmentof our land use, transportation, and resource distributionsystems.
2)	The transition of taxation systems from income- and sales-basedto carbon based; in other words, a baseline level of acceptableresource use and carbon emissions would be established usingexisting ecological measures, with a “tax” levied on individualsand businesses using more and a “rebate” going to those using less.A percentage of this tax income could also be invested in thedevelopment of systems and technologies that lower carbon use, suchas community farmland preservation, bicycle production anddistribution, public transit improvements, building retrofitting,clean energy technologies.
3)	The creation of social networks and legal structures thatactively support accelerated resource-sharing and “economicconservation” on a local level, to provide a safety net for basicneeds and soften the impacts of a collapsing economy. This could bethe expansion of food banks, the conversion of abandoned propertiesinto neighborhood resource centers, the use of abandoned homes forhousing Green Jobs crews, etc.
4)	The creation of land trusts that remove critical resources fromspeculative markets with the mission of providing affordablehousing for low-income community members, preserving agriculturallands, and maintaining an appropriate balance of open spaces andurbanized areas.
5)	Encouraging the implementation of programs that enable areintegration of human communities and living systems – urbangreening, urban agriculture, watershed education
6)	Supporting initiatives that develop a foundation for aproductive green economy through green jobs training programs,youth employment programs, and expansion of education programs inK-12 schools and colleges related to ecological sustainability andeconomic opportunities with local, green jobs.

Thanks very much,
Grey Kolevzon
greyloom@hotmail.com

Cycles of Change			HOPE Collaborative
www.cyclesofchange.org		www.oaklandfoodandfitness.org
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:04:49No Duplicates.



Comment 196 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RachelLast Name: KaldorEmail Address: rkaldor@dairyinstitute.orgAffiliation: Subject: CARB AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/693-carbscopingplanltr.doc'Original File Name: CARBscopingplanltr.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:08:48No Duplicates.



Comment 197 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Alex Last Name: HamiltonEmail Address: alexh@ci.commerce.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: City comments to proposed Scoping Plan Comment:Attached is a letter representing comments and concerns on behalfof the City of Commerce. Please enter into the record and feel freeto contact me if you have any questions. Thanks for the opportunityto comment. We feel it is critical that you hear from localagencies/cities as we are on the "front line" implementing rulesand regulations from the State. 

Alex Hamilton 
Assistant Director of Community DevelopmentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/695-arbcomment.pdf'Original File Name: arbcomment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:45:44No Duplicates.



Comment 198 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarlaLast Name: DinEmail Address: din@apolloalliance.orgAffiliation: California Apollo AllianceSubject: CA Apollo Comment Letter on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter from the California ApolloAlliance.

Thank you. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 13:45:16No Duplicates.



Comment 199 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NancyLast Name: AllredEmail Address: nancy.allred@sce.comAffiliation: Southern California Edison CompanySubject: SCE's Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached are SCE's Comments on CARB's Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 14:33:21No Duplicates.



Comment 200 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JennniferLast Name: MillerEmail Address: jmiller@partnershipph.orgAffiliation: Partnership for the Public's HealthSubject: Maximize Public Health Benefit of Scoping PlanComment:
November 20, 2008

RE:  Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the California Air ResourcesBoard:

We commend the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for itsgroundbreaking efforts to develop a comprehensive plan to reducegreenhouse gas emissions, and we are very pleased to see that thefinal version of the Scoping Plan is a significant improvement overthe earlier draft.  

We applaud the plan’s greater emphasis on the role of land useplanning and local government efforts in meeting the greenhouse gasreduction goals:

•	The new plan more than doubles the goal for emission reductionsfrom the land use sector (from just 2 million metric tons to 5).  
•	The plan also calls on local governments to reduce theiremission by 15% over projected 2020 emission levels.

We also greatly appreciate the inclusion of the CaliforniaDepartment of Public Health (CDPH) as the newest member of theClimate Action Team (CAT).

But before the Board adopts the final plan, we urge you to takethe following actions to maximize the public health benefits of theScoping Plan and protect vulnerable and low-income communities.   

1.	Establish a formal role for public health in the implementationof AB 32 regulatory and market strategies.
While CARB has tremendous expertise and knowledge about the airquality benefits of global warming strategies, there is a strongneed for a broader range of information on health impacts andhealth benefits of mitigation strategies. It is important that theScoping Plan include a clear commitment from the Board to reach outto the broad range of health constituencies.
.
We ask that you direct staff to come back within three months withrecommendations for establishing a formal process to include stateand local public health agencies and organizations in thedevelopment and review of all proposed greenhouse gas reductionmeasures, including proposed regulatory and  market mechanisms, sothat they can provide input and analysis of the broad range ofhealth benefits and concerns related to those measures.

2.	Ensure protection for already over-impacted communities.  
Mitigation strategies, such as cap-and-trade programs or siting ofnew “green” facilities, must not exacerbate already existing healthinequities in low-income communities.  Such communities are alreadyunequally burdened by extremely poor environmental conditions andpoor health.  This plan must include adequate safeguards for thesecommunities.  The Board must insure that each measure included inthe Scoping Plan will not only assist statewide greenhouse gasreduction goals but will also improve conditions in localcommunities. This means that the measures must both preventcreation of localized pollution “hot spots” and demonstrate theability to achieve real improvements in air quality and healthconditions in all communities in the state.

We ask that you establish additional measures in the Scoping Planto identify and ensure protection of vulnerable and low-incomecommunities and prevent any backsliding on air quality protections. This includes directing CARB staff to do the following:

a.	Establish within one year a cumulative impacts screeningprotocol to identify those communities most impacted by airpollution;  
b.	Design regulator and market-based compliance mechanisms toachieve maximum emission reductions and co-benefits in thesecommunities; and
c.	Initiate a public process to determine how resources generatedthrough implementation of AB 32 measures can be allocated tominimize adverse health impacts and create climate resiliency inour most vulnerable communities.   

3.	Set a higher target for greenhouse gas reductions from the landuse sector.
The current target of 5 million metric tons (MMT) does not keep uson track for achieving our 2050 greenhouse gas reduction goals.  Weneed to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) by 10% by 2020, but thecurrent 5 MMT target equates to only a 4% reduction in VMT.  Byassigning only minimal emission reduction targets to land use andtransit policies, CARB misses a critical opportunity to spurmeaningful change in the built environment to mitigate climatechange and improve the public’s health.  This mitigation strategywould provide substantial health co-benefits to Californians, andas a result, provide health-related savings.

Requiring better land use and transportation planning will reducegreenhouse gas emissions, improve air quality and physical activitylevels, and reduce obesity-related illnesses such as diabetes andcardiovascular disease.  Obesity has reached epidemic proportionsand is a significant factor in rising health costs. In 2000, theestimated national costs attributable to obesity amounted to $118billion.

Twenty-five percent of all development on the ground in 2020 willhave been built between 2010 and 2020. This presents a tremendousopportunity to improve the design of new development so that itallows people to choose alternatives to driving and provides accessto public transit.   When people live in compact, mixed-usecommunities they drive 30% less that those who live in sprawlingsuburban developments.  Strengthening this component of themitigation strategy will not only improve public health throughincreased physical activity, but because of health cost savings,provide an economic co-benefit as well.

CARB should increase the goal for emissions reductions due tosmart land use planning to 11 – 14 MMT.  This would send animportant signal to create communities that enable people to getour of their cars and walk, bike, or take public transit—improvingtheir own health while improving the health of the planet.   

Thank you for considering these suggestions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Miller, PhD
On behalf of Partnership for the Public’s Health
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/701-comment_letter_on_carb_proposed_scoping_plan_081119.doc'Original File Name: Comment Letter on CARB Proposed Scoping Plan 081119.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 14:54:09No Duplicates.



Comment 201 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ElaineLast Name: ArchibaldEmail Address: cuwaexec@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: California Urban Water AgenciesSubject: Comments on Proposed AB-32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please find California Urban Water Agencies comment letter on theProposed AB-32 Scoping Plan and Appendices attached to this form. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/703-scopingplancommentletter112008.pdf'Original File Name: ScopingPlanCommentLetter112008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 15:24:25No Duplicates.



Comment 202 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: ItonEmail Address: lois.fleming@acgov.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 CommentsComment:See Attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 15:41:46No Duplicates.



Comment 203 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DeborahLast Name: WeinsteinEmail Address: dweinstein@treepeople.orgAffiliation: Subject: TreePeople Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please accept the attached letter from TreePeople regarding theProposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 15:55:02No Duplicates.



Comment 204 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Milpitas Chamber of Last Name: Frank J. De SmidtEmail Address: government@milpitaschamber.comAffiliation: Government AffairsSubject: AB 32 SCOPING PLAN WILL DESTROY CALIFORNIA SMALL BUSINESSESComment:CALIFORNIA'S SMALL BUSINESSES CANNOT SURVIVE THIS DEEP RECESSION ORANY OTHER TIME WITH HIGHER VEHICLE COSTS, HIGHER TAXES AND FEES,HIGHER ELECTRICITY COSTS, HIGHER FUEL COSTS, HIGHR HOUSING COSTS,AND HIGHER COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL BUILDING COSTS RESULTING FROM THEPROPOSED AB32 DRAFT PLAN. THIS PLAN, BASED ON UNPROVEN JUNKSCIENCE, WILL DECIMATE THOUSANDS AND THOUSANDS OF JOBS. ONLYREGULATIONS THAT INCREASE JOBS, IMPROVE THE ECONOMY, THAT ARECOST-EFFECTIVE, AND ARE BASED ON SOUND SCIENTIFIC METHODS  SHOULDBE CONSIDERED. 

THANK YOU Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 16:09:24No Duplicates.



Comment 205 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: EvansEmail Address: rob@naiopie.orgAffiliation: NAIOP Inland Empire ChapterSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan/Appendices/Economic Analysis CommentsComment:comments will be uploaded as the following file name:
AB32NAIOPIECommentsLttr.pdfAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/710-ab32naiopiecommentslttr.pdf'Original File Name: AB32NAIOPIECommentsLttr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 16:39:35No Duplicates.



Comment 206 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Charles Last Name: PlopperEmail Address: cgplopper@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UC DavisSubject: Scoping PlanComment:California Air Resources Board:
Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan
 When completing the Final Draft of the Scoping Plan for AB32,please consider the following recommendations for inclusion.
A number of recent studies have emphasized how critical this planis for California’s future and reinforce the need for this plan tobe as rigorous and forceful as possible.
The cleaning of the air will be one of the major benefits of thisplan. Jane Hall , a Professor at CSU Fullerton and her colleagues,have found that the shortened life spans, childhood illness andlost workdays produced by the polluted air in California’s two mostpolluted regions currently cost the state approximately $28 billionper year.
Reducing the rate of ocean rise will save our coastal cities. ThePublic Policy Institute of California has summarized the drasticimpact which an elevation of between 8 and 16 inches will have onour cities and other coastal resources.
In a separate study, Fredrich Kahrl and David Roland-Holst of UCBerkeley have placed the cost of coastline resource destruction at$300 million and $3.9 billion per year, with a total of $2.5trillion of real estate assets at risk from a combination of sealevel rise, wildfires and extreme weather events. 
As the recent debacle with US automakers, who have fought for over25 years the very changes in emission and fuel economy regulationswhich would now render them in the forefront of their industry hadthey followed them, has shown us, being less than rigorous andaggressive in addressing the issue of global warming will placeCalifornia at severe risk. Tough measures such as the followingmust be included in the plan.
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given free permitsthat subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleaner energy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.   Given thestate of the economy, helping consumers deal with fuel andelectricity costs is the best use of auction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. It iscritical that Carbon Fees can also provide funding sources forclean technologies, green jobs, energy efficiency programs, andmore.
Sincerely, 
Charles G. Plopper, PhD
Professor Emeritus
University of California, Davis
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 16:55:11No Duplicates.



Comment 207 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TonyLast Name: LoftinEmail Address: HikingTony@earthlink.netAffiliation: Chair, Sacramento Group, Sierra ClubSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Madam or Sir Board Member:
  Please see my comments, attached.
  Thank you,
Tony Loftin
  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 03:48:53No Duplicates.



Comment 208 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ColinLast Name: MathewsonEmail Address: cmathewson@pricecharities.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Comments from Mid-City Community Advocacy Network, San DiegoComment:attachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/719-081119_ab32.doc'Original File Name: 081119_AB32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 11:17:04No Duplicates.



Comment 209 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AllenLast Name: DusaultEmail Address: adusault@suscon.orgAffiliation: Sustainable ConservationSubject: Implementation for AgricultureComment:I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. This will serve as the Gold Standard nationally for addressingclimate change.

The Scoping Plan gets a lot right and you are to be commended foryour difficult work.  A major concern is the ability to implementit.  Here is a "report from the trenches" from an organization thathas been working to put in place voluntary measures related toagriculture.  We have been specifically focusing on measures thatreduce greenhouse gas emissions while improving air and waterquality.  However we have encountered  significant barriers thatare proving difficult to surmount. 

For example, we have pioneered conservation tillage, a way toprepare land for crop production that reduces dust and dieselemissions while sequestering carbon in soil.  When we started therewere only a couple hundred acres under conservation tillage whiletoday there are tens of thousands of acres. But our efforts arebeing hindered as funding for a key partner, UC CooperativeExtension, continue to be cut.  That will make it much moredifficult to significantly expand acreage further.

We also have been developing carbon negative California biofuelsthat have no food for fuel trade-off. Unfortunately, State fundingas been sparse at best and we have had to operate with much lessfunding than is needed to fully commercialize  beneficial biofuelproduction systems.

Additionally, we have pioneered renewable biomethane both  as anatural gas substitute and for vehicle fuel to displace dirtydiesel in trucks.  The first biomethane powered heavy duty dieseltruck is coming on line later this year.  However, a second projectis stalled for lack of funding.  We hope AB 118 funding can bebrought to bear but that is only a first step.  We are hoping theState can play a greater role in encouraging these clean air,greenhouse gas reducing transportation options.

We have also helped to create a new renewable energy industry,specifically biogas digesters using agricultural waste like dairymanure.  Biogas digesters, an early action measure identified inthe scoping plan, can improve water and air quality in addition toreducing up to 1 million metric tons of CO2 equivalent GHG.Unfortunately new requirements from the San Joaquin Valley AirDistrict will likely stop development of new digesters and may shutdown some existing facilities.  We are working on solutions toovercome these obstacles but we have found that State officials arepoorly informed about what is happening on the ground and that ismaking matters worse.

Likewise for composting facilities.  We have helped to develop newmodels of co-composting that can reduce greenhouse gas emissionswhile improving air quality.  But new rules threaten to closeexisting facilities and prevent new ones from opening even thoughthey have significant air, water and GHG benefits.

Institutional barriers, particularly the "silo" approach toregulation, threaten to undermine these efforts.  There can be 100units of environmental benefit and 5 units of liability and thatwill be considered "backsliding".  The net result is what I term,"regulatory sudden death". That occurs when a pollutant goes over aregulatory threshold by any amount, irrespective of the overallproject benefit.  The concept of "net environmental benefit" mustbe factored into State agency approaches to AB 32 implementation. There are ways to do this within existing regulatory structures. But there must be a recognition of the problem and a willingness tofix it.  That has not happened yet with key agency decision-makers. It needs to happen.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 13:28:25No Duplicates.



Comment 210 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ErinLast Name: RogersEmail Address: erogers@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Clean Tech Business Letter in Support of Limiting OffsetsComment:Clean Tech Statement of Support: 
Limiting Offsets & Prioritizing Clean Energy in a Western RegionalCap and Trade System

WHERAS:
Western States’ Electricity GHG Reductions Could Come from OffsetsInstead of Renewables: The Western Climate Initiative (WCI)  isrecommending a regional, multi-sector global warming cap and tradeprogram that would allow the electricity sector and other cappedemitters to use offsets to substitute for up to half of the directemission reductions they otherwise would have been required tomake. The WCI will not approve offset credits for global warmingemission reductions that come from renewable energy projects in theUS or other developed countries. 

Offsets Could Drain Funding from Renewable Energy: A significantuse of compliance offsets in a cap and trade system will likelydrain potential new flows of capital away from renewable energy andother clean tech global warming solutions in high-emitting, cappedsectors such as electricity.  Limiting offsets, on the other hand,can help direct new capital toward clean tech solutions and otheremission reduction efforts in these sectors by encouragingutilities to purchase renewable energy instead of dirtier energysources that will become more expensive due to higher carbonprices.

Limiting Offsets Make Renewables More Competitive: Limitingoffsets will maintain demand for carbon emission allowances, thushelping to maintain a meaningful allowance price, which should inturn increase the profitability of currently available low-carbontechnologies and encourage the development of new clean techoptions. 

Limiting Offsets Incentivizes Utility Purchases of RenewableEnergy: By maintaining a robust carbon price and concentratingemissions reductions in capped sectors, limits on offsets willprovide another reason for utilities and publicly-owned utilitiesto purchase renewable energy above and beyond their existingrenewables purchase obligations. 

Cap and Trade Should Support Renewable Energy: An effectiveregional cap and trade system should directly account for andreward the global warming emission reductions resulting fromvoluntary renewable energy generation by retiring carbon allowanceson behalf of voluntary renewable power produced in the region, andencourage development and deployment of renewable energy throughthe appropriate use of the value of allowances.

STATEMENT OF SUPORT:
The signatories below encourage the states and provinces in theWestern Climate Initiative to ensure that a regional cap and tradeprogram bolster the development and deployment of renewable energysources in the region and limit the amount of compliance offsetsallowed in any global warming cap and trade system to a smallfraction of the emission reductions that the program seeks toachieve.

         SUPPORTERS

Businesses & Organizations
Ausra, Inc.  
Holly Gordon

BrightSource Energy 
Joshua Bar-lev

California Wind Energy Association 
Nancy Rader

CEERT 
Rachel McMahon

Cleantech America, Inc. 
Ben Barnes

Climate Earth, Inc. 
Chris Erickson

Environment & Enterprise Strategies 
Holly Kaufman

enXco Development Corporation 
Mark Tholke

Fat Free Biofuel
Shannon Devine

GreenVolts, Inc. 
Craig Lewis

Large-Scale Solar Association 
Shannon Eddy

Leading Change Consulting 
Steve Levin

New Voice of Business  
Elliot Hoffman

Recurrent Energy 
Arno Harris

Solaria 
David Hochschild

SolFocus 
Kelly Desy

Stirling Energy Systems
Bob Liden

Sungevity 
JP Ross

Suntech 
Polly Shaw

Sustainable Energy Partners LLC 
John Humphrey

S3: Sustainable Solutions Systems 
Shripal Shah

Vote Solar 
Adam Browning
	
Individuals
Dan Kammen UC Renewable and Appropriate EnergyLaboratory,Technical Board Member, UCS

Oliver Bock
Clean Tech Investor

William Coleman
Mohr Davidow Ventures	
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:43:20No Duplicates.



Comment 211 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: FrantzEmail Address: ini@lightspeed.netAffiliation: Subject: general comments on agriculture and the LCFSComment:Tom Frantz
AB 32 EJAC Member
President, Association of Irritated Residents
Kern County Resident, San Joaquin Valley

Comments to Air Resources Board attachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/735-general_comments_to_carb_on_agriculture_and_lcfs_for_ab_32_scoping_plan_by_tom_frantz.doc'Original File Name: general comments to CARB on agriculture and LCFS for AB 32 Scoping Plan by Tom Frantz.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 17:25:14No Duplicates.



Comment 212 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarenLast Name: StoneEmail Address: kstone@alac.orgAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I urge the CARB Board to adopt a strong global warming scoping planfor California to both slow global warming and achieve immediatereductions in smog and other dangerous air pollutants that causeillness and death.  A strong plan will set the standard fornational and international action.  I also urge the state air boardto include a stronger focus on measures to reduce emissions fromdriving which contribute both the largest percentage of greenhousegases and dangerous air pollutants in California.  Therefore, theplan should include a much more aggressive statewide goal forreducing vehicle trips and measures to promote progressive actionby local governments.  To reach the state's targets for greenhousegas reduction targets, the plan should additionally include astrong goal and additional regulatory measures for reducingpollution from industrial sources such as petroleum refineries andcement manufacturing facilities. It is also critical that anymeasures taken to reduce greenhouse gases contain do not increasehot spots of pollution  in communities already impacted by multiplesources of pollution.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 23:20:0559 Duplicates.



Comment 213 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: City of San JoseLast Name: Environmental ServicEmail Address: julie.benabente@sanjoseca.govAffiliation: Subject: Recycling and Waste Section CommentsComment:Please see the attached comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/740-city_of_sj_final_1108.pdf'Original File Name: City of SJ Final 1108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 10:16:59No Duplicates.



Comment 214 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FrancisLast Name: DelachEmail Address: fdelach@ci.azusa.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: City of Azusa's comments on Air Resources Board Scoping PlanComment:See attached.  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/747-ab32letter1108.pdf'Original File Name: ab32letter1108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 13:28:54No Duplicates.



Comment 215 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: GallegosEmail Address: sgallegos@alac.orgAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissins in CAComment:Ozone, particulate matter and other pollutants contribute toclimate change and that ozone is a potent greenhouse gas. 

I ask you to supports efforts to reduce all emissions thatcontribute to climate change, including establishing binding limitson emissions, expanding energy conservation and increasing use ofrenewable sources. 

Pollution control strategies, including market-based approaches,must directly reduce local adverse air quality impacts in additionto addressing any global impacts.

I ask you to approve AB 32, the Scoping Plan to Reduce GreenhouseGas Emissions in California. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 15:12:39No Duplicates.



Comment 216 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LornaLast Name: RodriguesEmail Address: ilic@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: slow global warmingComment:Whatever California does gets noticed and copied by other states. I hope that the CARB Board will adopt a strong plan to slow globalwarming and immediately reduce smog and other dangerous airpollutants.

A key factor in achieving this is definitely looking at goals toreduce vehicle usage and more aggressive measures to reducepollution due to industry.
 
Thank you for your attention.
Lorna Rodrigues
Oakhurst, CAAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-24 15:37:52No Duplicates.



Comment 217 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ArtLast Name: LeahyEmail Address: kessner@octa.netAffiliation: Orange County Transportation AuthoritySubject: OCTA Comments on the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find the Orange County Transportation Authority'scomments on the Proposed Scoping Plan and associated attachment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:40:28No Duplicates.



Comment 218 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ElizabethLast Name: HadleyEmail Address: ehadley@reupower.comAffiliation: Redding Electric UtilitySubject: City of Redding Comments to Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find comments from the City of Redding on theCalifornia Air Resources Board's Proposed Scoping Plan.

Please contact Elizabeth Hadley at 530-339-7327 with anyquestions.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 08:36:58No Duplicates.



Comment 219 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndreaLast Name: TuttleEmail Address: atuttle@suddenlink.netAffiliation: Forest and climate policy consultingSubject: International Forest OffsetsComment:Please see attached letter expressing support for cautious openingof California's potential GHG market to high-quality emissionreduction offsets from developing nations that have committed to ameaningful greenhouse gas program.
(Scoping Plan V-A-2; p. 114 ff).Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/770-scoping_plan_support_ltr__intl_offsets_11-09.docx'Original File Name: Scoping Plan support ltr  Intl Offsets 11-09.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 08:52:32No Duplicates.



Comment 220 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: RogersEmail Address: srogers@yville.comAffiliation: Town of YountvilleSubject: CommentsComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/771-arb_comments_ltr_112608.dot'Original File Name: ARB comments ltr 112608.dot Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 08:54:53No Duplicates.



Comment 221 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NormanLast Name: PlotkinEmail Address: norm@pzallc.comAffiliation: CAWA/AAIASubject: Revised Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please find attached comments from the California AutomotiveWholesalers' Association and the Automotive Aftermarket IndustryAssociation on the revised draft scoping plan.  If there are anyquestions regarding these comments, please feel free to contact meat 916-446-5900. 

Regards,

Norman PlotkinAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 09:01:15No Duplicates.



Comment 222 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NormanLast Name: PlotkinEmail Address: norm@pzallc.comAffiliation: ARPISubject: Revised Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please find attached comments from the Automotive RefrigerationProducts Institute on the revised draft scoping plan.  If there areany questions regarding these comments, please do not hesitate tocontact me at 916.446.5900.

Regards,

Norman Plotkin Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 09:09:19No Duplicates.



Comment 223 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: BusterudEmail Address: jwbb@pge.comAffiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric CompanySubject: PG&E's Comments on the ARB's October 2008 AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:November 25, 2008	VIA ELECTRONIC FILING



Ms. Mary Nichols, Chairman
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Mr. James Goldstene, Executive Officer
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Mr. Chuck Shulock, Chief
Office of Climate Change
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Re:	Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s Comments on the CaliforniaAir Resources Board’s October 2008 AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Chairman Nichols and Messrs. Goldstene and Shulock:
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”) welcomes the opportunityto provide these comments on the California Air Resources Board’s(“ARB”) October 2008 Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan (“Plan”).  We alsoincorporate here by reference our comments on the June 2008 DraftScoping Plan filed with the ARB on August 5, 2008 and the commentswe have filed on recommendations by the California Public UtilitiesCommission (“CPUC”) and the California Energy Commission (“CEC”) onAB 32 policies affecting electricity and natural gas servicesprovided to California consumers, businesses, and publicinstitutions (copies enclosed).

I.	INTRODUCTION.

PG&E is committed to working with the ARB, other State agenciesand concerned stakeholders to make AB 32 a success and a model foremerging regional and national greenhouse gas (“GHG”) reductionprograms.  We commend ARB Staff for their efforts in producing thePlan which provides a comprehensive, conceptual roadmap for theregulatory implementation process to follow between now and 2012. As the Plan recognizes, there remains much work to be done in themonths and years ahead to ensure that the reduction measuresultimately adopted by ARB achieve the State’s GHG reduction targetsin a “technologically feasible,” “cost-effective” and “equitable”manner as required by AB 32. /

PG&E and our customers share California’s desire to continueleadership on climate change, and this is why we were the firstinvestor-owned utility to support enactment of AB 32.  PG&E is agas and electric utility serving one in twenty Americans and iscommitted to leadership on climate change.  Our customers haveinvested and continue to invest in customer energy efficiency(“CEE”) programs and a clean electric generating portfolio, so thatour emissions are among the lowest of any utility in the nation. Indeed, over 50% of the electricity PG&E currently delivers to itscustomers comes from sources that emit no greenhouse gases at all.

PG&E approaches AB 32 implementation guided by four keyobjectives:

1.	Ensure environmental integrity through adoption and use ofmandatory, real and verifiable reductions;

2.	Manage costs to California consumers and businesses by pursuingtechnologically feasible and cost-effective reduction strategiesusing well-designed market-based mechanisms and a consumer-orientedallowance allocation approach; 

3.	Solidify California’s national leadership role on climatechange by creating a model program that can be integratedeffectively with future regional, national and internationalprograms;

4.	Equitably apportion reduction obligations to ensure that allsectors pay their fair share.  State-wide reduction obligationsshould be apportioned to ensure that no single source, sector, norits customers, assumes a disproportionate cost burden.

With these objectives in mind, the following summary highlightsour over-arching comments on the Plan.  Our more detailed commentsare set forth in section III following this summary.

 
II.	SUMMARY.

A.	The Proposed Plan Properly Takes a Comprehensive Approach ToAchieving GHG Reductions.

AB 32 calls for ARB to consider three critical questions as itimplements measures to meet the AB 32 goals:

1.	Are identified emissions reductions technologically feasible?

2.	Are the emissions reduction measures cost-effective?  Forexample, is each measure cost-effective compared to alternativemeasures or programs that could be undertaken to achieve the samequantity of reduction?

3.	Are the emissions reduction measures fair and equitable whencompared to the relative contribution of each source and sector tooverall GHG emissions in California?

The ARB will need to evaluate and pursue reduction measures acrossall sectors of the economy to achieve AB 32’s GHG reductiontargets.  The Plan takes an important first step toward thiscomprehensive approach by identifying a wide range of measures,including market mechanisms and programs, and by recognizing thatall reduction measures must be carefully analyzed and compared fortechnological feasibility and cost effectiveness during the AB 32regulatory implementation process (Plan, pp. ES-6 and 7, 84, 85 and106).

The Plan also recognizes that current cost estimates reflect arange of potential costs associated with programmatic measures andthat the criteria for assessing cost-effectiveness may evolveduring regulatory implementation.  We support the ARB’s commitmentto conduct additional and updated cost-effectiveness analyses ofthe proposed measures during the rulemaking phase in a rigorous andtransparent process with full public participation and opportunityfor review and comment (Plan, pp. 84, 85).  We are concerned,however that the analysis performed to date has not provided asystematic comparison of all proposed measures across all sectors. To this end, we urge the ARB to take a comprehensive State-wideapproach to assessing cost-effectiveness to ensure that allmeasures are analyzed and compared across all sectors of oureconomy during the rulemaking process.

B.	PG&E Supports the Proposed Plan’s Endorsement of Cap-and-TradeMarket Mechanisms to Achieve Verifiable, Timely and Cost-EffectiveGHG Reductions.

PG&E commends the ARB for recognizing that a well-designed,multi-sector regional or national cap-and-trade program linked tothe Western Climate Initiative (“WCI”) and other emerging regionaland national programs can provide real, sustained andcost-effective GHG reductions (Plan, p. 30).  We strongly supportthe Proposed Plan’s recommendation to convene a rulemaking todesign and implement the cap-and-trade program and to seek inputfrom the public and stakeholders and those with expertise relevantto the design of cap-and-trade programs (Id., p. C 23).  We lookforward to participating in this process.

To manage market volatility and minimize cost impacts to ourcustomers, especially in these times of economic uncertainty, webelieve it is essential that cap-and-trade market design includeviable consumer cost protections, such as a price collar or astrategic allowance reserve, which could provide additionalallowance supply in the event allowance prices exceed apre-determined level.  For example, a price collar would includemarket intervention to make additional GHG emission allowancesavailable to mitigate substantial upward movement of allowanceprices while maintaining a multi-year carbon budget.  A lower boundon allowance prices could also specify minimum acceptable bids inallowance auctions or by other means.  We therefore request thatARB amend the Proposed Plan expressly to provide for considerationof potential consumer cost protection mechanisms during thecap-and-trade rulemaking.

It is also important that California's cap-and-trade program bedesigned from the outset to integrate seamlessly with other marketbased programs to ensure adequate market depth and liquidity.  Inthis regard, we support the ARB’s recommendation that thecap-and-trade rulemaking be closely coordinated with the WCI’stimeline for developing a regional cap-and-trade program (Plan, p.30).  In this regard, it is very important that the rulemakingprovide a clear process for integrating the design andimplementation of the cap-and-trade program with the formalrulemaking process for the WCI cap-and-trade program and otherregional and national programs.  ARB should consider combining itscap-and-trade rulemaking with identical rulemaking proceedingsamong the other states participating in the WCI, so that thedesign, systems development and testing of a cap-and-trade programcan proceed on an efficient, expedited basis with broad publicparticipation by all the WCI states.

Broad access to environmentally sound and verifiable offsets willbe necessary to achieve AB 32’s reduction targets in acost-effective manner and we believe there should be no geographicor quantitative limits on their use.  While the Plan endorses broadgeographic access to offset projects, we believe that the proposedquantitative limit of 49% of annual emission reductions would beunduly restrictive.  We also strongly encourage ARB to adopt orapprove offset protocols early in the regulatory implementationprocess to ensure an adequate supply of eligible projects by 2012. These critical components of the overall market design will nodoubt benefit from closer analysis during the cap-and-traderulemaking next year.

C.	Properly Designed and Equitably Administered ProgrammaticMeasures Can Make a Meaningful Contribution to GHG Reductions.

We agree that programmatic measures have the potential to providesignificant GHG reductions in the years ahead if determined to betechnologically feasible and cost-effective across all sectors.  Inthis regard, PG&E is committed to increased investment in energyefficiency programs and increased use of renewable resources.

However, as discussed more fully in Section III and in addition tothe matters raised in our August 5, 2008 comments and comments atthe CPUC and CEC, we have the following concerns regarding certainenergy-related programmatic measures: (1) since the Planacknowledges that ARB is not the agency with expertise in theseprograms, we urge ARB to look to current and evolving initiativesin the renewables, energy efficiency, and combined heat and power(“CHP”) areas at the agencies with expertise in these areas, and tomonitor and acknowledge the efforts of these agencies to ensure anyGHG “reduction measures” are feasible and cost-effective, bothwithin the energy sector and across all sectors; (2) as a matter ofequity, all load serving entities should be subject to the sametargets and same cost-effectiveness criteria - the Plan providesfor load serving entity (“LSE”) equity on energy efficiency, butdoes not do so explicitly for renewables and CHP.

III.	DISCUSSION.
	
A.	PG&E Supports the Proposed Plan’s Endorsement of Cap-and-TradeMarket Mechanisms to Achieve Verifiable, Timely and Cost-EffectiveGHG Reductions.

PG&E strongly supports the ARB’s recommendation to establish acap-and-trade program that will link with the other Western ClimateInitiative (“WCI”) jurisdictions, and we look forward toparticipating in the cap-and-trade rulemaking.  PG&E also agreeswith ARB’s stated intention to seek input from stakeholders andconsult with experts on market design, including allowanceallocation and use of auction revenue.  In addition, we considerthe following topics to be of critical importance for considerationin the rulemaking and by the experts, in addition to those topicslisted in Appendix C to the Plan at pages C22-C23:

•	Allowance allocation and use of auction revenue, includingdetailed modeling on consumer economic impacts.
•	Consumer cost protection mechanisms.
•	Offset policy.
•	Integration with the WCI and other developing regional andnational programs on cap-and-trade design.
•	Appropriate treatment of small commercial and residentialnatural gas use.
In addition to a process for addressing the` policy issues above,it would be helpful for the public and all stakeholders if ARBcreated a clearer timeline and integrated regional rulemakingprocess, working back from 2012, with milestones for adoptingspecific components of the cap-and-trade program, includingdevelopment, scaling up and testing of regional market systems. Experience with the implementation of other markets, includingRegional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (“RGGI”) and California’s ownIndependent System Operator in the electric sector, highlights theneed to build in time to allow for adequate systems development andstress testing, as well as schedule slippage.  PG&E also recommendsthat the ARB invite experts from RGGI and the European Union (“EU”)to inform California about their experiences.

1.	Consumer Cost Protection Mechanisms.

One of the ARB’s core policy design principles is to “minimize theeconomic burden of the program on consumers.”  (Plan, p. C 20.) Among the most important lessons California learned from the 20002001 energy crisis is that timely “backstop” mechanisms areessential to protect customers in the event that unregulated orpartially regulated markets experience a catastrophic failure.  Theneed for quick or automatic “backstop” mechanisms applies to othermarkets as well, including a cap-and-trade greenhouse gas emissionsmarket. /

A well-designed greenhouse gas emissions trading market canattract investment in new GHG reducing technologies and enablemarkets to determine the most economic and cost-effective means ofreducing GHGs across multiple sectors of the economy.  However,like any market, and especially commodities and futures markets,even the best designed greenhouse gas emissions trading market canexperience failure or significant disruption through hoarding,manipulation, severe weather or other unforeseen circumstances,particularly during its start-up or transitional stages.  Duringthe October 23, 2008 ARB Board meeting, Board members asked staffto examine carefully near-term economic impacts of the ScopingPlan, especially in light of current economic turmoil anduncertainty.  Consumer cost protection measures will be critical tomanaging economic impacts of AB 32 implementation, especiallyduring the beginning stages of the cap-and-trade market or if themarket is limited regionally. /  Price spikes and crashes couldimpose unnecessary costs on Californians and threaten the long termviability of the GHG reduction program.  The scope of ARB’scap-and-trade rulemaking should expressly include an examination ofpotential consumer cost containment mechanisms, especially thosethat also maintain long-term environmental integrity.

PG&E believes that consumer cost protection mechanisms can beimplemented without impeding investment in low- and zero-carbontechnologies or impairing our ability to meet emission reductiongoals.  As we described in our August 5, 2008 Comments on the DraftScoping Plan, one possible policy tool to help manage overallvolatility and unexpected economic costs, while at the same timeprovide a clear path for technology investment and ensure thatthere is a “price for carbon” is the allowance “price collar.”  Theelements of a “price collar” would include market intervention tomake additional GHG emission allowances available to mitigatesubstantial upward movement of allowance prices while maintaining amulti-year carbon budget.  A lower bound on allowance prices couldalso specify minimum acceptable bids in allowance auctions or byother means. /  The Lieberman-Warner and Dingell-Boucher draftnational GHG legislation provides another example of a costprotection mechanism that preserves environmental integrity andwould enable linkage to other GHG markets: an allowance reserve. Other proposals worthy of examination include those of the U.S.Climate Action Partnership and the Nicholas Institute forEnvironmental Policy Solutions. /  For these reasons, we believeexamination and adoption of such mechanisms should be explicitlyincluded in the scope of the cap-and-trade rulemaking.

2.	Offsets.

PG&E agrees with the Plan’s recommendation to endorse the use ofoffsets without geographic restrictions.  However, PG&E isconcerned by the numerical limitation on offset quantity, “limitedto no more than 49 percent of the required reduction of emissions.”In particular, this policy drastically limits the amount of offsetsallowed in the first years of the program, which mayunintentionally greatly increase adverse economic impacts of thecap-and-trade market.  For example, if the 2013 cap is set at 1%below the 2012 emissions level, then this policy implies that theoffset quantity would be severely limited to 0.49% of the cap levelin 2013.  New GHG reducing technology will take time to develop andis generally not likely to be available in the early years of thecap.  The Scoping Plan offset policy raises serious concerns aboutCalifornia’s ability to meet the cap in the most cost-effectivemanner in the early years of the program.

Additionally, the policy described does not enable a specificentity to know the quantity of offsets that it will be able to usefor compliance.  The policy bases the quantity limit on thereductions of the entire cap and provides no guidance forindividual entities.  Forty-nine percent of the required reductionsmay be as little as less than 1% of an entity’s complianceobligation in early years and possibly 10% of an entity’scompliance obligation in later years.  During the rulemakingprocess, the ARB needs to clarify application of offset policy sothat individual entities have adequate understanding and notice ofthe offsets they may use.

Finally, the Scoping Plan should contain a process to have theBoard or Executive Officer start approving protocols in a timelyfashion to ensure an adequate supply of offset projects by 2012. The Scoping Plan states that offsets must be “quantified accordingto Board-adopted methodologies, and ARB must adopt a regulation toverify and enforce the reductions” (Plan, p. 36).  The developmentof offset projects will take years, and project proponents willneed surety in the protocols they are allowed to use.  The Boardshould adopt a schedule to review and adopt existing protocols inorder to not stifle the offset market and prevent access to thesecost-effective GHG reduction options.

3.	Natural Gas Sector.

PG&E agrees with the ARB decision not to include small commercialand residential natural gas use in the first term of thecap-and-trade program.  As we have stated in past comments, thissector of natural gas users may be better served by taking intoaccount reductions already forecast under energy efficiencyprograms.  Evaluation of whether and how small natural gas endusers should be regulated should be included in the scope of thecap-and-trade proceeding and in the continuing consideration of thecost-effectiveness and feasibility of energy efficiency measures aspart of AB 32.

B.	Programmatic Measures.

1.	Renewable Energy Resources.

PG&E supports the increased use of renewable energy and agreesthat the expanded development and procurement of renewableresources can play a significant role in meeting AB 32’s GHGreduction goals.  Indeed, in Executive Order S-14-08, issuedNovember 17, 2008, Governor Schwarzenegger has called for allsellers of electricity to “serve 33 percent of their load withrenewable energy by 2020.”  The Executive Order properly notes thatachieving this goal will require “greater coordination andstreamlining of the siting, permitting, and procurement processesfor renewable generation,” including addressing “various challengesthat impeded...timely realization [of renewables goals], relatingto transmission, financing, siting, permitting, integration,environmental and military objectives, technology development andcommercialization and equipment.”  Governor Schwarzenegger alsofound that “there are substantial barriers to generation siting,permitting and transmission that must be addressed in order toachieve the 2010 and 2020 RPS goals.” /  The ARB, in the ProposedPlan, also describes some of the challenges to achieving a 33percent renewable energy procurement goal, especially those relatedto transmission and system integration.  Nevertheless, the ScopingPlan counts on the emissions avoided from this target and assumesthese challenges will be addressed in time to achieve the 33percent goal.  For example, the Scoping Plan does not currentlyacknowledge the multi-year, multi-agency permitting challenges thatare slowing renewables development.  A February 2008 StateAuditor’s Report indicated that it can take 36 months for agenerator to receive all the necessary permits to begin siteconstruction. /  The Plan should now reflect the same findings onthese challenges as noted in the Governor’s Executive Order, andacknowledge the uncertainty of relying on emissions reductions froma 33 percent renewables mandate until the barriers toimplementation and cost-effectiveness issues are addressed andremoved.  It is essential that the Proposed Plan provide complianceoff-ramps and flexibility for issues such as transmissionavailability, system integration, siting and other permits, as wellas availability of financing, all of which may be beyond thecontrol of PG&E and other load-serving entities.

In the Draft Scoping Plan, PG&E noted that the 33% renewables goalreferenced actions by both investor-owned and publicly-ownedutilities.  This language was removed in the Proposed Scoping Plan33% renewables goal.  It is critical that state GHG measures beapplied equally, with consistent mandates and accountability rules,to all entities in the state. /  This is the approach that wastaken by the Legislature, CPUC, and CEC in implementing theemissions performance standard under SB 1368, and it should be thesame approach taken by ARB on any programmatic measures that areincluded under AB 32.  It is also now directly acknowledged by theGovernor’s call for “all retail providers of electricity” to becovered under his Executive Order.

To further encourage the development of new renewable generationand to foster achievement of the State’s renewables goals, PG&E hasproposed an innovative pilot program in its 2008 RPS Solicitationthat would streamline the contracting process for renewablegenerators greater than 1.5 MW by offering a form PPA availableyear-round, with no requirement for renewable generators toparticipate in the competitive solicitation, thus eliminating thebidding and negotiation process for any renewable generator thataccepts the form PPA’s terms and conditions.  The pilot programwould reduce negotiation time, time and effort required for CPUCapproval, and still ensure adequate, reliable energy suppliesthrough the use of suitable terms and conditions in a simplifiedcontracting process.

Larger generators should continue to participate in PG&E’scompetitive solicitations and provide credit assurances andperformance guarantees to assure that these resources begin todeliver renewable energy to the grid at the time and in the amountrequired by their contract.  Recognizing that certain generatorsmay desire a more streamlined process, however, PG&E has proposedan innovative pilot program in its 2009 RPS Solicitation that couldreduce the time and cost for renewable generators – of any size –to secure a contract, while still protecting PG&E and its customersfrom potential non-performance under such a contract.  However,PG&E’s pilot program is not mentioned as an alternative that couldincrease the number of renewable projects under contract.

		2.	Combined Heat and Power.

The ARB recommends the addition of 4,000 MW of efficient CHP toreduce GHG emissions.  Under the ARB assumptions, 3200 MW of thisCHP would be under 5 MW and all of it would operate at 85% capacityfactor.  PG&E appreciates the explicit addition of the criteria ofefficiency to the Scoping Plan, for some CHP may actually increaseGHG emissions. /  We understand that the ARB intends only forefficient CHP sized to minimum, consistent thermal load to beincluded as a GHG measure.  PG&E recommends the ARB communicate itsassumption on efficient CHP to the agencies developing the CHPmeasure such that only CHP that truly represents GHG reductions issupported.

Recommendations on CHP policy extraneous to reducing GHG emissionsare beyond the mandate of AB 32 and should not be included in ARBrecommendations.  The CPUC is already planning to address CHPpolicy in a new CHP proceeding and in the AB 1613 proceeding, andthe CEC should open a similar proceeding to apply equal policiesand AB 1613 to publicly-owned utilities (“POUs”).  Therefore, theProposed Scoping Plan Appendix C’s inclusion of CEC IntegratedEnergy Policy Report (“IEPR”) CHP recommendations is eitherinappropriate for AB 32 Scope or is already being addressed by theCPUC for investor-owned utilities (“IOUs”).  PG&E recommends thatAppendix C be updated to acknowledge that some IEPR recommendationsare contrary to legislation or to well-established CPUC findings /and other IEPR recommendations are already being considered orimplemented by the CPUC.  As such, the status of CHP policy shouldbe changed in Table 32 to correctly characterize the status ofpolicy development.

 For example, the CPUC has established a proceeding to implementAB 1613 that will establish a feed-in tariff for efficient CHP upto 20 MW.  However, the Plan states that AB 1613 “stops short ofproviding small CHP operators with the guaranteed access towholesale markets recommended in the CEC’s” IEPR.  AB 1613 providesthis guaranteed access to wholesale markets for CHP up to 20 MW ifthe customer wishing access is a bundled IOU customer, PG&Einterprets the Plan to be referring to AB 1613’s lack of astatewide guarantee for small CHP wholesale market access in nonIOU service territories.  PG&E agrees that to be truly acomprehensive effort, AB 1613 should be extended state-wide to POUservice territories and to community choice aggregators, if theyare established.

Rather than relying on IEPR, the Scoping Plan should point outthat assumptions about likely market penetration, likelyefficiencies, likely operating characteristics, and suggestedmethods for overcoming market barriers are all preliminary.  PG&E’sconversations with customers who could install CHP indicate thatprimary concerns are gas price volatility, maintenancerequirements, reliability of cogeneration technology, and the lackof requisite expertise for CHP operations.  As the CPUC hasrecognized, further study and analysis remains before the likelycontribution from CHP to GHG emission reductions can beascertained.  PG&E looks forward to working with all concernedstakeholders to study the market, technologies, potential,emissions reductions, costs and benefits of CHP in the energyagency proceedings.

3.	Customer Energy Efficiency.

PG&E commends ARB for proactively and aggressively committing toremove barriers to more effective deployment of energy efficiency(“EE”) resources in the state.  Given the very ambitious targetsspecified in the Plan, success in these programs can only beaccomplished by transforming markets in EE products.  PG&E supportschanges that have been made to the Plan.  In particular, the Planrecognizes the importance of comparable energy efficiency targetsin all regions of California, for all retail providers.

The Plan also provides additional needed clarity on the origin ofthe energy efficiency goals, acknowledging that the goals arecontingent on innovation, unprecedented market transformation, andunprecedented success of programs.  However, the Plan stillcontains an error that could have important implications for thegoal’s feasibility.  The Plan states that in the CPUC and CECAggressive Case in the E3 model, “it is assumed that the 32,000 GWHof savings are net of about 15,000 GWh of energy efficiencybelieved to be “embedded” in the CEC’s baseline demand forecast.” Examination of the E3 model, as supported by the recent CPUC/CECFinal Decision, / shows that the Aggressive Case results inapproximately 20,000 additional GWh of energy efficiency over the16,450 GWh assumed to be embedded in the load forecast.  Thediscrepancies between the agencies’ understanding on this importantassumptions highlights the need for continued coordination betweenthe agencies as this issue is further explored.

In particular, ARB can help by acknowledging and supporting therole of the agencies and stakeholders with expertise in EEprograms, including the development by those agencies andstakeholders of sector-specific and customer-specific programs andgoals.  In particular, ARB should acknowledge that the CPUC, CEC,local governments, and public utilities will all be collaboratingin the development of specific EE programs and goals for the 20122020 period, and the cost-effectiveness and feasibility of thosegoals on a customer-specific and utility-specific basis are stillin development.  Thus, the ARB’s AB 32 goals will need to beadjusted and revised to take into account these revised goals andprograms.

Key challenges in pursuing EE programs include:

•	Standardized measurement, evaluation, and oversight of the EEmeasures across agencies (CPUC, CEC) and entities (POU, IOU).
•	Energy Commission efforts to improve and increase compliancewith codes and standards.
•	A regular and more structured cycle for codes and standardsreview and updates which continually tighten the standards andcontinue to deliver more GHG reductions.  This should apply both tobuilding codes and for appliance standards.  In addition newstandards should be developed for a broader ranger of appliancessuch as electronics and other energy using devices.
•	Addressing the continued challenges of lower federal energyefficiency standards relative to California (through state effortsat the national level).
•	The securing of timely funding to provide IOUs an opportunity tomeet the additional and ambitious EE targets.
•	Complementary legislation such as AB 811, which allows any cityto provide loans for EE and solar that can be repaid through taxassessments.
To attain the goals of AB 32 a roadmap needs to be developed thatmatches the POU and IOU EE strategic plans goals with the veryambitious ARB proposed EE targets.  ARB can then monitor progressof those programs and the role they can play in achieving AB 32’soverall emissions targets.

4.	Control of Natural Gas Emissions.

The Proposed Scoping Plan includes a measure to improve operatingpractices and replace older equipment of natural gas pipelines. The Plan states that this will save 0.9 MMT (or 2,230,000 MMBtu) atan annualized cost of $0.5 Million and annualized savings of $17.7Million, estimated by applying the natural gas savings from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (“EPA’s”) Natural Gas STARprogram actions to a number of units in the current emissionsinventory.  PG&E was a charter member of EPA’s Natural Gas Starprogram, having joined the program in 1994.  Through ourparticipation, we have been tracking the emissions reductionsachieved through this program.  Since 1994, PG&E has reduced overone million tons of CO2e.  In our most recent estimates, totalvented emissions from all sources were less than 1,000,000 MMBtu. Assuming that the other natural gas pipeline companies inCalifornia have similar emissions, fugitive emissions would have tobe entirely eliminated to reach the ARB goal of eliminating2,230,000 MMBtu of natural gas emissions.  Completely eliminatingfugitive emissions will be extremely difficult and is likely tocost far more than ARB estimates.  PG&E agrees that a detailedindustry survey is needed to determine the magnitude of potentialcosts and savings, and the Scoping Plan should reflect that thegoals for fugitive emissions are still under development.  We lookforward to continuing to work with the ARB on efforts to reducethese GHG emissions.

C.	Economic Modeling.

1.	The ARB Should Conduct Cross Sector Cost-Effectiveness andTechnological Feasibility Analysis For All Measures Across AllSectors.

The Scoping Plan correctly states that modeling results are highlydependent on input assumptions, and that these input assumptionsvary in detail and quality (G 3, G 4).  The cost estimates arelikely to change during the regulatory process as the measures arefurther developed and analyzed.

As cost-effectiveness information will be developed for themeasures, or will be refined for the few cases where suchinformation exists, the ARB needs to have a process to continuesystematic, cross-measure cost-effectiveness analysis through theregulatory process and into the implementation phase.  Thisanalytical process is necessary to understand how new informationon the inputs changes the cost-effectiveness of a measure incomparison to the other measures.  By undertaking this analysis,the ARB can ensure its responsibility that it pursues only thosemeasures which are technologically feasible and cost-effective.

2.	Additional Insights from the Economic Modeling

PG&E has identified serious drawbacks to the economic modelingthat limit the utility of the results presented in the ScopingPlan.  Continued economic modeling in the upcoming regulatoryprocess will both improve the quality of the inputs and allowinsight from comparing the results of various policy scenarios.

Economic modeling results are best used to compare various policyoptions.  For example, the ARB could evaluate the use of additionalamounts of $10 or $20 per ton offsets rather than implementing 33%RPS at $133 per ton.  The model impacts of this scenario on theeconomy versus the Scoping Plan case would provide meaningfulinsights.

The preliminary nature of the inputs combined with the dependenceof modeling outputs on the measure cost-effectiveness suggests thatmodel outcomes are not currently reliable.  The ARB should continueto run the models with the improved input assumptions throughoutthe regulatory process, and beyond, to understand the economicramifications of the Scoping Plan.

Certain aspects of modeling results cast additional doubt on thevalidity of the results.  For example, all “command and control”options in BEAR and E-DRAM are shown to be more beneficial to theeconomy than the option that allows some cap and trade.  Thisresult appears contrary to the approach taken by ARB when itincluded additional energy efficiency and conservation in thecap-and-trade scenario.  The counterintuitive result of the cap andtrade option being more expensive requires explanation. Additionally, the modeling result of a carbon price of $10 per tonis not reflective of the full cost of the AB 32 program.  Forexample, the price of the 33% renewables measure is not included inthis figure.  Finally, the ARB has provided no evidence for whyoffsets were modeled at $20 per ton.  For example, PG&E hasprocured offsets for less than half this amount for itsClimateSmart program.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments.  We lookforward to working constructively with ARB, other state agencies,concerned stakeholders, and members of the public to tackle thechallenge of global climate change and to ensure the successfulimplementation of AB 32.

Very truly yours,

/s/

John W. Busterud

JWB:kp:bd
Attachment
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 15:28:34No Duplicates.



Comment 224 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolLast Name: MisseldineEmail Address: cmisseldine@comcast.netAffiliation: Green Cities CaliforniaSubject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find comments from Green Cities California (GCC) onthe second draft of the AB 32 Scoping Plan.

Sincerely,

Carol Misseldine, Coordinator
Green Cities CaliforniaAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 Plan.11.25.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 19:39:42No Duplicates.



Comment 225 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MitchellLast Name: BolinskyEmail Address: mbolinsky@id-usa.comAffiliation: Interdynamics, Inc., an APRI MemberSubject: Statement of Concern for Punitive Effects of Upstream Fees on Cooperative PartnersComment:November 25, 2008

To the Members of the California Air Resources Board: 

The employees of Interdynamics, Inc., a U.S. manufacturer ofproducts for consumer Do-It-Yourself maintenance and repair ofautomobile air-conditioning systems respectfully submit thefollowing comments relating to the Revised Draft AB 32 ScopingPlan.

Interdynamics is a leading member of the Automotive RefrigerationProducts Institute (ARPI) and a driving force in the mobilerefrigeration industry, with a track record of environmental andsocial responsibility.  Since 1992, we have supported reduced useand replacement of ozone depleting refrigerants such as R-12.  ARPImembers designed the unique can and fittings for R-134a and otherSNAP approved, non-CFC refrigerants.  We have also leveragedinnovation to mitigate the environmental impact of our products byimproving our packaging and inventing self-sealing dispensingvalves.  

Our company and trade groups have been working cooperatively forthe past two years with the ARB’s Research Division to craftproactive, effective and affordable solutions to mitigate climatechange impacts associated with our consumer products.  Our workwith staff will directly yield a workable AB32 regulation,providing real emissions reductions and, at the same time, notdisadvantaging low income Californians.     

We are proud to have set a cooperative example for other industrygroups to follow and look forward to further supporting AlbertoAyala, Richard Corey and Tao Huai’s Research Division team at ourupcoming January 22, 2009 Early Action Board hearing.

But our work has not been easy and will not have been achievedwithout significant cost.  Our alternative measures plan includes:

•	An industry-first, self-administered small-containerreturn/recovery/recycling program with economic incentives forconsumers to return used containers for processing.

•	Development and commercialization of an industry-firstself-sealing valve to mitigate accidental and installationemissions of refrigerant from small containers. 

•	A California-specific consumer education campaign, includingprint and website.

We ask you to consider the costs and efforts expended by ourcompany and industry in being amongst the first AB32 “cooperators”. Consider the potential punitive effects the Scoping Plan’sproposed “upstream fees” could layer on top of the alreadysignificant costs borne by the first industry to voluntarilyparticipate in a self-regulating exercise.  

In early 2008, Interdynamics and ARPI had discussed with CARBstaff the possibility of a fee in lieu of the regulation but weretold that emissions reductions were the primary objective of AB32measures. Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation theprospect of a fee is raised, noting that an upstream fee wouldensure that the climate impact of these substances is reflected inthe total cost of the product.  Since the fee will follow theregulation, the “total cost” of the products will have alreadyincreased exponentially.

We disagree with the fee on top of our newly-promulgatedcooperative regulation and have grave concerns that such a feepenalizes us for our proactive approach.  

Additionally, the Board and we recognize that incrementalregulatory costs and fees are ultimately passed to consumersthrough higher product prices.  This may precipitate a tippingpoint to render these products uneconomic, constituting a de factoproduct ban, thus ensuring an adverse impact on minorities andthose on fixed incomes.  This is contrary to the originalobjectives we and CARB staff had set out in the development ofalternative regulations on the servicing of vehicle airconditioners by non-professionals.  

In conclusion, please know that we support a balanced,cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Interdynamics and ARPI are already playing a meaningful role inhelping the state meet its policy goals for reducing green housegas emissions in California through participation in the earlyaction rulemaking on Reduction of Refrigerant Emissions fromNon-Professional Servicing and will continue its work with CARBstaff on the rulemaking.  We continue to stand ready, with theBoard, to implement a regulatory scheme aimed at reducinggreenhouse gas emissions while not devastating our industry.  Wewant to be part of the solution, but not if the price is ourbusinesses.  

Thank you in advance for your attention, consideration andsupport.  We welcome further discussing this issue with you andinvite you to contact me for further information about this issue.

Sincerely,

Mitchell Bolinsky
Director of Marketing
Interdynamics, Inc.
560 White Plains Road
Tarrytown, NY  10591
mbolinsky@id-usa.com
office:  914/798-7932
fax:     914/798-7971
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 06:52:24No Duplicates.



Comment 226 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TinkLast Name: JeffersEmail Address: tjeffers@alac.orgAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:I'm sending this messsage to urge the CARB Board to give seriousconsideration to adopting a strong plan for California regardingglobal warming. We need immediate steps to be taken to reducedangerous air pollutants, reduce smog, toxic emissions, and slowthe increasingly devastating effects of global warming. We need anaggresive statewide plan to achieve action from local governmentsto reach state targets for greenhouse gas reduction, regulatorymeasures for reducing pollution from industrial sources, refineriesand manufacturing facilities. The damage caused by our indifferenceto these issues in the past are clearly taking their toll. We mustall breathe to live, please take strong measures to restore ourenvironment and keep further dangerous effects from occuring.   Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:10:57No Duplicates.



Comment 227 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: KleinEmail Address: mklein@efproducts.comAffiliation: EF Products, L.P.Subject: Scoping Plan Comment about Upstream Mitigation FeesComment:November 26, 2008

Members of the California Air Resources Board: 

The employees of EF Products, L.P., a U.S. manufacturer ofproducts for consumer Do-It-Yourself maintenance and repair ofautomobile air-conditioning systems respectfully submit thefollowing comments relating to the Revised Draft AB 32 ScopingPlan.

EF Products is one of the leading members of ARPI (the AutomotiveRefrigeration Products Institute) and a driving force in the mobilerefrigeration industry.  Since 1992, we have responsibly supportedreduced use and replacement of ozone depleting refrigerants such asR-12.  ARPI members designed the unique can and fittings for R-134aand other SNAP approved, non-CFC refrigerants and are currentlyworking to support the industry’s coming transition from R-134a andto a new, low-GWP refrigerant. 

In the revised Scoping Plan, CARB identifies four Discrete EarlyAction measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions of therefrigerants used in car air conditioners, semiconductormanufacturing, air quality tracer studies and consumer products. Also identified were reduction opportunities associated withcommercial and industrial refrigeration, changes to the refrigerantused in auto air conditioning systems and ensuring that existingcar air conditioning systems and stationary refrigeration equipmentdo not leak.

For the past two years, our company and trade associations havebeen working cooperatively with ARB’s Research Division to craftproactive, effective and affordable solutions to mitigate climatechange impacts associated with our products used by consumers toservice mobile vehicle air conditioning (MVAC) systems.  This workis very close to yielding a workable AB32 regulation that willprovide real emissions reductions and, at the same time, notdisadvantaging low income Californians.     

We are proud to have set a cooperative example for other industrygroups to follow and look forward to further supporting AlbertoAyala, Richard Corey and Tao Huai’s Research Division team at ourupcoming January 22, 2009 Early Action Board hearing.
But our work has not been easy and will not have been achievedwithout significant cost.  Our alternative measures plan includes:

•	Development and commercialization of an industry-firstself-sealing valve to mitigate accidental and installationemissions of refrigerant from small containers. 
•	A first of its kind, self-administered small-canreturn/recovery/recycling program with economic incentives forconsumers to return used containers for processing.
•	A California-specific consumer education campaign, includingprint and website.

We ask you to consider the costs and efforts expended by ourcompany and industry in being amongst the first AB32 “cooperators”. Consider the potential punitive effects the Scoping Plan’sproposed “upstream fees” could layer on top of the alreadysignificant costs borne by the first industry to voluntarilyparticipate in a self-regulating exercise.  

In early 2008, EF Products and ARPI had discussed with CARB staffthe possibility of a fee in lieu of the regulation.  We were toldthat emissions reductions were the primary objective of AB32measures. Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation, theprospect of a fee is raised, noting that an upstream fee wouldensure that the climate impact of these substances is reflected inthe total cost of the product.  Since the fee will follow theregulation, the “total cost” of the products will have alreadyincreased substantially.

We disagree with the fee on top of our newly-promulgatedcooperative regulation and have grave concerns that such a feepenalizes us for our proactive approach.  

Additionally, we must recognize that incremental regulatory costsand fees are ultimately passed to consumers through higher prices. This may render our products uneconomic, constituting a de factoproduct ban, creating an adverse impact on minorities and those onfixed incomes.  This is contrary to the original objectives we andCARB staff defined in developing alternative regulations forservicing of MVACs by non-professionals.  

In conclusion, you should know that we continue to support abalanced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. EF Products and ARPI are already playing a meaningful role inhelping the state meet its policy goals for reducing green housegas emissions in California through participation in the earlyaction rulemaking on Reduction of Refrigerant Emissions fromNon-Professional Servicing and will continue its work with CARBstaff on the rulemaking.  We continue ready, with the Board, toimplement a regulatory scheme aimed at reducing greenhouse gasemissions while not devastating our industry.  We want to be partof the solution, but not if the price is our businesses.  

Thank you in advance for your attention, consideration andsupport.  We welcome further discussing this issue with you andinvite you to contact me for further information about this issue.

Sincerely,

Michael J. Klein
President and CEO
EF Products / An IDQ Company
8200 Springwood Drive / Suite 255
Irving, Texas  75063
mklein@efproducts.com
Phone: (972) 444-0422 ext.112
FAX #: (972) 831-8891
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/833-arpi_ef_products_scoping_plan_comments_-_klein.112608.doc'Original File Name: ARPI EF Products Scoping Plan Comments - Klein.112608.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:13:45No Duplicates.



Comment 228 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: geraldLast Name: cauthenEmail Address: cautn1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Implementation of AB 32Comment:Hi Gary:

So far CARB has taken a hands-off position regarding the behaviorof the transportation funding and implementation agencies.  If thisattitude persists it will leave a hole in 
AB 32 large enough for a fleet of diesel 18-wheelers.  

MTC's enormous ($222 billion over the next 25 years) capitalprogram is dominated by highway-expanding projects and unproductivetransit boondoggles. CARB says this is a SB 375 matter over whichit professes to have no jurisdiction.  Unfortunaty SB 375 exemptsvirtually the entire MTC program (Section 4 (b)(2)(K)).

That leaves AB 32....and CARB.  CARB needs to step up to the plateand make a serious effort to reduce transportation's contributionto the GHG problem.  

Jerry Cauthen  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:27:15No Duplicates.



Comment 229 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ErinLast Name: RogersEmail Address: erogers@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: UCS Comments on Propsoed Scoping PlanComment:Comments from the Union of Concerned Scientists on the PropsoedScoping Plan are attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 12:26:03No Duplicates.



Comment 230 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DougLast Name: KimseyEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Metropolitan Transportation CommissionSubject: AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/838-11_19_2008_mtc.pdf'Original File Name: 11_19_2008_MTC.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 15:49:39No Duplicates.



Comment 231 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: SmithEmail Address: mikesmith@wavecable.comAffiliation: City of DixonSubject: Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed  Scoping PlanComment:Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street 
P.O. 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 theopportunity to comment on the California Air Resources Board’s(ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan).  

I am proud of the groundwork our energy strategic plan provides toreduce Dixon’s greenhouse gas emissions (GHG emissions) andincreased energy efficiency.  Our upcoming general plan update willinclude both an energy and air quality strategic plan.  

Dixon will soon have a proposal before the city council that couldmake Dixon’s city government carbon neutral with no impact to ourgeneral fund.  Therefore, with these efforts to date, I feel we canmeet most of the intent of AB 32.

However, while in general support of a number of the programs andpolicies outlined in the Scoping Plan, within the control of localgovernment, I withhold comments on the Scoping Plan appropriatelyallowing the SB 375 process to develop regionaltransportation-related GHG targets.  Implementation of the regionalplanning processes in SB 375 are new and largely untested.  The 5MMT figure, while a place holder, nevertheless sets an appropriatebenchmark that helps assure that the state can achieve its overall2020 goal.  

As both the state and local governments are faced with criticalbudget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHGemission technologies in the next 2 to 3 years will become moreburdensome for some local governments.  However, many localgovernments can lead by example to reduce GHG, reduce the cost ofgovernment and create jobs when taking a long-term view.  Thisshould influence development design to a certain extent; thereality is that developers can build projects that will be costeffective and profitable when considering the project’s lifecycle. I strongly encourage the ARB to consider these limitations andopportunities as it moves forward with the Scoping Plan

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.  While my term onthe city council will expire this December, I look forward toworking with the ARB in the future as an informed citizen.  

Sincerely,


Michael C. Smith
Vice Mayor
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 16:17:18No Duplicates.



Comment 232 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: CunninghamEmail Address: jcunn@cd.cccounty.usAffiliation: Contra Costa CountySubject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment:See attachment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/840-ccc_comments_on_ab32psp.pdf'Original File Name: CCC Comments on AB32PSP.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 16:51:38No Duplicates.



Comment 233 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Timothy Last Name: RoodEmail Address: tsr12@columbia.eduAffiliation: Subject: AB32 needs Smart Growth Incentives to WorkComment:Current growth patterns put the state on a path that will result ina 50-70 percent increase in driving over the next 30 years. Such anincrease in driving would cancel out the emissions benefits ofimproved fuel economy and low carbon fuels. It is imperative thatthe state provide strong leadership and encourage local andregional governments to adopt ambitious targets for greenhouse gasreductions.

The goal for the land use sector should be 11-14 MMT. A September2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C.Nelson, leading experts on smart growth and climate change, findsthat a target of 11-14 MMT is achievable and advisable. An 11-14MMT target would encourage new communities to be walkable,affordable, and to have great transportation choices while a lowertarget would encourage business as usual.

The Scoping Plan should include adoption of a statewide IndirectSource Rule (ISR) for carbon dioxide. ISR, already in effect in theSan Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven policy tool thathelps developers and planners calculate and mitigate the impacts ofprojects.

The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustainpublic transportation and programs to improve transportationefficiency and reduce congestion.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 11:52:15No Duplicates.



Comment 234 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: DaleyEmail Address: mdaley@eahhousing.orgAffiliation: EAH HousingSubject: CARB should set a goal of 11-14 MMT from Smart GrowthComment:THE MISSION OF EAH HOUSING is to create community by developing,managing and promoting quality affordable housing. 

Affordable housing is a key component of achieving lower VMT. 

Higher smart growth goals will help to ensure that legislationsuch as SB 375 will have the resources behind it to truly supportaffordable housing in smart growth planning.

CARB should set a goal of 11-14 MMT and send a clear signal thatnew communities should be walkable, affordable, and have greattransportation choices.

A September 2008 scientific analysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr.Arthur C. Nelson, authors of Growing Cooler, the definitivescholarly text on urban development and climate change, finds thata target of 11-14 MMT a year is achievable with policies Californiais already contemplating (the Ewing Report is available atwww.climateplan.org).

A target of 11-14 MMT translates to a very modest reduction indriving in 2020 – less than four miles per day per licenseddriver.

----------------------------------------------------------
BACKGROUND ON AFFORDABLE HOUSING AND INFILL
the inclusion of affordable housing is a crucial aspect in thismodel of new infill development.  

Tim Frank of the Sierra Club has said that “all affordable housingis green,” with an awareness that mixed-income communities helpalleviate the traffic, congestion, and pollution that arise fromcommuting by those pushed to the margins.  We have seen this in anumber of communities where market rate infill development has bothpriced out working people and created more service jobs filled bypeople who cannot afford housing nearby.

The development community is ready to meet the market demand forinfill development.  But we face barriers: local governments needresources to plan and zone for climate-friendly development, anddevelopers and local governments alike lack funding and financingoptions for building mixed-income infill developments and theinfrastructure needed to support them. 

The AB 32 Scoping Plan is a major opportunity to provideleadership and set policy direction not only to reduce greenhousegas emissions, but also to meet Californians’ demands for relieffrom high gas prices through shorter commutes and affordable homesin walkable neighborhoods.  Therefore, we urge you to:

1.	Plan for higher CO2 reductions from smart transportation andland us planning.
2.	Focus state capital programs to provide funding to localgovernments and developers that are planning for and buildingdevelopment that reduces VMT.

The Bay Area’s Metropolitan Transportation Commission has adopteda target of reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 40% below 1990levels by 2035 through land use and transportation planning.  MTChas set a VMT reduction goal of a 10% per-capita decrease by 2035,compared to an anticipated increase of 10% if no action is taken. The state should match the leadership that is already happeningthroughout the state by making VMT reduction a significant part ofCalifornia’s climate strategy and providing the resources needed tomake it happen. Models for these actions can be found around thestate, and those that maintain a commitment to including householdsof all incomes in the planning stages hold the most potential foreverybody’s future.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/847-ab_32_scoping_plan_support_letter_md_v2.doc'Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Support Letter MD V2.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 11:59:39No Duplicates.



Comment 235 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Wafaa Last Name: AborashedEmail Address: Healthyslc@yahoo.comAffiliation: Healthy880 communities-SLSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce GHG emissions in CAComment:Healthy 880 Communities-San Leandro strongly support reducing GHGemissions from heavy-duty trucks as part of meeting our AB32climate change goals. Adopting basic improvements to heavy-dutytruck rolling resistance and aerodynamic drag can reduce greenhousegas emissions while providing co-benefits of reduced NOx emissionsand operating costs. Through increased fuel efficiency, installingthese devices will result in a payback of upfront costs after only2-3 years. However, the measure could achieve even greater emissionreductions. We urge ARB to consider expanding some of theprovisions and to commit to revisiting the requirement for newvehicles.

We recognize the challenging economic times that the state and thenation are facing as the Board is presented with these tworegulations that will affect thousands of businesses in California.The budget crisis also exacerbates the health and other problemscreated by diesel pollution. Families now, more than ever, arefaced with tough decisions about whether to go to work or stay homeand care for their loved ones, and of how to pay for health careand hospital costs.

We are also concerned by recent actions by staff to disregardBoard Resolution 03-22. The 2003 Board Resolution directed ARBstaff to adopt rules to achieve major reductions from diesel trucksby 2010 with very specific targets for VOC and NOx reductions in2006 and 2010.  ARB Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:12:24No Duplicates.



Comment 236 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SidLast Name: AbmaEmail Address: Sidelusa@aol.comAffiliation: Sidel Systems USA Inc.Subject: Scoping PlanComment:Good day ARB
Last year we submitted a letter (see attached) for
 consideration.
 It has to do with increasing natural gas energy efficency. Forevery therm of natural gas energy saved, 11.8 lbs of CO2 will notemitted be emitted into the atmosphere.
Are we trying to combat global warming? Instead of 300,400,500degree F exhaust temperatures being exhausted out of thesechimney's, why not encourage companies and our government torecover this waste energy and have these flue gases leaving thechimney's at less than 100 degrees F when possible.
I look forward to your reply.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/849-ca_air_resources_board.doc'Original File Name: CA Air Resources Board.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:21:09No Duplicates.



Comment 237 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Leonard Last Name: GrechEmail Address: lgrech02@sprintpcs.comAffiliation: Subject: There is a necessity to write REGULATIONSComment:In 1985 I introduced to a leading manufacturer of Commercialcooking Equipment a simple technology to STOP the wastage ofNatural Gas, caused by the habit of the kitchen staff of commercialkitchens leaving the burners ON running IDLE.

On a national bases this will produce approximately 138,000,000Tons of CO2 production, EVERY YEAR

The heat produced from the production of the 138,000,000 Tons ofCO2 will cause and additional 278,000,000 Tons of CO2 beingproduced through Air Conditioning load. Together this adds up to416,000,000 Tons of CO2 production-> EVERY YEAR-> ALMOST TWICE THEREDUCTION OF THE KYOTO REQUIREMENTS--> The end users save money theCommercial Range manufacturers make money.  All parties involvedwill make money from a simple technology to shut down idle burners.It will also demonstrate that there are many such ways of reducingenergy and preventing pollution, even before we look at curtailingenergy that is being put to good use.

The President of Vulcan Hart and the CEO of Garland who claim tobe the biggest Commercial Range Manufacturers in the world, wantedto come out with this technology together.  Their engineeringdepartment went against their President in Vulcan Harts case andthe CEO of Garland, even after a preliminary production Heavy DutyTwo Burner Counter Top Unit built by me and was presented to thePresident of Vulcan Hart.

I feel that it is my responsibility to do what I can to help turnback Global Warming. This technology or a similar technology willhelp do that.

This technology was under funded by the Department of Energy (DOE)and I tried to continue the project by taking on debt, until Icould not afford to continue.

THE REAL PROBLEM IS THAT THE DOE PROJECT WAS TO REBUILD THEORIGINAL TWO BURNER UNIT AND BUILD A HEAVY DUTY SIX BURNER RANGE.

THE TECHNOLOGY WAS TO BE CERTIFIED BY (CSA) AND THEN SENT UP TOTHE PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC FOOD TECHNOLOGY KITCHEN FOR A REALLIFE TESTING IN THEIR RESTAURANT KITCHEN.

IF THE SIX BURNER RANGE COMPLETED ALL OF ITS TEST WITHIN THEENVELOP OF A VIABLE COMMERCIAL COOKING APPLIANCE THEN THATINFORMATION WOULD HAVE BEEN DISTRIBUTED TO INTERESTED PARTIES.

THE TWO LEADING RANGE MANUFACTURERS ALREADY KNEW THAT THE SYSTEMWAS VIABLE.  THEY ALSO KNEW THAT THE END USERS WANTED TO HAVEBETTER CONTROL OVER THEIR OPEN FACED BURNERS.

THE VICE PRESIDENT OF ONE OF THE GIANTS IN THE HOTEL INDUSTRYCOMMUNICATED TO THE MANUFACTURERS THEIR DESIRE TO HAVE THIS TYPE OFTECHNOLOGY--> TO THE POINT OF HAVING A MEETING WITH THE HEAD OFSALES. THE MANUFACTURERS DISMISSED THEIR PETITION FOR SUCH ATECHNOLOGY.

THIS MEANS THAT IF ARB OR CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION WAS TO FUNDTHIS TECHNOLOGY OR ANY OTHER TECHNOLOGY I ANY FIELD OF ENDEAVER ANDIT MEET ALL THE REQUIREMENT AS LAID OUT BY ARB AND OR THECALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION, THEIR IS A VERY GOOD POSSIBILITY THATTHOSE INDUSTRIES THAT THE TECHNOLOGY WOULD HAVE TO BE INCORPORATEDINTO WOULD NOT USE THE TECHNOLOGY AND CONTINUE ALONG MANUFACTURINGTHE SAME OLD POLLUTING PRODUCTS.

THE TECHNOLOGY THAT I HAVE DESCRIBED IS DESPERATELY WANTED BY ENDUSERS, HOWEVER WHEN END USERS WANT TO OPEN A NEW KITCHEN THEY HAVETO BUY WHAT THE MANUFACTURERS MAKE AVAILABLE.

TO GO WITH THE ASSUMPTION THAT MARKET FORCES WILL DICTATE THAT THEMANUFACTURERS IN THIS CASE AND IN MANY OTHERS THAT YOU HAVE FUNDEDOR WILL FUND,--> WILL ADOPT THE NEW TECHNOLOGY IS EXTREMELYMISGUIDED. 

IF A TECHNOLOGY MEET ALL REQUIREMENT SET OUT BY ARB, OR THECALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION OR DOE, THEN AFTER A SET PERIOD USEDTO MAKE THE MANUFACTURERS AWARE OF THE TECHNOLOGY AND THAT PENDINGLEGISLATION IS COMING, IF THEY DO NOT ADOPT IT THEN YOU HAVE TO BECOMMITTED TO SIGN THE LEGISLATION MAKING IT MANDATORY THAT ATECHNOLOGY OF SOME TYPE MUST BE ADOPTED THAT WILL PRODUCE THE SAMERESULTS AS THE TECHNOLOGY THAT ANY OF THE ABOVE GROUPS NAMED HAVEFUNDED. GIVING A SPECIFIC TIME FRAME FOR ADOPTION OF THE POLLUTINGAND OR ENERGY REDUCING TECHNOLOGY.

IN 1985 GIVEN TWO YEARS FOR DEVELOPMENT 1987 THE UNITED STATESCOULD HAVE STARTED ON A SIMPLE ROAD THAT LONG BEFORE NOW WOULD HAVEREDUCED THE CO2 PRODUCTION IN THIS COUNTRY BY 400,000,000 TONS,EVERY YEAR

PLEASE CONTACT ME IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, I HAVE SPENT MOST OFTHE YEARS SINCE 1985 WORKING TO GET THIS TECHNOLOGY INTO THE MARKETPLACE -->IT IS TIME YOU DID YOUR PART.


Leonard Grech





Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:17:13No Duplicates.



Comment 238 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaryLast Name: PittoEmail Address: mpitto@rcrcnet.orgAffiliation: Regional Council of Rural CountiesSubject: AB 32 Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached comments from the Regional Council of RuralCounties on the AB 32 Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/881-120108_ltr_scopingplan_comments.pdf'Original File Name: 120108 ltr scopingplan comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 16:13:13No Duplicates.



Comment 239 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanaLast Name: PalmerEmail Address: dpalmer@manatt.comAffiliation: Manatt, Phelps & Phillips, LLPSubject: Comments of LA County on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached comments from the County of Los Angeles onCARB's Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 16:28:12No Duplicates.



Comment 240 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndrewLast Name: MichaelEmail Address: amichael@bayareacouncil.orgAffiliation: Bay Area CouncilSubject: Updated Comments on Scoping PlanComment:

Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
Sacramento, CA  95814

Bay Area Council Updated Comments on AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan
(Please see attachment for full discussion of Scoping Plan)

Dear Chair Nichols:

The Bay Area Council appreciates the opportunity to providecomments on the proposed scoping plan recently released by theCalifornia Air Resources Board.  We applaud the greater emphasis onthe role of land use to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, andthe recognition that local governments are essential partners inthe fight against global warming.  

More than doubling the land use goal, from 2 MMTCO2 to 5 MMTCO2,is an important step forward, and with that as an objective, werecommend that the Cap and Trade on Greenhouse Gas Emissions beimplemented with urgency in conjunction with the Western ClimateInitiative.  The Cap and Trade Market will provide an economicincentive for emissions reduction and the reduced costs for marketparticipants can further innovation and technology implementationto reduce energy use and emissions.

The recommendations on implementing the Low Carbon Fuel Standardsand reducing emissions of future cars taken together will drive theinnovation necessary to meet the 2050 reduction target.

The draft scoping plan reduces the local government reductiontarget from 2 MMTCO2 in 2020 in the draft scoping plan to zero inthe Proposed Scoping Plan.  The ARB should re-consider providingreductions from local governments in their accounting or sectorspecific policies by including real tools, mandates, incentives –including offset project credits for those reductions outside ofthe cap and trade program - and specific guidelines that will helplocal governments enforce and scale up existing efforts, therebyenabling them to act as allies in statewide GHG reductions. 

The Bay Area Council comments on supportive actions are brokeninto applicable sections and are as follows:  Overview, The Goals,Mandatory Reporting, Implementing a Cap and Trade System,Coordinate Investments in Clean Tech and Energy Efficiency,Relevant Fee and Public Goods Charge in Transportation and Water,and Early Action Credit.

Be well,

Andrew Michael
Vice President Sustainable Development
Bay Area Council

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/883-bac_ab_32_comments_pge_chevron_edits_25_nov.doc'Original File Name: BAC AB 32 comments PGE Chevron edits 25 Nov.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 16:39:19No Duplicates.



Comment 241 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NormanLast Name: PedersenEmail Address: npedersen@hanmor.comAffiliation: Southern California Public Power AuthorSubject: Southern California Public Power Authority Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached the Southern California Public Power AuthorityComments on Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/884-300226001nap12010801.pdf'Original File Name: 300226001nap12010801.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 17:01:43No Duplicates.



Comment 242 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JonLast Name: SpanglerEmail Address: hudsonspangler@earthlink.netAffiliation: member: Transform, EBBCSubject: Final AB 32 Scoping Plan Needs More Stringent "smart growth" standards Comment:Dear CARB members,

Thank you for your hard and innovative work on this Final ScopingPlan for AB32. I hope that you will adopt the following suggestionsin order to further improve the plan and reduce California'sgreenhouse gas (GHG) emissions by 2050. These comments are based on   research and analysis supported by Transform (formerly theTransportation and Land Use Coalition), to which I belong. As asecond-generation California native born in Redwood City, I havewitnessed many decades of sprawl and increasing congestion in theBay Area during my 56 years. I strongly urge you to adopt morestringent GHG reduction goals for 2020, especially in reducingurban sprawl and creating more walkable, livable cities.  

The proposed AB32 Final Scoping Plan is a big improvement over theJune draft plan, but more stringent smart growth/compact growthstandards need to be implemented now in order to meet AB 32's 2050carbon emissions goals.  
 
On October 15th, the California Air Resources Board (CARB)unveiled its final recommendations for reducing greenhouse gasemissions under AB32 (the Global Warming Solutions Act).  The statehas made major progress by doubling the 2020 land use emissionreduction target in this latest draft: the new goal is 5 millionmetric tons (MMT) more than twice the 2 MMT goal in the June draft.The Plan also calls on all local governments to reduce theiremissions by 15% over current levels by 2020. The Plan coordinateswell with SB 375, and defers to SB 375 in establishing regionaltargets. 

Still, a more ambitious goal is needed, and a more diverse andaccurate suite of analytical tools should be utilized to reach thatgoal. 
 
CARB should set a land use goal for 2020 of 11-14 MMT and send aclear signal that new communities should be walkable, affordable,and have great transportation choices. A September 2008 scientificanalysis by Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C. Nelson, authors ofGrowing Cooler, the definitive scholarly text on urban developmentand climate change, finds that a target of 11-14 MMT a year isachievable under policies that California is already contemplating.(The Ewing Report is available at www.climateplan.org.) 

A target of 11-14 MMT translates to a very modest reduction indriving in 2020 – less than four miles per day per licensed driver.Regions around California have already adopted plans that willreduce GHGs by 7.1 MMT by 2020, according to Stanford University'sJim Sweeney. 
 
CARB must set a higher 2020 target for land use in order to putCalifornia on track to meet the 2050 target. We cannot affordanother 10 years of business-as-usual development. If CARB sets alow 2020 target for land use, the resulting 10 more years of sprawlwill make it impossible to reach our 2050 target. (The current 5MMT target equates to a 4% VMT reduction by 2020 – less than halfof what is needed to keep California on track. The current 5 MMTtarget equates to a 4% VMT reduction by 2020 – less than half ofwhat is needed to keep California on track.)
 
The methodology CARB used to generate their current 5MMT estimateis not sufficiently accurate or broadly based as one might hope,given the gravity of the problem. Unfortunately, CARB drew on onlyone UC Berkeley report to generate its estimate of reductions anddevelop the 5 MMT goal for 2020. The regional model simulations inthe UC Berkeley report are widely acknowledged to understate thebenefits of dense, mixed-use development. (Even the author of theUC Berkeley report criticizes the models in her study: “the resultsconfirm that even improved calibrated travel models are likely tounderestimate VKT [vehicle kilometers traveled] reductions fromland use, transit, and pricing policies. These models simply arenot suited for the policy analysis demands in the era of globalclimate change.”) 
 
CARB should base its estimate on more than one source and examinea more recent 
report from the authors of Growing Cooler, which suggests thatreductions of 11-14 MMT are possible by 2020 (The Ewing Report).The Ewing Report is based on California data for a 20-yearhistorical period, and is far more realistic in its projectionsthan the UC Berkeley report's series of regional modeling studiesbased on data from different states and nations with widelydiffering circumstances.  
 
CARB should also adopt a statewide Indirect Source Rule (ISR) forcarbon dioxide. The indirect source rule, already in effect in theSan Joaquin Valley for air pollution, is a proven 
policy tool that helps developers and planners calculate andmitigate the impacts of projects.  
An ISR creates a local revenue fund to help local governmentsimplement Climate Action Plans. Rural non-metropolitan (MPO)counties are excluded from SB 375, so ISR would be the only toolthat rural counties can use to address the GHG impacts of land use. 
 
Investing in and sustaining public transportation systems shouldalso be a top priority in the final AB 32 Scoping Plan, in order toimprove transportation efficiency and reduce congestion. Whentransit is convenient and reliable, people choose to use it: whenBay Area residents both live and work within 1&#8260;2 mile oftransit, 42% of them ride it to work.  
  
In addition to reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT), smart growthalso reduces greenhouse gas emissions by preserving landscapes thatsequester carbon, such as forests, agricultural lands, and oakwoodlands. CARB should establish guidelines for quantifying theemission reduction benefits of preserving these landscapes, and formitigating the GHG emissions and loss of sequestration resultingfrom conversion. There are a number of possible mechanisms forimplementing this strategy, including SB 375, CEQA, and IndirectSource Review. Many of California's carbon-capturing landscapes areoutside of MPOs, and are therefore not covered by SB 375.  CARBshould ensure that additional policy measures are adopted thatapply to these rural counties.
 
SB 375 and other land use measures should be coordinated with thesustainable forestry measures to avoid duplicative efforts andmaximize benefits in both sectors. 
 
The Final Scoping Plan has failed to adequately respond toconcerns raised by the EJAC and public health community. CARBshould adopt the EJAC's recommendations to increase the 2020 targetfor land use, invest in public transit in low-income communities,and create incentives for local governments to reduce theiremissions. The public health analysis should include specific dataabout public health impacts associated with community design,including impacts on obesity, chronic disease and public safety.CARB should ensure that the public health community has an ongoing,formal role in shaping AB 32 policy. 
 
Smart growth is a net economic benefit for California, accordingto a recent analysis by 
Stanford University's Jim Sweeney. Californians want and need tolive closer to jobs and public transportation choices because smartgrowth will free them from high gas prices. The cost of driving amile in the U.S. nearly doubled between 2002 and 2007. TheSacramento Region (SACOG) estimates their smart growth blueprintwill save $16 billion 
in infrastructure costs by 2030.

Thank you again for your efforts to reduce global warmingstatewide. I hope you will adopt these and other suggestions inorder to make reaching the 2050 climate change goals a reality.

Respectfully submitted,

Jon Spangler
1037 San Antonio Avenue
Alameda, CA 94501-3963
 





Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 20:57:35No Duplicates.



Comment 243 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: DavisEmail Address: mt.pockets2@roadrunner.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB to adopt DTACC proposalComment:The economy is in such drought it effect us all. And the work inCalifornia especially the construction end directly affects mealong with Thousands of other Small Fleet Owners. The work justisn't there to justify the upgrade of equipment now, There Justisn't anyway to afford a $150,000 dollar piece of equipment whenI’m only struggling with $3,000.00 income a month now andshrinking. I've had to get a night job to try to survive and thatis slowing down and might even be out of a job by years end. Withmy savings I can only survive another 4 months and then I’m doneCalifornia can't afford MORTE unemployment and need to just SUCK ITUP and put this outrageous proposal aside till the economy picksup. My original plan was to up date my truck by 2015 before CARBwent wacky and economy south now we can only wait and try tosurvive till it gets better. Believe me the majority of us wouldlike a new truck but ONLY when economics can assure it 

Thanks for your time 
Richard D. Davis
JDSR company
Nuevo, Ca   
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 00:17:51No Duplicates.



Comment 244 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: BrownEmail Address: tbrown@capseal.comAffiliation: Cap & Seal Co.; ARPI; AAIASubject: Scoping Plan - Fee on 134a RefrigerantComment:
Comments to the California Air Resources Board
From Cap & Seal Co., Inc.
Regarding the Revised Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan
December 1, 2008

Cap & Seal Co., Inc. is the manufacturer of threaded tops andgaskets for refrigerant cans as well as rupture discs forrefrigerant cylinders.  We submit the following comments on theRevised Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan.

While we understand that the Scoping Plan is only a road map forclimate change policy in California, and that the place to take upthe specifics of the recommendations is within the respectiverulemakings that will follow within each sector, we have graveconcerns over the fact that CARB is also proposing to establish anupstream mitigation fee on the use of high GWP gases, a fee thatwill ultimately be passed on to consumers through higher productprices IN ADDITION TO a very complex and involved recycling programfor small cans of refrigerant.  The extra cost of the two programscould put refrigerant out of reach for the very people we aretrying to provide alternatives for, the working and jobless middleclass and poor of your state.  

In the revised Scoping Plan, CARB identified four Discrete EarlyAction measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from therefrigerants used in car air conditioners, semiconductormanufacturing, air quality tracer studies, and consumer products.CARB has also identified additional potential reductionopportunities based on specifications for future commercial andindustrial refrigeration, changing the refrigerants used in autoair conditioning systems, and ensuring that existing car airconditioning systems as well as stationary refrigeration equipmentdo not leak.

We support a balanced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhousegas emissions.  Cap & Seal, working through ARPI is already playinga meaningful role in helping the state meet its policy goals forreducing green house gas emissions in California throughparticipation in the early action rulemaking on Reduction ofRefrigerant Emissions from Non-Professional Servicing.  

For two years we have worked with staff collaboratively and ingood faith to develop a draft regulation that will yield realemissions reductions, is workable, and yet does not disadvantagelow income Californians or communities of color.   Importantly, thedraft regulation should achieve an objective cost effectivenessmeasure.  But it hasn’t been easy and it won’t be withoutadditional cost to the consumer.

Nevertheless, even with the reductions from the specific high GWPmeasures described above, the Scoping Plan would layer on top ofthe regulation an upstream fee for all refrigerant sold.  ARPIdiscussed with CARB staff the possibility of a fee IN LIEU OF theregulation, but were told that emissions reductions were theobjective.  Now, on the eve of adoption of the regulation theprospect of a fee is raised IN ADDITION TO our mitigationproposals.

The Plan notes that an upstream fee would ensure that the climateimpact of these substances is reflected in the total cost of theproduct.  Since the fee WILL FOLLOW the mitigation regulations, the“total cost” of our products will have already increasedexponentially.

And to add insult to injury, the Plan states that this mitigationfee would “complement” the downstream high GWP regulationscurrently being developed.  We suspect that the result of asubstantial fee in addition to the extra cost of the recycling andpackaging improvements will be destruction of markets and economichardship for both ARPI companies and Californians.  We alsoanticipate the creation of increased smuggling activity inrefrigerant, both in small cans and cylinders, from Mexico andneighboring 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 mostlyeffective but caused a situation where honest manufacturers werebeing pushed out of markets by smugglers.   R12 became the secondmost trafficked item across the borders, second only to illegaldrugs.  There were instances of full ISO containers being smuggledas well as intentionally mismarked 30 lb cylinders and falsifiedcertifications.   It would be advisable to speak with US Customsyourselves about their opinion this idea to create a market forillegal 134a before you ask them for their help in this matter.  You will certainly need all the enforcement help you can get.  

Adding a large fee to the increased cost of a newly promulgatedregulation that involves a product container redesign, areclamation program and an extensive education regime is notcomplementary.  It is punitive.  It could render the product lineuneconomic and constitute a de facto product ban, thus ensuring anadverse impact on minorities and those on fixed incomes.  This wasexactly the result ARPI members were seeking to avoid through thedevelopment of an alternative regulation on the servicing ofvehicle air conditioners by non-professionals.     

We wonder why the Plan would suggest that revenues from this feecould be used to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions either fromother high GWP compounds or other greenhouse gases instead of tooffset the costs associated with compliance with the regulatoryregime noted above.  We rather think that a good bit of the moneycollected will be needed for enforcement activities to keep illegalrefrigerant out of California.  

ARPI companies will continue to work with CARB staff on therulemaking.  Rest assured that we also stand ready to work with theBoard to implement a regulatory scheme aimed at reducing greenhousegas emissions while not devastating our industry.  We want to bepart of the solution, but not if the price is our businesses.  

Respectfully Submitted,

Thomas  J. Brown
President
Cap & Seal Co., Inc. 


  


Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 08:48:00No Duplicates.



Comment 245 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LA County IntegratedLast Name: Waste Management TasEmail Address: taskforce@ladpw.orgAffiliation: Subject: LA County Integrated Waste Task Force - Comment letter on AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:On behalf of the Los Angeles County Integrated Waste ManagementTask Force, attached is the Task Force's letter regarding measure#15 "recycling and waste" of the Climate Change Proposed ScopingPlan. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/890-task_force_ab_32_proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: Task Force_AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 16:20:59No Duplicates.



Comment 246 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoelLast Name: EllinwoodEmail Address: joel.ellinwood@lawyer-planner.comAffiliation: Land Use and Environmental Attorney Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan - Regional Transportation TargetComment:As a land use and environmental attorney I have followed thedevelopment of the Scoping Plan and the regional transportationtarget closely. I do not have a client and I am not representingany particular interest group or organization, but am commenting onbased on my personal views and professional judgment.

SB 375 requires CARB to participate in a collaborative process toset regional targets for 2020 and 2035.  The variables between thediverse regions of California are so extreme that without beingfully informed about them it would be presumptuous to set targetsthat are either too high or too low for the state in theaggregate.

The basis for setting CARB's projected overall goal for 2020 hasserious flaws, in that it is based on a "business as usual"projection from the 2002-2004 average level of emissions to 2020. The projections for GhG emissions for the transportation sector aremade using the EMFAC2007 program, and it incorporates an assumedincrease in VMT in excess of population, which has been ahistorical trend. The data from CARB's GhG inventory from the lastperiod of sustained economic distress in California, 1990-1996,shows that GhG from the transportation sector actually declined by4% during that period, and adjusting for population growth, percapita GhG emissions declined by 10%. Presumably the same trends inper capita VMT growth and population used in projections for theScoping Plan were still functioning -- why then did GhG in absoluteterms and in per capita decline in this period?  

I inquired about the availability of data for 2005 and 2006, whichwould begin to reflect the slow-down in the housing market, beforeits precipitous drop that occurred in 2007-2008. I am told thatdata won't be available until January.

If history is any predictor of what we might expect to learn frommore current data, the sharp decline in the economy will result ina significant decrease in VMT and GhG, whether or not any tighterregulatory programs are adopted. When gasoline prices peakedearlier this year, Sacramento Regional Transit reported a 25%increase in ridership over the previous year.  Now that gas priceshave declined, fewer workers in large sectors of the economy inconstruction, real estate, finance and related fields are commutingbecause many have no jobs to which to commute.

It is difficult to predict how long the current slump will last,but the scope of the problem appears to be must greater than thefundamentals involved in the 1990-1996 downturn.  Many experts arepredicting that housing will not begin to recover for at leastanother 3 to 5 years.  

One implication of this sobering reality is probably good news,insofar as the predicted increase in GhG in the "business as usual"scenario is likely significantly overstated. This will provide moretime to get a broad-based and locally fine-tuned program tomaximize benefits from transportation and land use changes put inplace for each region. Some regions are prepared to initiate highertarget from within. Other regions will face much more seriouschallenges finding the resources to develop the systems to supportthe changes needed. Forcing higher targets across the board whenserious questions exist about the need and the ability to achievemeaningful results due to slow rates of growth is poor policy.

There is considerable confusion about what measures will beexpected to change VMT growth and land use development patternsthat can result in significant GhG reductions. For the 2020 timeframe, land use will not have had time to make a significant changein the built environment because of lower rates of growth. Othermeasures in the transportation policy toolkit that could have amore rapid impact, such as congestion pricing, restrictions onparking and improved transit and ride share programs in part fundedby the revenues from those charges, a "carbon tax" floor ongasoline prices, are not within the legal authority of counties,cities or regional transportation planning agencies to impose.

The slow-down significantly effects the amount of GhG reductionthat can be realized from new patterns of development (or forecastfrom continuing sprawl development) because the fraction of theaddition to the existing built environment that occurs annuallywill be cut by about 1/2, or even more.  There are about 13 milliondwelling units in California.  At the most recent peak ofconstruction, only about 150,000 single family homes and 60,000multi-family units were built (2004), altogether less than 2%annual addition to the existing built environment. By 2006,single-family home production dropped about 104,000 units and lessthan 100,000 in 2007. October of 2008 saw the fewest number ofresidential building permits since records began to be kept in1979, 27% less than the prior year. In 1993 and 1995 the totalnumber of new units constructed was only about 85,000. That levelof production of new units appears likely to continue for at leastanother year or two.

The relative benefits of GhG reduction from leveling or decline inVMT from new development and population growth also shrink as thevehicle fleet becomes more efficient.  Although the forecasts showthat fuel economy and other technological fixes in gasoline poweredvehicles is overwhelmed if per capita increase in VMT continue toexceed the rate of population growth, it also assumes thatdevelopment will continue to follow less efficient, auto dependentsprawl development patterns. A number of structural changes in thehousing market soften the viability of this assumption. The shockof high gasoline prices, however temporary in the short run, andthe tightening of credit, plus the aging of the baby boomgeneration as "empty nesters" all have resulted in turning marketdemand to smaller units on smaller lots and other higher densityproduct with urban amenities.

In short, "business as usual" is seldom "usual" for very long.Events have occurred in the economy and finance sector which werenot included in the forecasting assumptions used to projectemissions growth from the 2002-2004 average (a market cycle peak)to 2020 are clearly not valid.  The maxim to "drive 'till youqualify" that fed the exurban residential growth boom and explosionof VMT is now inoperative. The forces that impelled that type ofdevelopment (high land costs and difficulty and cost of developmentin existing urbanized areas meaning home prices exceed consumerability to pay) will not be addressed by policies that drive up thecost of exurban housing above the rhelm of relative affordability. Proponents of the view that the problem and solution is merely achoice in urban form fail to account for these fundamental economicrealities. Suburban and exurban green field development was thepath of lowest cost and least resistance to providing housingCalifornians could afford. Putting a cork on that bottle will onlyincrease pressure of an already inadequate supply to meet the everincreasing level of demand.

There is another major structural flaw in the Scoping Plan.Generally speaking, emission source sectors are assignedresponsibility for internalizing the cost of reduction measures,thus squandering the opportunity to make the most efficient use ofscarce resources by prioritizing relatively efficient, low-costreduction measures for early implementation while longer acting andmore costly strategies are developed and refined. One example isthe potential to achieve significant reductions from increasing theenergy efficiency of the existing built environment.  Many existingstructures were built well before the implementation of energy codeTitle 12 efficiency standards.  The reductions possible frominsulating and replacing windows and outmoded heating and coolingunits (about $12,000) could be achieved at a much lower unit costthan would be achieved from pushing relatively efficient newconstruction to Tier II with photovoltaic standards (approximately#25,000) Shouldn't the Scoping Plan prioritize the mostcost-effective means of rapid reduction, while phasing in thecostlier, less efficient and more complex reduction measures over alonger time frame? 

However, the Scoping Plan places retrofitting the builtenvironment for higher efficiency in the GhG reduction budget ofthe utilities sector. Segregating sector budgets divides naturalsyncronicity that could occur if all elements of the builtenvironment were factored together. Homebuilders have the skillsand the means to retrofit the built environment, but if that is notlinked with their efforts in new development, an opportunity islost.  If carbon credits could be aggregated and sold acrosssectors to help provide a revenue stream to fund the moreefficient, least-cost solutions without further price pressure onthe housing sector many social policy goals could be served. Theadditional unit cost of Tier II with photovoltaic standards for newhome construction could be in part absorbed with carbon creditrevenues, not government or utility rebates that are funded by thetaxpayer or rate-paying consumer.

More compact development and integration of uses to reduce VMTwill only accomplish so much without a huge public investment intransit. New development cannot alone bear the cost, without againdampening the level of development for which consumers can affordto pay. Local and state governments do not have the means to makethis investment without significant changes in California'sConstitutional restrictions on public finance. (Props 13 and 218).

The San Joaquin Air Quality Enforcement District's experiment withthe Indirect Source Rule amounts to a "sprawl tax" to discourageless efficient, more auto-centric development projects.  What it ismissing is the dedication of the fee revenues to improvements intransit systems and other public improvements that are theessential other half of the equation for the full promise ofdecreased auto-dependency to be realized. It is also a form ofregulation of the design of development that would moreappropriately be exercised by counties' and cities' planning andbuilding departments, where it can be integrated with the planningof the supportive infrastructure more compact development requires. The last thing builders and homebuyers need is another regulatorycounter to cross and set of fees to pay in California's incoherentland use regulatory regime. 

Big changes that require establishment of new laws and manycomplex and interactive factors need time, better sources and morecareful evaluation of the data which justify them. It is importantto begin the process, but not to assume we can fully understand andcan provide for all inter-dependencies and contingencies that maybe required.

Regional transportation and land use targets for GhG reductionneed to be based on broad public support and suited for theparticular challenges and opportunities of each region. The biggestGhG reduction challenge is after 2020, which likely will requireabout a 30% cut in per capita GhG. If the population increasesforecast prove accurate, Californian's per capita GhG emission ratemust be cut by 90% of the 2004 rate by 2050, to 1.4 metric tons perperson per year, which is about what the average citizen ofColumbia, South America, emits  There is time and unmet need enoughto set transportation and land use targets for 2035 and beyond,rather than precipitously set targets that prempt the process thelegislature mandated be followed in SB 375.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 16:49:47No Duplicates.



Comment 247 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EricaLast Name: EtelsonEmail Address: ericaetelson@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on AB 32 PlanComment:I would like to echo the comments submitted by Bay Localizeregarding the AB32 scoping plan.  In addition, I'd like toemphasize the need for stronger focus on agriculture and foodtransportation.  As the nation's bread basket, the ag sector inCalifornia is one of the largest emitters of GHGs in the world. Reducing and, ultimately, eliminating our use of chemicalpesticides and fertilizers will go a long way toward reducing ourGHG emissions as well as improving air quality and sparing ourwater bodies an enormous amount of pollution.  

At the same time, California must be a leader in the local foodmovement--we need a statewide plan that carves the state intogrowing/consuming regions in which food is produced forlocal/regional consumption, thereby minimizing the number of foodmiles traveled.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 09:18:14No Duplicates.



Comment 248 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Tony Last Name: WinneyEmail Address: twinney@ci.poway.ca.usAffiliation: Local GovernmentSubject: City of Poway Comment Letter Re: ARB Scoping PlanComment:Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Poway, thank you for the opporunity tocomment on the California Air Resource Board's (ARB) Scoping Plan. Our comments are summarized in the attached letter.  

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/894-ab_32_carb_scoping_plan_response_12-01-08.pdf'Original File Name: AB 32 CARB Scoping Plan Response 12-01-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 09:19:38No Duplicates.



Comment 249 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Carolyn SherwoodLast Name: CallEmail Address: carolynsc@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: GHG reductions from high-speed railComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed ScopingPlan.  I have analyzed CARB’s GHG calculations for high-speed railand have found that CARB’s estimate understates the impact ofhigh-speed rail on GHG emissions.  I estimate that high-speed railwill reduce CO2E by 2.5 MMT in 2020, more than twice CARB’sestimate of 1.1 MMT CO2E.

Two factors drive most of the difference between CARB’s estimateand mine:
* CARB’s ridership estimate is based on a gasoline price in 2020of $2.74 per gallon.  If the price of gasoline is closer to $4 pergallon in 2020, more travelers will choose high-speed rail over airor auto travel, reducing CO2E by an additional 0.8 MMT in 2020.
* CARB’s carbon factor for air travel is lower than most analystsuse.  Changing the parameter for air travel generates a further cutin emissions of 0.5 MMT CO2E.  

Details of the analysis are included in the attached report.

-Carolyn Sherwood Call, Ph.D.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/895-ghg_analysis_of_high-speed_rail.pdf'Original File Name: GHG Analysis of High-Speed Rail.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 09:52:13No Duplicates.



Comment 250 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndrewLast Name: HendersonEmail Address: ahenderson@biasc.orgAffiliation: Building Industry Association of S.C.Subject: Targeted GHG Reduction from Regional TransportationComment:Concerning the pending Scoping Plan for A.B. 32, I write to expressstrong concern about the recommendation to target a reduction of 5million metric tons annually of greenhouse gases from regionaltransportation and land use.  Specifically, I understand that theBoard and its staff are being asked by some camps to increase therecommended target for reductions from regional transportation evenhigher still, above 5 million metric tons.

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the reduction target forregional transportation any further.  First, I am unaware of anyevidence that would indicate that even larger reductions arereasonably achievable and would not cause wrenching dislocationsand extreme economic hardship.  Moreover, local governments, countytransportation commissions and transportation planning agencies,and countless stakeholders are already faced with implementing therecently-enacted Senate Bill 375, which sets forth a challengingprocess to spur changes to transportation and land use planning inorder to achieve A.B. 32 compliance.  Even bigger reduction targetsfor regional transportation in the scoping plan – above the 5million metric tons annually proposed – would lead to chaos if theywere to be translated, in any way, into S.B. 375 regional reductiontargets.  

Accordingly, I respectfully urge the Board not to increase anymore the recommended, targeted reduction of greenhouse gases fromregional transportation.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 10:37:07385 Duplicates.



Comment 251 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GrahamLast Name: BrownsteinEmail Address: execdirector@ecosacramento.netAffiliation: ECOS - Environmental Council of Sac.Subject: Increase Targeted GHG Emissions Reductions from "Smart Growth"Comment:The Environmental Council of Sacramento (ECOS) applaudsCalifornia’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. However, we remain extremely concerned that the AB 32 Scoping Planin its current iteration fails to outline a sufficiently aggressivetarget for reducing GHG emissions via "smart growth" relatedchanges in transportation and land use planning.  ECOS feelsstrongly that the CA Air Resources Board (CARB) must increase thegoal for GHG emissions reductions achieved via smart growth landuse and transportation planning from the current proposed 5 MillionMega Tons (MMT) to somewhere in the range of 11-14 MMT per year.

A target of 11-14 MMT is achievable and would translate to a verymodest reduction in driving by the year 2020 of less than fourmiles per day per licensed driver.  If CARB sets a lower target(e.g., something in the range of 5 MMT), the result will be greatlyexpanded “greenfield” development and more road and highwayexpansions and new construction.  This kind of business-as-usualapproach to planning will make it impossible to reach the 2050targets established by AB 32.  For California to achieve thecritical goals of AB 32, we must see reductions in vehicle milestraveled (VMT) of approximately 10% by 2020 and 20% by 2030.  Thecurrent 5 MMT target equates to a 4% VMT reduction by 2020, lessthan half of what is needed.

In addition to setting a more aggressive target for GHGreductions, CARB should highlight the importance of prioritizingnew and expanded funding for pedestrian, bike, and transitfacilities.  Getting Californians out of our cars will require aparadigm shift in transportation options and behaviors.  This means“complete streets” throughout our urbanized areas and greatlyexpanded funding for transit operations and maintenance.  TheScoping Plan needs to emphasize these priorities so that localgovernments will appropriately update and modify their plans andimpose necessary requirements on new projects.

Finally, the Scoping Plan needs to address equity, environmentaljustice and public health.  CARB should ensure that AB 32implementation includes goals for improving public health andenhancing the equity of our metropolitan areas through smartercoordinated transportation and land use planning.  Again, a clearsignal from CARB will help spur local governments to better addressthese issues through local planning documents and project fundingallocations.

Thank you for your attention.  Please do not hesitate to contactus with any questions.

Sincerely,
Graham Brownstein
Executive Director, ECOSAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/898-letter.carb.ab32.scopingplan.12.3.08.pdf'Original File Name: Letter.CARB.AB32.ScopingPlan.12.3.08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 11:09:20No Duplicates.



Comment 252 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LouiseLast Name: HudgensEmail Address: lhudgens@cityoftaft.orgAffiliation: City Clerk, City of TaftSubject: Comments on CARB Proposed Scoping PlanComment:
December 2, 2008



Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street 
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:  City of Taft Comments on California Air Resources BoardProposed  Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Taft, thank you for the opportunity tocomment on the California Air Resources Board’s (CARB) proposedScoping Plan.  

We are proud of the work we have done already on reducing ourCity’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.  In August 2008, the Cityenrolled all of its accounts into the Pacific Gas and Electric(PG&E) ClimateSmart Program. The ClimateSmart Program is a newvoluntary option from PG&E that enables local governments andcommunity residents and businesses to take action against climatechange by reducing the GHG emissions associated with their energyuse. Funds generated by the ClimateSmart Program will be investedin new California-based GHG emissions reduction programs. 

The City is making an effort to make the public aware of thethings they can do to reduce GHG emissions and recycle. The Citypublished an article in the local newspapers entitled “10 thingsyou can do to combat Global Warming”. The article informed thepublic of the everyday things they can do to reduce greenhousegases and improve air quality. Also, the City put together adetailed list of all the recycling centers in the area andpublished it in the local newspapers. 
      
The City also worked with PG&E to make its facilities energyefficient in order to conserve energy and reduce costs. The Citywill further encourage and implement programs to do its part inreducing GHG emissions and improving the air quality in theSouthern San Joaquin Valley Air Basin. 

While the City of Taft is generally supportive of a number ofprograms and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it is crucialState policymakers take account for the means that will be neededto achieve the goals of reducing GHG. California Health & SafetyCode (HSC) §38560 requires California Air Resources Board (CARB) toadopt rules and regulations in an open public process to achievethe maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective GHGreductions. HSC §38562 (b)(5) states that CARB shall consider thecost-effectiveness of these regulations.  

In addition, the City is supportive of the model proposed in theScoping Plan that recognizes that regional transportation relatedto GHG targets will be set by the process outlined in Senate Bill(SB) 375. Although, CARB should retain the 5 million metric tons(MMT) figure for regional transportation-related GHG targets in theScoping Plan and let the regional target process set out in SB 375operate as it was intended. The City will work with its regionaltransportation agency to comply with SB 375.   

As State and local governments deal with critical budget shortagesand deficits, additional costs to invest in the reduction of GHGemission technologies in the next 2 to 3 years may become more of afinancial burden for local governments. Local governments caninfluence and change development design standards, but the realityis that developers will only develop projects that will beappealing to customers in order to stay in business.  In order toeffect the desired change, incentives must be provided to thedevelopment community and local agencies in order to encourage moredevelopment in areas where the reductions in GHG emissions will bethe greatest.  The City of Taft strongly encourages that CARBconsider these limitations as it moves forward with the ScopingPlan.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the ScopingPlan.  

Sincerely,



Dave Noerr 
Mayor 


c:	League of California Cities, 1400 K Street, Ste. 400,Sacramento, CA  95814
Robert T. Gorson, Jr., Taft City Manager
Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director, 1401 19th Street, Suite300, Bakersfield, CA 93301  
Taft City Council Members
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/900-carb_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: CARB scoping plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 14:08:07No Duplicates.



Comment 253 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: dennisLast Name: haskinsEmail Address: dhaskins@desilvagates.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Please do not increase the limits during this critical economictime. Enough is enough for awhile. Vote against AB 32.

Thank you,
Dennis HaskinsAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 16:59:31No Duplicates.



Comment 254 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Matt Last Name: Vander SluisEmail Address: mvander@pcl.orgAffiliation: Planning and Conservation LeagueSubject: Comments on Land Use, Auction, Public HealthComment:Thank you for your attention to these comments. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 17:25:58No Duplicates.



Comment 255 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: O'MalleyEmail Address: tomalley@atascadero.orgAffiliation: Council Member, City of AtascaderoSubject: Comments on ARB Proposed Scoping PlanComment:
December 3, 2008

Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street 
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95814

RE:  City of Atascadero Comments on Air Resources Board Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the California AirResources Board’s (ARB) Proposed Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan).  Iattended the November 20th hearing in Sacramento.  Unfortunately,due to commitments at home I was unable to stay late enough to getan opportunity to testify.

We are proud of the work we have already done on reducing ourCity’s greenhouse gas emissions (GHG emissions).  I am proud thatwhen I was Atascadero’s mayor, I led our City to sign in support ofthe US Mayors Climate Protection Agreement, and I served asChairperson of San Luis Obispo County’s Air Pollution ControlDistrict Board.  Also, as former Chairperson of San Luis ObispoCounty’s Economic Vitality Corporation Board, it is very importantto me to achieve a balance between protecting our environment andour local economy.  Our City has worked to: preserve a greenbeltaround Atascadero, encourage mixed use infill development,encourage compact development with a pedestrian scale and trails,replace all existing lighting fixtures with energy efficientlighting, install a new energy efficient “Green Roof” on City Halland much more.

I am especially concerned that the State actions you areconsidering could stifle the entrepreneurial spirit which exists incommunities such as ours.  California is replete with exampleswhere top-down regulation has not produced results, but hasincreased costs.  We are on the verge, if not in the middle of, oneof the largest financial crises faced by our State.  Pleasecarefully consider the economic impacts on local jurisdictions asyou adopt rules to implement AB 32.  Your actions will be criticalto our State’s success.

While the City of Atascadero is generally supportive of a numberof programs and policies outlined in the Scoping Plan, it iscrucial for State policymakers to take into account the means thatwill be needed to achieve the goals. AB 32 requires that reductionsin GHG emissions must achieve the maximum technologically feasible,make cost effective reductions and that the ARB  “consider thecost-effectiveness of these regulations.” (HSC §38560)  Inaddition, we believe that the Scoping Plan appropriately allows theSB 375 process to develop regional transportation-related GHGtargets.  Implementation of the regional planning processes in SB375 is new and largely untested.  The 5 MMT figure, while a placeholder, nevertheless sets an appropriate benchmark that helpsassure that the state can achieve its overall 2020 goal.”  

As both the State and local governments are faced with criticalbudget shortages, additional costs to heavily invest in GHGemission technologies in the next two to three years will becomemore burdensome for local governments.  While local governments caninfluence development design to a certain extent, the reality isthat developers only will build projects that will be purchased bywilling customers and that are profitable.   In order to effect thedesired change, incentives must be provided to the developmentcommunity and local agencies in order to encourage more developmentin areas where the reductions in GHG emissions will be thegreatest.  The City of Atascadero strongly encourages the ARB toconsider these limitations as it moves forward with the ScopingPlan

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.    

Sincerely,



Tom O’Malley
Council Member
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 17:59:04No Duplicates.



Comment 256 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: YVETTELast Name: ROBBINSEmail Address: ILLUSIONSBYSUE@SBCGLOBAL.NETAffiliation: Subject: Stop AB32Comment:Please do not pass this bill.  The burden should not fall right nowas it has not been proven.  Along with this the environmentalistsare driving our economy to doom in a time that we need to work onbuilding it up.  These unfair costs should be scrutinized fullybefore they are put to a bill.  We as taxpayers need to speak upmore.  We are now in a water shortage due to the protection of atiny fish.  We have to decide once and for all whether people'sneeds and costs actually count or do we let the envioronmentalistsjust packing on things to stop growth.  
thank you,
Yvette RobbinsAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 18:18:22No Duplicates.



Comment 257 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DeeLast Name: SnowEmail Address: dsnow@snow-properties.comAffiliation: Subject: Air Quality -AB 32Comment:I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further.  I work in thisindustry daily and we are on our knees.  Please do not addunnecessary restrictions and obligations that are notscientifically defensible. My company has sponsored seminars put onby the Local Agency Commission on behalf of the State ofCalifornia.  We make it a practice to be well informed andinvolved.   Thank you, Dee Snow, General Contractor and Developer



Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-03 19:40:05No Duplicates.



Comment 258 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JudithLast Name: BellEmail Address: jbell@policylink.orgAffiliation: PolicyLinkSubject: PolicyLink Comments on Proposed AB32 Scoping PlanComment:Summary of attached letter:

In order to meet the law’s ambitious environmental, public healthand economic goals we urge you to strengthen and adopt the proposedregulatory program, eliminate the proposed trading program anddevelop a more comprehensive, accurate and useful public healthassessment. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 08:26:41No Duplicates.



Comment 259 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: LaneEmail Address: Mikela@laneengineers.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:AB 32 needs to be reviewed and analyzed from the cost/benefitperspective.  The last thing the State of California needs isanother economic disincentive.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 08:47:01No Duplicates.



Comment 260 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StanLast Name: DixonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Board of Forestry and Fire ProtectionComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1063-01.pdf'Original File Name: 01.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:34:48No Duplicates.



Comment 261 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: FrankLast Name: ScottoEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of TorrenceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1064-02.pdf'Original File Name: 02.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:35:43No Duplicates.



Comment 262 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: StufflebeanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of San JoseComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1065-03.pdf'Original File Name: 03.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:36:22No Duplicates.



Comment 263 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BlairLast Name: KingEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of LodiComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1066-04.pdf'Original File Name: 04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:37:01No Duplicates.



Comment 264 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonaldLast Name: BrummetEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Kern Council of GovernmentsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1067-05.pdf'Original File Name: 05.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:37:48No Duplicates.



Comment 265 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: JeffersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of GlendoraComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1068-06.pdf'Original File Name: 06.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:39:23No Duplicates.



Comment 266 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: McCannEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of CalistogaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1070-07.pdf'Original File Name: 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:41:29No Duplicates.



Comment 267 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarryLast Name: BruckerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Beverly HillsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1071-08.pdf'Original File Name: 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:42:04No Duplicates.



Comment 268 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MatthewLast Name: HargroveEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Business Properties AssociationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1076-10.pdf'Original File Name: 10.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:44:22No Duplicates.



Comment 269 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AdelaLast Name: GonzalezEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: SoledadComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1077-09.pdf'Original File Name: 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:45:10No Duplicates.



Comment 270 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: VickieLast Name: TalleyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: NAIOP- National Association of Industial and Office PropertiesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1080-11.pdf'Original File Name: 11.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:46:27No Duplicates.



Comment 271 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GavinLast Name: NewsomEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Office of Mayor- Gavin NewsonComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1083-14.pdf'Original File Name: 14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 09:52:22No Duplicates.



Comment 272 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TheLast Name: Pacific Forest TrustEmail Address: achiono@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Subject: Proposed Scoping Plan Language RecommendationComment:
Dear Board Members Loveridge and Riordan,

Thank you very much for our discussion today.  As promised, hereis some proposed language that embodies what we discussed, and thatPFT would like to see added to the Scoping Plan, either in itstext, or in the Resolution for Adoption.

1.  Cross Sectoral Accounting:  in the Adopting Resolution, wesuggest adding “ The Board directs the staff to ensure thattransparent, cross–sectoral accounting systems be developed suchthat stocks and flows of carbon can be tracked readily within andacross sectors, as, for example, from forests to landfills tomethane emissions”

2.  Accounting for Adaptive Management:  in the adoptingresolution we suggest adding:  “ The Board directs staff to ensurethat accounting across all sectors provides data sufficient toidentify significant changes in carbon stocks and flows at thesource of such change, in order to allow for adaptive management toensure the achievement of AB 32 target goals.”

3.  Synergy of Mitigation and Adaptation: we suggest adding in thetext of the forest sector “Actions undertaken undertaken pursuantto AB 32 for purposes of mitigation in the Forest Sector areinherently linked to those appropriate for adaptation to supportresilient, robust natural forest ecosystems that are more capableof adapting to  climate change, especially with regard to watershedand habitat functions.   Therefore, ARB will consult with key stateentities responsible for the health and functioning of watershedsand habitat for California's plants, fish and wildlife to ensure actions pursuant to AB 32 are also beneficial for adaptation.” 

4.  Woody biomass combustion:  We note that the addenda havechanged the definition of woody biomass combustion fromanthropogenic to biogenic. ARB should classify woody biomasscombustion as an anthropogenic emission. The combustion of biomassvastly speeds up the release of carbon from waste-wood and fromslash after harvest.   Because there is insufficient waste andslash material available to meet biomass demands, this will resultin increased harvest to fulfill that demand, overall emissions frombiomass combustion will increase, as will forest –based emissionsresultant from increased harvest disturbance.  Unless harvestrotations or intervals are held steady, there will be insufficient times to re-absorb those emissions in the forest.  This is likelyto result in net increased emissions overall.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:30:03No Duplicates.



Comment 273 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ben Last Name: EtemadiEmail Address: betemadi@hunsaker.comAffiliation: Civil EngineerSubject: CARB Action on Dec. 11, 2008Comment:To whom this may concern:

As you know the housing industry is facing the biggest challengeit has ever faced with regards to affodability and the increase inconstruction cost (as of 2005-2007)and now the drop of real estatevalue. Added Restriction such as AB32 will kill any possibility ofrecovery for our industry and push folks like i out of the countryfor employment with minimum chance of return. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 13:31:35No Duplicates.



Comment 274 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MattLast Name: AdamsEmail Address: adams6472@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Reject Proposed AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I live in San Diego and I am very concerned concern about the draftrecommendation within the AB 32 Scoping plan to target a reductionof 5 million metric tons (MMT) annually of greenhouse gases fromRegional Transportation-Related Targets. Specifically, I understandthat the Board is being asked by some to increase that target tosomething higher, potentially significantly higher, than 5 millionmetric tons. 

I strongly urge the Board NOT to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. Additional burdens willmake it even harder for the housing market to come back from thethrongs of depression.  The Federal REserve Chairman, Ben Bernanke,says restoring the housing market is the key to reviving theeconomy.  

I not only question whether sufficient scientific informationexists to support quantifying greenhouse gas (GHG) reductions frompassenger vehicles at the proposed 5 MMT level, but I also know ofno credible scientific evidence that would indicate that largerreductions are reasonably achievable or sustainable without causingdislocations and extreme economic hardships. 

Governor Schwarzenegger recently signed Senate Bill 375, whichsets out the process to determine the actual RegionalTransportation-Related GHG Targets. That process needs to be givendeference and allowed to work. It should not be preempted at thisearly stage by unilateral action by the Board! 

As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

I strongly urge you not to increase the RegionalTransportation-Related Targets any further. 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:09:46No Duplicates.



Comment 275 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Roger Last Name: ZiemerEmail Address: springer303@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB Initiative w/ BIA/SCComment:No action on this issue should be take without proof that proposedmeasures will work and are cost effective.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 14:18:44No Duplicates.



Comment 276 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Ted Last Name: SmalleyEmail Address: ldawson@fresnocog.orgAffiliation: Subject: SJV Regional Planning Agencies' Directors' CommentsComment:The attached letter is submitted on behalf of the San JoaquinValley Regional Planning Agencies' Directors' Committee.  TheCommittee represents the eight MPOs of the San Joaquin Valley: SanJoaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare and KernCounties. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:42:41No Duplicates.



Comment 277 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MargaretLast Name: ClarkEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Los Angeles County- Solid Waste Management CommitteeComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 16:18:06No Duplicates.



Comment 278 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DorothyLast Name: RothrockEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Implementation GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 16:19:02No Duplicates.



Comment 279 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: HueyLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Resources Renewal InstituteComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1180-fookesab32report.zip'Original File Name: FookesAB32Report.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:20:43No Duplicates.



Comment 280 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RogerLast Name: NielloEmail Address: assemblymember.niello@assembly.ca.govAffiliation: Member, California State AssemblySubject: Letter of request for delay in Scoping Plan adoption and answers to LAO and peer reviewComment:Attached please a copy of a letter delivered to ARB Chairwoman MaryNichols regarding a request for delay in the adoption of the AB 32Scoping Plan and a response to the questions and issues oustandingin the recently released LAO and Peer Review analysis of theScoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1181-nichols_letter.pdf'Original File Name: Nichols Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:21:49No Duplicates.



Comment 281 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Stan Last Name: McClainEmail Address: stan@filmtools.comAffiliation: IATSE and NFIBSubject: Support of AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:As a small business owner (member INC Magazine's top 5000 fastestgrowing private companies in America) and a member of 3 unions(IATSE Local 600, DGA, SAG) I sometimes have  opinions thatconflict with my interests, and when I do, I try to lean what isright for the American Public and small business.

NFIB would like to see me support their view, but this time, Ifeel that the much bigger picture is at stake, and I may have topitch in to help matters. I may have to swap out heating and airconditioning units, install Solar panels, completely swap out thelight fixtures in my 18,000 square foot building for the newerenergy efficient electric ballast fluorescent lighting.

All of the small business have an obligation to help out... and iflabor unions are charging too much for their services as theyrelate to supporting the energy program, then they too need to helpby lowering wages.

There is no such thing as a free lunch and lunch is being servednow!

Stan McClain,
President
Filmtools, Inc
Lindcraft, Inc
SKC Working Dream Inc.

Member: Local 600, DGA, SAG, NFIBAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 18:56:13No Duplicates.



Comment 282 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: John Last Name: BoeselEmail Address: jboesel@calstart.orgAffiliation: CALSTARTSubject: CALSTART comments on proposed planComment:CALSTART appreciates the opportunity to comment on the proposedScoping Plan. Please see attached comments recommending: (1) timelyand effective implementation, (2) auctioning of allowances, (3)strategic investment of aution revenues and other public funds intransportation, (4) including transportation fuels in the cap andtrade program at the outset, and (5) providing stronger land useand smart growth targets.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 20:35:29No Duplicates.



Comment 283 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KevinLast Name: WardEmail Address: krw10.4@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Target Existing Commercial Buildings First!Comment:Dear Whoever Thinks They Are Saving the Planet,

Do your homework immediately. New residential construction isn'tperfect, some of the water run off is slighlty dirty (just like therun off from your neighbor down the streety who just washed hiscar), some of the materials used in the homes may still beunhealthy (but believe me, they're working on that too) and some ofthe lumber used may not be from sustainable forestry (however you'dbe quite shocked to find out how much actually is), 

but good lord have you not looked around your city, your county,or your entire state to see how skyscrapers and other largecommerical buildings are sucking the life out of our resources! 

Water, electricity and indoor environmental air quality are justsome of the more obvious issues screaming to be addressed in thesewarehouses of waste.

Environmentalists are concerned with saving the eart so that morepeople, more generations of human kind can enjoy their great giftof life on a clean, healthy support system for that life. That's anoutstanding mission, who can argue against that? But what about thepeople who are alive right now! Help the office workers breathecleaner indoor air and simultaneously help the environment byaddressing the real construction related issue: EXISTING COMMERCIALBUILDINGS! And for the love of Pete and his long list of relatives'sake, stop picking on homebuilders! They aren't your biggestconcern!

If you run the numbers, you will see that solving the problems oflarge commercial properties is priority number one next to somehowgrappling with the 800 pound gorillas that go by the name oftransportation and coal burning energy plants. It's merely a matterof being focused on net results, not easy prey such as new homebuilders who have recently "put themselves out there" and thus madethemselves a more convenient target for supposed environmentalists.

Someone you know works for John Laing or Shea or William Lyon orsome other homebuilder that started as nothing more than a familywith a dream to make a living building homes. And now, decadeslater, after building a legacy of excellent products within theguidelines and often above the guidelines of public policy, theyare being constantly subjected to libel, slander, abusive andmalicious lawsuits and all the while their teams are completelyfocused on innovative solutions to the challenges of taking fromthe earth to build our undeniable need for shelter and doing so insuch away that allows them to buy a shelter of their own. So pleasesee that person you know as a good person and redirect yourenergies to making a quantifiably larger impact on the environmentwith your efforts and aim your passion at commercial properties.Get serious about making a difference now, the homebuilders arealready getting it 90 to 99% right. Move on to the major commercialproperty owners who are probably doing next to nothing...

Sincerely,

Kevin Ralph Ward,
Aspiring Sustainability Manager. (And just a plain old dude whothinks homebuilders are cool people who society is asking to fundthe solutions for so many problems they never created in the firstplace)
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 22:03:35No Duplicates.



Comment 284 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jake Last Name: MackenzieEmail Address: blumacjazz@aol.comAffiliation: Mayor ,City of Rohnert ParkSubject: Comment from Progressive members of the LCC's Environmental Quality CommitteeComment:Dear Members of the Board,

We are communicating with you in our role as progressive membersof the League of CA Cities Environmental Quality Committee.

We believe that the economic and environmental challenges faced byour cities today call for bold and innovative leadership. Whilesome of our cities are hesitant to address the new challengespoised by climate change, many others feel compelled to take actionin their communities.  Those of us on the front lines are very muchin need of assistance and support from the State.

We request that CARB increase the share of greenhouse gasreductions allocated to regional governments from 5 to 11 to 14MMT. This request is based on a recent scientific analysis by Dr.Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C. Nelson which shows that thesereductions are achievable with policies California is alreadycontemplating.

By setting a higher target, CARB can signal that the landuse/transportation sector is a priority. The higher target willensure that regional agencies, cities and counties will aim high inther efforts to reduce greenhouse gases from vehicle emissions.Coupled with the essential financial resources, technicalassistance and other support from federal, state and privateresources, these local governments will be positioned for successand continued leadership in this global fight against climatechange.  On the other hand, a low target below what scientificanalysis shows can be achieved, will send the opposite signal,indicating that land use/transportation is not a priority and willnot receive a commensurate share of resources.

While we feel that every local government should address the direcircumstances we are facing today, we are not asking that yousupport a mandate for local governments to act.  SB 375 veryclearly exempts our cities and counties from any regulatoryrequirements.

As Chair of the League of California Cities' Environmental QualityCommittee, Vice Chair of the Local Government Commission, and aleader in addressing climate change in my region, I have been askedto participate in the 14th International United Nations ClimateChange Conference.  I hope to be able to report that our cities arebeing asked to continue playing a key role in our State's climatechange policy efforts.

As you know, the world is watching California and its localgovernments: expecting us to provide inspiration and a model forothers to follow.  This is an opportunity and a responsibility ofmonumental importance.  Please help us by assigning local andregional Governments a significant role in achieving the goals ofAB 32. My colleagues and I will not let you down.

Respectfully yours,

Jake Mackenzie, Mayor, City of Rohnert Park
Jean Quan, President Pro-tem, City of Oakland  
Jon Harrison, Mayor, City of Redlands
Maggie Houlihan, Councilmember, City of Encinitas
Tom Butt, Councilmember, City of Richmond
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 06:44:21No Duplicates.



Comment 285 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarcLast Name: StolmanEmail Address: MDStolman@aol.comAffiliation: E2Subject: Support - Including Feebates in Scoping PlanComment:I support the inclusion of a feebate program in the AB 32 scopingplan. This will be good for the state's economy, as well as itsenvironment.

Marc StolmanAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 09:09:12No Duplicates.



Comment 286 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KateLast Name: MillerEmail Address: kmiller@actransit.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 11:41:47No Duplicates.



Comment 287 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ThereseLast Name: McMillanEmail Address: TMcMillan@mtc.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Metropolitan Transportation Commission comments on Proposed Scoping planComment:Please  see attached comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1219-l-nov20-2008ab32_comment_lettertd.doc'Original File Name: L-Nov20-2008AB32 comment letterTD.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 11:44:38No Duplicates.



Comment 288 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GreggLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: gmorris@emf.netAffiliation: Green Power InstituteSubject: Joint Comments of GPI and CBEAComment:Please see attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 12:42:22No Duplicates.



Comment 289 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EvelynLast Name: KahlEmail Address: ek@a-klaw.comAffiliation: EPUC and CACSubject: EPUC & CAC Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached are the comments of EPUC and CAC on the proposed scopingplan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 12:59:25No Duplicates.



Comment 290 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RayLast Name: HarrodEmail Address: Rayharrod@redshift. ComAffiliation: Harrod Brothers IncSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan To Reduce Greenhouse GasComment: We do not need such a bill at this time , We have already had tolay off our entire construction crews . In my opinion this wholegreen movement is out of control. It's designed to create agencysuch as leed and try and get it so all builders will have to submitplans to them for review to get their certification and of courethey will to have to establish a fee to keep their agency goingjust another bureaucracy in the making. The same goal can beachieved in a much simpler way.                                   Sincerely, Ray HarrodAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 13:14:42No Duplicates.



Comment 291 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaraLast Name: BursteinEmail Address: mburstein@environmentnow.orgAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:Dear ARB Board Members,

Environment Now is a Southern California private foundationcommitteed to improving our air quality through smart land use.

We strongly support redoubling the land use target from 5 MMT to11-14 MMT in the AB 32 Scoping Plan.

Setting a higher target for the land use sector sends a signalthat land use sector that this is a top priority, and that regionsshould aim high and take decisive action to reduce greenhouse gasemissions from new developments.

A higher target must be coupled with a commitment to providingfinancial resources, technical assistance and other support to helpregions, local governments, and transportation agencies achieve thetarget.  A higher target will also signal to the state ofCalifornia that land use should be a high priority for financialand technical assistance to meet the goals of AB 32.

A low target will send the signal that business-as-usualdevelopment should continue, and that land use is not a highpriority for resources and support.

Sincerely,
Mara Elana Burstein
Sustainability & Communications Program Manager

Environment Now
2515 Wilshire Boulevard
Santa Monica, CA 90403
tel: 310-829-5568 ext. 245
fax: 310-829-6820
www.environmentnow.org  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:12:17No Duplicates.



Comment 292 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ArthurLast Name: UngerEmail Address: artunger@att.netAffiliation: Subject: Solar on the roof and decreasing GHG productionComment:Most localities, especially those in the San Joaquin Valley, canreduce greenhouse gas emissions from new development by requiringphoto-voltaic panels on the roof of all commercieal, industrial andresidential buildings, both existing and being built. (Installationis cheaper if done while a structure is being built.) Sunshine isabundant in California, especially in the San Joaquin Valley. Weusually need to turn on our least efficient natural gas firedplants to power our air conditioners in the afternoon; that is justwhen we would be generating the most electricity from the sun.Solar PV maintainance costs are low enough to allow home owners tosave more on their first several years of electric bills than theypay to install solar. Government subsidies are available. (NewParagraph)

Requiring LEED buildings, white roofs and water conservation(pumping takes energy) are other ways local government can decreaseenergy use and thus carbon dioxide production. We should outlawwatering lawns.(New Paragraph)

Please make the land use target for local governments at least 14MMT.

Thanks, Art 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:12:53No Duplicates.



Comment 293 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: mikeLast Name: hallEmail Address: mhall@hallmarkcommunities.comAffiliation: Subject: New homes vs. greenhouse gasssesComment:Requiring new homes to be responsible for green house gases isirresponsible.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:19:45No Duplicates.



Comment 294 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: terryLast Name: allbritainEmail Address: tallbritain@Hunsakersd.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Reducing Greenhouse GasComment:Anything that puts more burden on the cost of building and buying ahome is not what this economy needs right now. I have been in theCivil Engineering Budgeting industry for 22 years and some homes inSan Diego already have Agency Fees of over $100,000 per home! Thisis just for a piece of paper to approve building a house!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:23:29No Duplicates.



Comment 295 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KyraLast Name: RossEmail Address: mmckelvey@cacities.orgAffiliation: League of California CitiesSubject: League of California Cities - Supplemental Comments on ARB's Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 14:26:33No Duplicates.



Comment 296 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lori AnnLast Name: FryEmail Address: lfry@landam.comAffiliation: Subject: Approval of AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CaliforniaComment:Please approve this initiative....


Thank you,

Lori Ann FryAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:28:45No Duplicates.



Comment 297 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: MaasEmail Address: bmaas@cncda.orgAffiliation: California New Car Dealers Assn.Subject: Scoping Plan - FeebatesComment:Attached please find our comment letter on feebates as thepreferred alternative to the Pavley regulations in the event thoserules are not implemented.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1246-ltr_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 14:29:01No Duplicates.



Comment 298 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Mike Last Name: SirkisEmail Address: mws@highlandpartnership.comAffiliation: Subject: Voting in favorComment:Yes - Approval of AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse GasEmissions in California Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 14:47:36No Duplicates.



Comment 299 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: MorrowEmail Address: dmorrow@swca.comAffiliation: Air Quality Specialist  - SWCASubject: Transportation sector GHG emission strategyComment:ARB staff,

On page 38 of the Proposed Scoping Plan (Oct. 2008) the followingis stated: "Passenger vehicles are responsible for almost 30percent of California’s greenhouse gas emissions. To address theseemissions, ARB is proposing a comprehensive threeprong strategy –reducing greenhouse gas emissions from vehicles, reducing thecarbon content of the fuel these vehicles burn, and reducing themiles these vehicles travel."

I propose a fourth prong to the approach: improved urbantransportation efficiency.  

I have a specific idea in mind that would: 1) reduce idlingemissions, 2) overall travel time on urban streets, 3)vehicleacceleration emissions (which produce substantial CO2 - especiallyheavy trucks).  My proposal involves replacing stop lights and/orstop signs with modern roundabouts because they are far moreefficient.

As documented in the transportation literature, modern roundaboutsmove cars through an intersection about 30% to 50% more efficientlythan a signal or stop sign during peak hours.  There are about250,000 stop lights in the USA (DOT 2006) and, based on population,I estimate about 10% of these are in California - or roughly 25,000stop light controlled intersections.  I have conducted research onCO2 reductions possible from stop lights being replaced with amodern roundabout.  The estimates for efficiency vary with localconditions (e.g., traffic volume, number of intersecting streets). As a general rule, the annual reductions in CO2 range from about300 tons/year to over 3,300 tons/year.

What type of GHG emission reductions are available for California? Assuming CO2 reductions at the low end - perhaps 500 tons/year,and roughly 1/2 of California stoplights amenable for conversion toa modern roundabout, then a conversion measure could yield apermanent reduction of about 6 million tonnes CO2.

There are other benefits from signal conversion that could accrueas well, because roundabouts reduce injury accidents by about 60%,they work when the power fails, and they can be used for communitybeautification with landscaping and sculptures (e.g. Bend, Oregon). There would also be tremendous time saving for delivery vehiclesand other travelers at peak hour.  For instance, the averagepeak-hour delay at a roundabout is seven seconds, vs a minute ormore at a stop light.  Do the math on idle emissions!

I have a attached a zip file with several example documents foryour use.  Please consider adding improved urban transportationefficiency to the PSP as a fourth prong.  This is a simple, cheap,and proven way to reduce GHG emissions from the transportationsector.

respectfully,

David Morrow AICP

ps: France is building about 1,000 roundabouts annually primarilyto increase safety.  We are a bit behind but can catch up.


Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:11:42No Duplicates.



Comment 300 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GayleLast Name: McLaughlinEmail Address: mayor@officeofthemayor.netAffiliation: Mayor, City of RichmondSubject: Increase reduction levels of GHG in AB Scoping PlanComment:Please see uploaded file reguesting CARB increase the reductionlevels from 5 to 11-14 MMT of GHG in the Scoping Plan.

Thank You,

Gayle McLaughlin
Mayor, City a Richmond
Member of East Bay Green Corridor Partnership

Jim Rogers
Richmond City CouncilmemberAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:15:13No Duplicates.



Comment 301 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EileenLast Name: ReynoldsEmail Address: ereynolds@tejonranch.comAffiliation: Tejon Ranch, V.P., Government AffairsSubject: Please Do Not Increase Transportation Targets Beyond 5 MMTComment:Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the Board,

On behalf of Tejon Ranch, I am writing to urge you NOT to increasethe greenhouse gas reduction target from regionaltransportation-related emmissions beyond the currently proposed 5million metric tons (MMT) in the AB 32 Scoping Plan. As adiversified real estate and agribusiness company that hasdemonstrated its commitment to the environment through its landmarkConservation and Land Use Agreement, we believe it is inappropriatefor the Board to arbitrarily double the target without allowing thenew Senate Bill 375 process to begin and prove successful.  

We believe CARB action to double the target now would underminethe carefully negotiated outcome produced by the Legislature in SB375. Since it sets out the process to determine the actual regionaltransportation-related GHG targets, it must be allowed to work andshould not be preempted by the Board at this early stage. 

We all have a vested interest in the success of the carefullycrafted SB 375 and AB 32, but we must be cognizant of the fragilestate of our economy and the need to base decisions on soundscience. At this time, we strongly urge you NOT to increase theregional transportation-related targets beyond the current proposalof 5 MMT.  


Thank you for your consideration of our position.

Sincerely,

Eileen Reynolds
Vice President, Government Affairs
Tejon Ranch Company



Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:17:02No Duplicates.



Comment 302 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: LyonEmail Address: rlyon@cbia.orgAffiliation: CA Building Industry AssociationSubject: Supplemental comments on Scoping PlanComment:Thank youAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1288-cbia_final_carb_comments_attachment_b.zip'Original File Name: cbia final CARB comments Attachment B.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 15:41:20No Duplicates.



Comment 303 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: City of Los AngelesSubject: Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please see attached comments from City of Los Angeles staff on theOctober 2008 Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1293-final_cmt_ltr_on_10-08_scoping_plan_to_arb.pdf'Original File Name: Final cmt ltr on 10-08 Scoping Plan to ARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:28:09No Duplicates.



Comment 304 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RustyLast Name: SelixEmail Address: rselix@calcog.orgAffiliation: CALCOGSubject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:On behalf of the California Association of Councils of Governments(CALCOG), we are submitting a letter expressing concerns on twomatters in the Scoping Plan to be considered on December 11, 2008.Those concerns are included in the attached letter.



Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1295-121108_comments_to_arb_on_ab_32_scoping_plan_final1.doc'Original File Name: 121108 Comments to ARB on AB 32 Scoping Plan_final1.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-05 16:38:53No Duplicates.



Comment 305 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolLast Name: MisseldineEmail Address: cmisseldine@comcast.netAffiliation: Green Cities CaliforniaSubject: Supplemental comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find additional comments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. 

Thank you,

Carol Misseldine, Coordinator
Green Cities CaliforniaAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 16:49:50No Duplicates.



Comment 306 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonaldLast Name: SteinEmail Address: rstein@PTSstaffing.comAffiliation: Principal Technical Services, Inc.Subject: Concerns about the cost of AB32Comment:Over the last several decades California’s heavy taxes andextensive bureaucratic regulatory requirements on businesses hasestablished a poor track record of attracting new business into thestate and has conversely been successful at driving businesses outof California to more business friendly States.  Putting more costonto businesses, and ultimately onto the tax paying citizens of CAwould perpetuate reasons to leave California and thus furtherreduce a source for the taxes needed to support regulations thatare more excessive than the other 49 States.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 06:07:43No Duplicates.



Comment 307 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MeredithLast Name: NilesEmail Address: meredith@icta.orgAffiliation: Cool Foods Campaign-Ctr for Food SafetySubject: Cool Foods Campaign- Center for Food Safety commentsComment:Please find attached the comments of the Cool Foods Campaign andthe Center for Food Safety. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 16:58:34No Duplicates.



Comment 308 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: John A.Last Name: Paoluccio PEEmail Address: johnpaoluccio@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.Comment:John Paoluccio Consulting Engineers, Inc.
P.O. Box 1316, 5038 Salida Blvd., Salida, CA 95368
Ph: 209-545-1661   Fax: 209-545-3533   Email:johnpaoluccio@sbcglobal.net
California Registrations: Mechanical Engineer ME15046    FireProtection Engineer FP248    Agricultural Engineer AG309


December 6, 2008


Clerk of the Board
Air Resources Board
1001 I Street, 23rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814


Subject:   AB 32 Scoping Plan    
                Comments to reduce greenhouse gas emissions inCalifornia


Comments for review and For The Record and Ideas Submitted: 
Please forward copies to the above to appropriate departments. Ifrequested, I can forward copies to any other party of interest.


In order to make a major impact on reducing greenhouse gasemissions in California due to fossil fuel use, it is alsonecessary to look at Global solutions in addition to all the localsolutions.

The following is a compilation of specific areas where significantpollution reductions can result in less carbon dioxide, methane andother GHG’s including PM10 and PM 2.5 from entering ourenvironment. 

These pollution reductions items include the following:

1.	Wood Burning – Including Open Burning of Orchard Prunings.

2.	TABLE “A” - COMPARISON of CONTAMINATES & PROBLEMS caused by:           OPEN  BURNING OF DRY WOOD  Versus  DECOMPOSITION. 

3.	Diesel Irrigation Pumps – Avoid electric motors. 

4.	PM10 & PM2.5 – Encourage non-till agricultural practices.

5.	Forest Land – Capture biomass for useful purposes. 


6.	Energy – Encourage renewable energy in lieu of fossil fueluse.

7.	BioCoal Fuel – A brief write up on one potential new usefulcarbon neutral fuel solution to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.


1.  Wood Burning of Orchard Prunings & Biomass Use 

It is recommended that rules on open wood burning be relaxed. Theburning of orchard pruning’s results in considerably less pollutingthat any other option available today. 

Biomass holds the promise of reducing fossil fuel use and cansubstantially help our energy production and dependency on foreignoil. If all open wood burning were stopped, our air quality wouldget worse not better.

Burning dry wood is natural and good for our environment and is animportant part of the cycle of life on earth. Biomass takes incarbon dioxide during growth and gives it up during decomposition. However, when wet wood is burned incomplete combustion occurs withthe release of substantial amounts of harmful GHG’s. The burning ofwet wood should be discouraged. 

If wood is allowed to decay by natural means, includingdecomposition by ants, termites, microbes, fungus, etc. Then,carbon dioxide and methane gas is generated and released along withother GHG’s. Methane is one of the major primary airbornecontaminant generated on earth. 

By burning the wood we simply release the stored solar energy andproduce mainly water vapor and carbon dioxide. Better yet, wastewood can be collected, milled into pellets and used as a fuel inelectrical power production.  

If this renewable wood resource were burned in a biomass plantunder ideal conditions, only a very small amount of pollutantswould be emitted. We would derive substantial energy and reduce ourdependence of fossil fuels. A win win situation that should beencouraged. 

New technologies, inventions and processes that utilize renewablebiomass offer many opportunities that can lead to a substantialreduction in fossil fuel use. These include bio-diesel, ethanol,and many others. Note: We are also involved in this effort. As anenvironmental engineer and inventor of environmental products wehave been involved with energy systems, air pollution andconverting biomass to practical use for over 40 years. BIOCOAL Fuelis our latest patent pending invention and it holds promise ofconverting wood into a clean burning fuel. See www.biocoal.net formore information.

Technology and economics do not currently allow for many otherpractical options for the farmer other than to burn the prunings.Wood chipping and transporting the chips to a pellet mill orbiomass plant would be ideal and may soon be practical as soon asefficient biomass conversion to fuel becomes more acceptable. Inthe meantime, while it is not practical or economic to justify thismethod of energy conversion, it still is best to burn the woodprunings.

Farmers cannot allow prunings to build up year after year,allowing them to become a fire hazard and habitat for rats, groundsquirrels and other vermin in addition to the decomposition gasesproduced. The practice of wood chipping has had mixed reviews. Somechips add to foreign matter in harvested almonds. To speed breakingdown the chips they can be disked into the soil but that iscontrary to the non-till practices that helps reduce fuel use andkeeps PM10 and PM2.5 dust levels down. It becomes clear that thereare no simple solutions to our many environmental problems butfrequently, unnecessary regulations can result in more harm thangood.   

When dry wood is burned, as in the open burning of prunings,instant smoke and water vapor is visible along with carbon dioxide,carbon monoxide, methane and other GHG’s plus ash being emitted.(Note: Dry pruning’s may contain over 22% moisture.). When wood isleft to decompose it may take years to break down but over 10 timesas much methane may be generated.  If one looks at the big pictureit becomes clear that burning dry wood is a much more earthfriendly choice.

The breakdown of wood products in forests, swamps, wetlands,farms, soil and landfills are some of the main producers of methanegas in our atmosphere. The pollution from farm burning, of hard tohandle orchard prunings, is insignificant in comparison. 

These no burn laws can result in considerable economic loss to thestate, hurt farmers and taxpayers, and the resulting air pollutionproblem will become worse not better. It is in the best interest ofthe state that these anti wood burning laws and regulations bedelayed, modified or rescinded until practical methods oftransferring ag waste prunings to biomass facilities for efficientburning is worked out. In the meantime continued ag burning is farless polluting than not.

Throughout the United States attempts are being made to collectmethane gas from landfills, sludge, animal waste, and other biomasssources and convert it into useful energy instead of allowing it toenter the atmosphere.. 

Let’s relax open wood burning rules and allow farmers to continuewith common sense management practices. This benefits us all withless regulation and less pollution.


2.      TABLE “A”   COMPARISON of CONTAMINATES & PROBLEMS causedby:         OPEN  BURNING OF DRY WOOD  Versus  DECOMPOSITION 
ITEM                              OPEN BURNING    DECOMPOSITION      COMMENTS
Visible Smoke                    	     More*                    Less          	          Minor Problem 
Water          	                           More   	             Less		     
Carbon Dioxide                 	     More                     Less
Carbon Monoxide     	     Less                      More*
Methane                   	     Less                      More*
Other gasses/ VOC’s 	     Less                      Much More*
Ash                          		    More                      Less
Soil Nutrients             	    Less                       MuchMore            
PM-10                       	    Less                       MuchMore*             Major Problem   
PM-2.5                    		    Less                       MuchMore*             Major Problem
Rodent Habitat /Fleas            Less                       MuchMore*             Major Problem
Fossil Fuel Use      		   Less                      Much More*             Worst Problem
Added Carbon Dioxide  	   Less                      Much More *            Problem
Expenses                		   Less                      Much More*              Problem
Time/Manpower       	   Less                      More*                        Problem
Consumer Cost                     Less                      More*                        Problem
Adverse Health Effects     	  Less                       More*                        Problem
Energy Policy                     Good                     NotGood*                  Problem
Based on the above chart it would be much wiser to select openburning of dry orchard prunings where mostly water and CO2 areproduced, plus ash & some other gasses.  When prunings are stored,chipped, and then disked into the soil much more air pollution andother problems occur. Long range storage increases rat, mice,rodent and flea infestations that migrate to populated areas.Considerable PM 10 & PM 2.5 are generated due to chipping anddiscing chips into and disturbing the soil. Decomposition leads tothe release of many greenhouse gasses. Plus 100% of the pollutionfrom the fossil fuels used is added to our environment. All thecollected suns energy is lost that could have been put to good useand a waste of a valuable biomass resource.

3.  DUST - PM2.5 and PM10: 
Significant increases in fine dust particles enter the air whenfarm practices are changed from non-till operations to discing inwood chips. The fine dust increase may easily be 10 fold or more.Many farmers have changed to non-till operations and the resultshave proven to be very beneficial to reducing dust generation. Dustmites and other pest problems are reduced with non-till operations.

CROPS: In general, it is beneficial to keep orchards and other agproperties clean of waste biomass and minimize unnecessaryequipment use. Excess fuel consumption and putting dust into theair is not helpful to plant tissue.   

Regulations should be modified to allow for best managementpractices to prevail.


4.   Forest Measures:

The environment would be better served if dead forest timber anddebris were harvested for commercial use. If left to stand andultimately decompose or catch on fire, it produces significantquantities of carbon monoxide, methane and other GHG’s. 

By harvesting dead timber and clearing built up debris, new growthwill be encouraged. It is new growth that extracts more carbondioxide from the air. That does a tremendous amount of short termgood in reducing air pollution. And a new healthy forest isgenerated. 

New potential breakthrough:  One major problem with all forms ofcarbon sequestering is that when wood decomposes the capturedcarbon is released back into the air environment and the storedsuns energy is lost. What is needed is a method to interrupt theCarbon Cycle to prevent the wood from decomposing for the longterm. We have developed a patent pending new processing method toaccomplish this with a carbon offset product called BioCoal Fuel.Tests have shown the new bio-fuel is hydrophobic, is resistant todecomposition by insects, ants, termites and microbes. Thisbreakthrough and other new processes that utilize renewable energybiomass offer the best opportunity to solve our air pollutionproblems as we turn away from fossil fuels. More information isavailable at www.biocoal.net. It will no doubt take many new energysolutions and it would be very helpful if the ARB would devise aProduct and Process Evaluation Form that lists the pros and consfor any and all new methods to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. This may include energy input to produce one pound of bio-fuel,heat output available per pound of bio-fuel, gasses generated, ashgenerated, soil, liquid or gas form, etc.



5.   STATIONARY DIESEL ENGINE CONTROL MEASURES
(The conversion of irrigation diesel pumps to electric motors.)

The ARB regulations are intended to reduce diesel exhaustemissions from the estimated 8,600 stationary engines operating Agirrigation pumps. The regulations require that old diesel enginesto be replaced with more efficient diesel engines or electricmotors. Farmers would most likely install electric motors in lieuof the more complex and expensive new type diesel engines.  Thechangeover should be voluntary.

When a large percentage of the 8,600 engines are converted toelectric motors, the electric power grid will have to accommodatethe additional peak load of all the engines converted. Power plantinefficiencies and transmission losses are several times the endload and that would result in more pollution generated at the powerplant. 

Throughout the world, most nations use coal as the primary fuelfor producing electricity. Coal is the cheapest and the dirtiest ofthe fossil fuels. California has in recent years shifted more tonatural gas for electric power production.  Natural gas isexpensive and the cleanest burning of the fossil fuels but islimited in supply and the general population depends on it for homeheating. 

Imported electric power from other states must meet new strictpollution standards that many coal plants have difficulty meeting.California has been known to be a leader in environmental mattersand technical advances.  However, other states and nations thatdepend on coal use do not have the option for natural gas use. Inorder to make a major impact against Global Warming we must reducemainly coal and other fossil fuel use. As natural gas becomesscarcer California will need to rely on more coal use. Californiashould encourage coal fired plants to utilize co-firing withbiomass to reduce the net carbon dioxide emissions to less thannatural gas fired power plants.
 
It is also recommended that a cost analysis and comparison of thepollution generated from leaving the diesel engines “as is” versus,changing them over to electric motors be conducted, prior to makingany changes. The change option should be left to the farmer or pumpuser.

Most of the diesel pumps are used for occasional pumping andoperate a small number of hours per year. Unlike electric power,the diesel powered engine does not have the tremendous transportlosses of energy. It is its own power plant. From an energy andpollution standpoint, the diesel engine should generate lesspollution than converting the pump to electric power. The use ofindependent diesel engines is a smart design and puts no strain onour electric grid system. 

Results that may occur if diesel engines are converted to electricmotors:

•	Converting to electric use may end up with more fossil fuelbeing used. 
•	Fossil fuel energy is consumed to manufacture the new electricmotors.
•	Conversion adds significant peak loads to the electric powergrid. 
•	New electric power plants will need to be constructed.
•	Additional power will need to be purchased from out of state.
•	Peak summer loads would be detrimental to the electric powergrid.
•	Consider the high cost of replacing pump engines with motors.
•	More fossil fuel use results in more carbon dioxide and otherpollution.
•	The cost for implementing this regulation may run in thebillions of dollars.
•	Add all the additional paperwork, frustration and manpower.
•	Farm product costs will increase and taxpayers will pay more. 
•	Californian farmers will be less competitive, imports increaseand jobs lost.

We should be trying to discourage peak electric power use andencourage conservation and more renewable energy use.  The periodicoperation of diesel driven pumps keeps the power needs “off” of theelectric grid. 

We should also encourage farmers to consider using renewablebio-diesel fuel to reduce net air pollution and improve existingengine efficiency.  


6.   Energy – Encourage renewable energy in lieu of fossil fueluse.

Energy exists in many forms. Most of the energy we use is derivedfrom the sun. This includes fossil fuels, biomass, wind energy andhydroelectric power.  Carbon is the building block of life and isin all fossil fuels, wood, and all plant and animal life. Fossilfuels may contain 70 to 95% carbon and wood, trees and plants mayhave approximately 50% carbon.

The Carbon Cycle on earth, in a simplistic example as follows:plants take in carbon dioxide during growth in sunlight. The carbonfrom the carbon dioxide gas is changed into a concentrated solidform that includes sugars and other plant tissue. The plant is inessence a solar battery that harnesses the suns stored energy. 

When plants die, decompose or when burned, the captured carboncompounds are released back into the ambient air and the sunsenergy is released.

This cycle has been repeating itself for millions of years.  Usingbiomass for fuel offers the most opportunity for the near termsolution to reducing Global Warming. 


7.   BIOCOAL Fuel - A Potential Global Solution to Global Warming& Climate Change.

Developing useful energy from renewable biomass is gaining globalattention. Many scientists believe that biomass holds the key tosolving our global energy and pollution problems. We agree and havebeen involved in this effort. 

As one of many firms involved with developing new and improvedenergy systems we wish to share our information as an example of apromising new biomass processing method in helping solve our globalenergy and pollution problems. 

The new fuel is an enhanced form of biomass in the form oftorrefied wood pellets. A high temperature “immersion conduction”processing system removes the water and VOC’s from the wood andtreats the wood in an oxygen free environment. The wood pelletsundergo an endothermic reaction where the molecular structure andchemistry is altered to a plastic like state so it burns clean. This new fuel is considered a near term solution and could bebrought on line in months to immediately provide renewable energyand reduce pollution. It may be a global solution to the world’senergy and pollution problems.

Over 8 billion tons of coal equivalent fossil fuel is used eachyear. The market for this new fuel includes co-firing with coal andreplacing coal in the long term for clean electric powergeneration. It has immediate application as a long life storableproduct for “Carbon Offsets”. This fuel allows existing coal firedplants to co-fire and lower greenhouse gas emissions. It alsobecomes an ideal feedstock for gasification systems.  
No changes to existing coal fired plants are required. The newfuel is friable and can be co-fired at 15% in the near term and100% in the long term. In a preferred form of the invention theproduct is in the form of Enhanced Torrefied Wood Pellets. 
All fossil fuels, like biomass, contain carbon and hydrogen atomsin long chains. The fossil fuels have high carbon content withlittle moisture. Wood materials contain high levels of moisture andvolatile organic compounds that result in incomplete combustionwhen burned. That is one of the reasons wood in not generallyaccepted as a practical fuel for energy production. Through a new“Conduction” processing method this technology can quickly turnbiomass into clean burning BIOCOAL Fuel. This renewable energy fuelis essentially moisture free with very little VOC’s. The heatcontent is over 10,000 Btu per pound. The products of combustionare mainly water and (neutral) carbon dioxide. The new processproduces finished product quickly, efficiently, economically, andwith little energy use. No outside power is needed for large selfcontained facilities.
The energy from the sun holds the best promise of solving ourglobal energy and pollution problems. Biomass is the most plentifulsource of renewable concentrated carbon but until now, all attemptsto utilize this free source of the suns energy has met withtechnical difficulty and costly extraction solutions. Bio-dieseland ethanol are examples of the liquid forms of bio-fuels thatrequire complex processing and high energy use to turn the biomassinto usable forms of energy. Virtually all other biomass forms ofenergy have run into similar technical difficulties and that is whythey are not used extensively. What has been needed is abreakthrough in converting wood into a practical and clean fuel.
BIOCOAL Fuel is one such breakthrough. It uses biomass feedstocksuch as pruning’s, ag waste, landfill wood waste, forest debris,lumber waste, grasses, energy crops such as Switch grass, and manyother biomass sources that would otherwise be left to decay, breakdown, decompose or be burned. When this occurs we lose all thebenefits of the suns energy plus we allow the re-entry of all themethane, carbon dioxide and other GHG’s per the CARBON CYCLE ofNature. This new fuel product will not break down like wood andother plant material. It makes an ideal Carbon Offset because itresists all forms of natural decomposition. Plus it is a cleanburning renewable energy fuel. 
Global Warming and Climate Change caused by the burning of“non-renewable” fossil fuels and increases in the atmosphericconcentration of Carbon Dioxide are considered the greatest threatto our environment today. Coal is considered the most pollutingfuel as it contains many heavy metals, including sulfur, lead,mercury, and radioactive substances. Many countries use very poorgrades of coal that contain considerably more toxic substances thanthe cleaner coal that is becoming scarcer. It may come as nosurprise to learn that many of the health problems suffered todaymay be caused by the pollution from coal fired power plants. It isestimated that California receives over 25% of its air pollutionfrom outside countries such as China and India. It may not be longwhen most of the most harmful pollution originates from outside theUSA. It is to the benefit to all for California to lead the way inshowing the world that the use of renewable energy should be amajor priority. We must address the reduction of global coal use ifwe ever hope to solve our Global Warming and Climate Changeproblems.
With all the conservation efforts, new liquid bio-fuels beingused, and improvements in transportation, the air pollution problemwill still get worse until we find a new fuel for producing cleanelectric energy. The area of greatest need is the development of anew fuel to replace “COAL”. BIOCOAL Fuel is a renewable energysolid fuel that is designed to replace coal. It can also reduce oiland natural gas use. BIOCOAL Fuel is the most practical utilizationof the stored suns energy in biomass. Not only does it burn cleanbut it utilizes all the waste biomass that if left to decompose,would re-introduce all the methane, carbon dioxide and other carboncompounds back into the environment plus wasting the stored sun’senergy. 
In addition to putting to use all the available waste biomass,changes will be required in land use issues related to the growingof energy crops such as Switch grass. New farming practices willput low quality land to use in growing energy crops, harvesting,milling and processing plants will also be needed. New industrieswould be formed and millions of new jobs would be created. 
We believe that biomass related solutions, and in particular, thisnew technology has the long term potential of removing billions oftons of carbon dioxide every year from our global environment.Virtually all coal could stay in the ground and we would use oilfor new products of the future. 
The BIOCOAL Fuel website can be viewed at www.biocoal.net.

Sincerely


John A. Paoluccio PE
Engineer, Inventor and Farmer

Work: John Paoluccio Consulting Engineers, Inc.  – Mechanical /Environmental 

Work: Inventive Resources, Inc.  -  Environmental Products /BIOCOAL Fuel

P.O. Box 1316, 5038 Salida Blvd., Salida, CA 95368
Ph: 209-545-1661   Fax: 209-545-3533   
Email: johnpaoluccio@sbcglobal.net    info@biocoal.net
www.JPCE.com & www.biocoal.net

Home:  Modesto, CA 95356.  Farm – Operates a small almondorchard.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 17:34:52No Duplicates.



Comment 309 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MollyLast Name: BrownEmail Address: molly@mollyyoungbrown.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I understand that Siskiyou County has requested to be exempt fromall air quality regulations, including AB 32.  I do not know thebasis for this request, but I do know that the Board of Supervisorshas often tried to get around air quality requirements, or hasignored them altogether.  As a citizen of Siskiyou County, I urgeyou to reject this request and hold Siskiyou County fully subjectto all regulations.  Additionally, I request that you monitorSiskiyou County closely in this regard.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 17:12:40No Duplicates.



Comment 310 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DeanLast Name: PerniconeEmail Address: caldean@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: housing cap for emissionsComment:Targeting housing for emissions is just an environmentalists way ofstopping development. Unless you are willing to cap all EXISTINGHOMES as well.

This is blantantly unfair and while all industries could betargets of caps, the same holds true for all industries as well ashousing. You must CAP all existing as well as future developmentsequally or not at all. If this can't be done, then going after thebiggest contributers is the only solution like utilities andautos.

Thank YouAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-07 20:27:29No Duplicates.



Comment 311 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChandraLast Name: KroutEmail Address: ckrout@ci.irvine.ca.usAffiliation: City of Irvine Environmental ProgramsSubject: City of Irvine Comment Letter for Draft Scoping PlanComment:Dear Chair Nichols:

On behalf of the City of Irvine, thank you for the opportunity tocomment on the California Air Resources Board’s (ARB) ProposedScoping Plan (Scoping Plan). Please find attached the City'sCommment Letter in the form of a PDF. A hard copy was also mailedto your attention on Friday December 5th, 2008. Thank you again forthe opportunity to comment.  The City of Irvine looks forward toworking closely with the ARB in the future.  

Sincerely,

Douglas Williford, AICP
Community Development Director
City of Irvine
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1319-carb_letter.pdf'Original File Name: CARB Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 05:06:46No Duplicates.



Comment 312 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: SpoonhourEmail Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.usAffiliation: Western Riverside Council of GovernmentsSubject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:The Western Riverside Council of Governments (WRCOG) staff wishesto commend the California Air Resources Board for its hard work ondeveloping a statewide blue print to achieve the greenhouse gasemissions reductions mandated under AB 32.  

WRCOG staff is providing the attached comments to the ProposedScoping Plan.  Please note that these comments have not beenreviewed or endorsed by WRCOG’s Executive Committee.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1321-carb_scoping_plan_commernt_letter.pdf'Original File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Commernt Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 07:18:22No Duplicates.



Comment 313 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolynLast Name: ChaseEmail Address: cdchase@movesandiego.orgAffiliation: Move San Diego, Inc.Subject: Critical importance of transit performance standardsComment:
The Proposed Scoping Plan acknowledges (in the section RecommendedActions pages 47-50)
that:
"Enhanced public transit service combined with incentives for landuse development that provides a better market for public transitwill play an important role in helping to reach regional targets."
and
"Quality of life will be improved by increasing access to avariety of mobility options such as transit...."

Yet there is no strategic analysis of the performance requirementsfor "enhanced public transit service."

There seems to be an unexamined belief that simply providing morefunding for transit will lead to reductions invehicle-miles-traveled. However an examination of the facts - inSan Diego County - shows the opposite. Even after of billions ofdollars invested in Light Rail transit capital infrastructure, VMThas steadily increased. In fact, the existing RTP for the region,shows that even after all transit investments in the plan VMT willbe increasing by 38.8% (UCSD Environment and Sustainability 
Initiative (ESI) Dec. 2008).

The region is approving significant density increases that arecalled "Transit Oriented Density" but that lead to significanttraffic increases and a resulting backlash against density becausethe transit services are insufficient. 

What can we conclude from this? 
The transit projects need to change. Why?

Market research shows that unless transit trip times arecompetitive with driving times, drivers (especially in California)will not change to taking transit. The numbers of driver who willchange without competitive trip times is not significant enough toeither impact traffic or GHG emissions.

What works?
Applying global best planning practices here. It may indeed shocksome, but we do not currently apply global best transit planningpractices here in California - or the United States. There are manybarriers to this and they need to be understood or else advancingbillions into existing plans will actually setback our goals ofmitigating climate change. 


Please see the recent FTA Study: Advanced Network Planning 
for Bus Rapid Transit

http://www.nbrti.org/docs/pdf/BRT%20Network%20Planning%20Study%20-%20Final%20Report.pdf


The study's central finding is that the Quickway model which islittle understood or practiced within the United States, can offersignificant benefit to urban regions intent on creating moreeffective transit networks. More than being "the poor man's lightrail," Quickways--fully grade-separated bus guideways--cancost-effectively support a range of local, express, and branchingservices that together create significant public value, lead tomajor increases in ridership, and even lead to "phase shifts" inthe role that transit plays in a region. Quickways, rather thanbeing a "stepping stone" to light rail, are rather a fundamentalbuilding block in creating transit networks better matched tomodern city form. 

In every international case cited, the Quickway model waschosen--or backed into--as a response to the absolute need to meetambitious ridership or mode split targets which were developedexogenous to the transit planning process. For U.S. cities thatchoose to set similar targets, Quickway infrastructure and serviceplanning can become powerful tools to helping achieve these goals.

Such targets need to be set by the State in order for projects toqualify for funding or to be consistent with any SB375 SustainableCommunities Strategy planning. 





Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:04:43No Duplicates.



Comment 314 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TaraLast Name: SchultzEmail Address: tschultz@cityofalhambra.orgAffiliation: City of AlhambraSubject: Comments to Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find a letter from Alhambra Mayor Barbara Messinaregarding the City of Alhambra's concerns regarding the ProposedAB32 Scoping Plan.

If you should have any difficulty opening the file please contactme and I can try sending it in a different format.

Sincerely,
Tara Schultz
Deputy City ManagerAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1332-airresourcesbd_12-08a.pdf'Original File Name: AirResourcesBd_12-08a.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:05:52No Duplicates.



Comment 315 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Amy D.Last Name: KyleEmail Address: adkyle@berkeley.eduAffiliation: University of California Berkeley, SPHSubject: Public Health Implications of AB 32 Alternative Mitigation Policy ProposalsComment:Public Health Implications of AB 32 Alternative Mitigation PolicyProposals   

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the October draft ofthe Scoping Plan for the California Global Warming Solutions Act of2006.  It is critically important to reduce greenhouse emissionsand build a clean and sustainable energy system that can supportthe economy without destroying the global environment.  I deeplyappreciate the diligent efforts of the staff to address thesecomplex issues.
  
The plan represents a portfolio of policy proposals.  My focus ison assessment of their public health implications.  The Octoberrevision reflects greater recognition of the importance of engagingthe public and coordinating efforts with local governments,especially on issues related to the built environment, land use,and transportation and their implications.  These are importantimprovements.

What the Air Resources Board still needs to do is to discuss therelative merits of the available policy alternatives. 

 Alternatives under consideration would be expected to vary withregard to their public health impacts.  Consideration of thedifferences in public health impacts would inform the Board’sdeliberations.  Moreover, public health benefits also have economicbenefits that would be relevant to selection of cost effectivemeasures.

Some reasons that alternatives might differ in their public healthimpacts are:

•	Actions that reduce CO2 emissions but retain combustiontechnologies will generally have fewer public health benefits thanthose that eliminate combustion and resulting co-pollutants.  

•	Actions that reduce combustion or invest in clean andsustainable technologies or create other environmental benefits inproximity to populations, particularly vulnerable populations andcommunities, will have greater public health benefits than thosethat do not.

•	Actions that build clean and sustainable energy infrastructureand energy security for communities will have greater public healthbenefits than those that merely reduce emissions.

•	Actions that reduce greenhouse emissions by improvements to thebuilt environment can also address important environmentallymediated conditions such as diabetes and obesity so would havepublic health benefits beyond reductions in air pollution.

•	Actions that enhance the ability of the public to participateand contribute to solutions are more likely to reflect the publicinterest and so promote public health than those that do not.  

If the Board is going to adopt the policy strategies as presented,it might consider commissioning a comparative review of the publichealth and overall public benefits of policy alternatives to becompleted before regulations are adopted.  In addition, the Boardmay wish to consider directing the staff to set up means to trackthe implementation of policy measures to allow on-going, objectivedetermination of whether the strategies are achieving the policyaims of the statute.  

The State of California is critical to the development of a justand sustainable model for how to address climate change and lead aconversion to a new energy system.  As Governor Schwarzeneggerpoints out, California leads the world.  The best model Californiacould present would reduce emissions while promoting public health,democracy, and civic engagement; protect and enhance vulnerablecommunities; and build the clean and sustainable energy system thatwe need for the future.  

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  Details arein the attachment.

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 09:23:14No Duplicates.



Comment 316 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: KaneEmail Address: timkane@mbk.comAffiliation: Subject: SB 375 and AB 32Comment:As someone who lives in California and is concerned about GHGemmissions, I have a vested interest in the success of SB 375 andAB 32. I also have a vested interest in helping the state out ofits current and profound economic malaise. Imposingout-of-proportion burdens on new housing will neither help ourstruggling economy nor realistically achieve our AB 32 goals. 

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 09:54:33No Duplicates.



Comment 317 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RayLast Name: PingleEmail Address: Ray_Pingle@msn.comAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Economic Analysis SupplementComment:Dear CARB,

Overall, we generally support the process and conclusions of theEconomic Analysis Supplment to the Proposed Scoping Plan but belivethat it is missing one key piece of informaiton related to theenormous detrmental economic impacts of adaptation to and damage toreal estate assets and many sectors of our economy due tounmitigated climate change. 

As discussed in the attached document, the content of the Next 10Report (The new one just released in November, 2008 entitledCalifornia Climate Risk and Response by David Roland-Holst, et al.)estimates the range of the economic costs of adaptation and thecosts of economic damage to the State of California resulting fromunmitigated global warming.  We believe that much of the content ofthis report should be included in the Economic Analysis.  Whilesome may express concern about possible small detrimental effectsto mitigate global warming in narrow segments of the economy, theypale in comparison to the many orders of magnitude impact of notacting aggressively now as explained in this report.  We believethat the Economic Analysis Supplement is materially incomplete bynot including reference to this critically important information. 

This report is avaible at the Next 10 web site athttp://www.next10.org/research/research_ccrr.html.

Thank you for your kind consideration.

Sincerely,

Ray PingleAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 09:55:01No Duplicates.



Comment 318 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SidLast Name: AbmaEmail Address: Sidelusa@aol.comAffiliation: Sidel Systems USA Inc.Subject: Scoping Plan 2008Comment:Good day Ms. Nichols
Please see attached letter. I look forward to your reply.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1344-carb_letter.doc'Original File Name: CARB letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:02:31No Duplicates.



Comment 319 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Dan Last Name: LloydEmail Address: danrlloyd@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan RecommendationsComment:Dear CARB Members,

I am contacting you to express my concerns about the proposedregulations regarding GHG emmissions reduction recommendations thatyour Board is set to consider this Thursday.  From my review of therecommendations, they do not seem to based on any real science ordemonstrable evidence that the proposed standards are economicallysound or that the cost/benefit has been established.  

We all want to be prudent when it comes to implementing standardsto improve the performance of new buildings, however, we all mustbe looking at the economic burden we accept in conjunction withbenefit we all will derive.  In other words, the cost to achievethe benefit needs to be reasonable and balanced with the resultingreduction.  The question we must ask ourselves is whether theeconomic burden placed on new construction is the best use ofdollars for the reduction in GHG that we may realize.

I strongly suggest that you ask for a complete economic analysisof the costs to implement these regulations with respect to theanticipated reduction in GHG emmissions for new construction.

Sincerely,

Dan Lloyd Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 10:55:37No Duplicates.



Comment 320 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShaneeLast Name: StopnitzkyEmail Address: shanee.stopnitzky@sce.comAffiliation: Subject: ab32 in the interest of the publicComment:Global warming is the challenge of our generation. Meeting thischallenge requires fundamental changes in the way we grow ourcommunities. 
CARB should raise the land use target in the AB 32 Scoping Planfrom 5 million metric tons of C02 equivalent (MMT) to 11-14 MMT.
As shown by the analysis of Dr. Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C.Nelson, the 5 MMT target is based upon models that are widelyacknowledged to underestimate the benefits of dense, mixed-usedevelopment, while the higher target is achievable with policiesCalifornia is already considering.
Setting a higher target for the land use sector will signal to theworld that new land use patterns are a high priority in the fightagainst global warming. Conversely, a low target will send thesignal that business-as-usual development should continue, and thatland use reform is a low priority for California.
A higher target must be coupled with a commitment to providefinancial resources, technical assistance, and other support tohelp regions, local governments, and transportation agenciesachieve the target.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:22:32135 Duplicates.



Comment 321 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: RypinskiEmail Address: rrypinski@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping PlanComment:Please appreciate the urgency many of us feel about dealing withglobal warming.  Please approve a scoping plan that ties land-useto reduction of greenhouse gases.  
Richard RypinskiAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:32:16No Duplicates.



Comment 322 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: CaputoEmail Address: richardcaputo@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Land Use Reform is Vital to Deal with Climate ChangeComment:It is time to bring some intelligence to how we allow communitiesto be developed so that our current reliance on the automobile willchange over the next decades.  Do it!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:35:00No Duplicates.



Comment 323 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: SullivanEmail Address: bubbacooti@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Support AB 32Comment:This needs to be supported to protect our future. It's time to takea longer look and forego immediate profits, time to resist thoseshort-sighted money makers only interested in themselves and theirshallow trophies.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:36:35No Duplicates.



Comment 324 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CynthiaLast Name: McCallEmail Address: cindymccall@hotmail.comAffiliation: Santa Barbara County ReleafSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Thank you for your time and consideration of my comments.

The time has past for business as ususal in our plans to reduceGreenshouse Gas Emissions in California. Planning for the 20thCentury is not going to provide for children, parents and businessfor the 21st Century. 

Alternative transportation is the only way to keep up the pace ofgrowth and population in California. An omission of creativeforward thinking for addressing this serious health issue isirresponsible to our public.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 11:52:08No Duplicates.



Comment 325 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jeff Last Name: KnappEmail Address: erisa@reninet.comAffiliation: Subject: global warming threatComment:I urge you to take all the steps possible to reduce emissions ofgreenhouse gasses. Our current economic crisis is dwarfed by thehealth, safety and huge, global economic impacts of increasedglobal warming. 

Jeff Knapp, Arcata CA Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:25:32No Duplicates.



Comment 326 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LorenLast Name: AmelangEmail Address: loren@pacific.netAffiliation: Subject: Higher target for the land use sector - Please!Comment:Before I became a prisoner of my car in this beautiful but ruralarea, I lived within walking distance of a BART station. I couldliterally walk out my front door and go anywhere in the worldwithout needing to drive at all. Sometimes entire months would goby with only walking, skating, or bicycle trips, not starting thecar at all. 

Now, every little errand requires a motor vehicle and at least asmuch time as it would have taken in the city, but that time isspent sitting behind the wheel instead of getting fresh air andexercise. Ironic, when I live in such a visually beautiful area. 

My point to you is that even environmentally aware citizens likemyself need assistance and encouragement when evaluating land usechoices. Breaking the idea that driving everywhere is "normal" willrequire public sector incentives at all levels, but reforming landuse policies may be the most fruitful.

Thank you,

LorenAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:25:46No Duplicates.



Comment 327 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: HartwellEmail Address: chaparral95640@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Every member of the CARB must approve the AB 32 scoping plan. Don't listen to the arguments of developers and local governmentswho would prefer AB 32 dies a fast death.  The developers areinterested only in money; motivated by greed.  Local governmentopponents are often beholden to developers.  Consider foremost thelong term impacts of greenhouse gas emissions produced inCalifornia.  Support the AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce GreenhouseGas Emissions in California.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 12:40:51No Duplicates.



Comment 328 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EricLast Name: JungEmail Address: eric@bearvalleyrealestate.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32Comment:I support tighter regulations to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.Regardless of whether man is causing or contributing to globalwarming, there are plenty of other good reasons to reduceemissions, not least of which is the fact that California now ratesonly 24th in quality of life in the U.S., in great part due to badair quality. We can do better. And California in the past has beena world leader in scientific and environmental response. We'reslipping. Please help.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:09:43No Duplicates.



Comment 329 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GeraldLast Name: CauthenEmail Address: cautn1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:CARB will be playing a vital role in ensuring California's 
environmental and economic future viability.  People are thereforecounting on your agency to do its job with vigor,  determinationand backbone.

First a word about SB 375.  SB 375 was unfortunately seriouslywatered down, such that it grandfathers in virtually everytransportation capital improvement project in sight, even thosestill in the early planning stages.  For instance MTC's entire BayArea transportation program covering the next 25 years wasunaccountably exempted from the terms of SB 375.  That leaves thoseof us concerned with improving California's transportation systemswith AB 32 and CARB's AB 32 enforcement policies as our only hope. In fact it appears that the only hope of meeting the Governor's GHGreduction tarket lies in CARB and the way it implements AB 32. 

It is of great importance therefore that you adopt and enforce atough and consistent standard in the following three areas: 

First, strict new land use controls must result in new residentialand commercial development being clustered around transitnodes....pushback notwithstanding.

Second, the era of highway expansion and huge public transitboondoggles, both of which are still ongoing in the Bay Area, mustend.  Highway funds should be used to maintain and improve existingroadways, but without increasing their auto-carrying capacities. Transit funds should be directed to practical projects designed torender the overall public transit system much more useful andattractive to many more people.

Third, the public subsidies now lavished upon California's roadwayusers must be reduced.  This could take the form of higher gastaxes, new roadway use fees, higher excise taxes, increased parkingfees, or some combination thereof.  A Japanese highway users istaxed over 20 times as much per mile as his American counterpart. Something's amiss, and it's not in Japan.

Thanks for reading this far; CARB has an extremely important jobto do, and we wish you well. 

Geralc CauthenAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:29:53No Duplicates.



Comment 330 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TrixieLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: trixiej@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Land use reduction targets to reduce GHGComment:The final plan should have a much higher target for reductionsachieved by more compact urban growth, coupled with assistance tolocal governments for planning and possibly even infrastructurecosts associated with density (like increases in sewer capacity inareas going more dense than planned). Not only will this reduce GHG to a level closer to the necessary targets, but it also preservesmore agricultural and open space land. 

As a former San Jose Councilmember, I know that densification isdifficult, but doable. It might help them to address communityopposition if the added power of the state's GHG land use policiescan be cited as part of the reason to increase densities. Too manycities have not, or are not, meeting the need to provide housingfor a growing population, which also pushes growth into new areas.A tougher GHG policy will have the added benefit of encouragingcities to meet their housing goals. 

I know you are receiving opposition from some builders ofsingle-family housing. San Jose has shifted substantially from s-fto a much higher proportion of m-f and even high rise housing.There is no shortage of builders wanting to do the work -- and somes-f builders are moving into the mid-density range to meet demands.As the market changes, so do they!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:44:13No Duplicates.



Comment 331 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LoriLast Name: BallanceEmail Address: lballance@gdandb.comAffiliation: John Wayne AirportSubject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan (October 2008)Comment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1379-comment_ltr_on_ab_32_proposed_scoping_plan__12-8-08_.pdf'Original File Name: Comment Ltr on AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan (12-8-08).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 13:53:21No Duplicates.



Comment 332 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: BalgenorthEmail Address: bob@sbctc.orgAffiliation: State Building & Constr. Trades Cncl.Subject: Comment on the AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached file containing our comments on the 
AB 32 Proposed Scoping Plan.

Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 14:14:12No Duplicates.



Comment 333 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CaraLast Name: MartinsonEmail Address: cmartinson@counties.orgAffiliation: Subject: CSAC Comment Ltr on ARB Scoping Plan Oct. 2008Comment:Attached is the CSAC comment letter on the proposed scoping plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1386-csac_20draft_20scoping_20plan_20comments_20_11-18_all_20edits_final_12-7.pdf'Original File Name: CSAC%20Draft%20Scoping%20Plan%20Comments%20_11-18_ALL%20EDITS_FINAL_12-7.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:32:46No Duplicates.



Comment 334 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: HarryLast Name: CrowellEmail Address: harryc@inscodico.comAffiliation: homebuilderSubject: AB 32Comment:Please do not add this unnessary and ill conceived law. Homes arebuilt to the latest standards and efficiency. Costs are already toohigh for most people to buy a new or used home. Please do not addnore unnessary and ill conceived additional costs for the consumer.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:37:14No Duplicates.



Comment 335 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RussellLast Name: EricksonEmail Address: russpat@comcast.netAffiliation: retired physician, grandparentSubject: Global warming and need to lower CO2, methane. etc.Comment:When deciding on new emission levels, for the sake of futuregenerations, there is no greater good than dropping mankind'spollution of the earth with CO2, methane, and numerous chemicals.Though many refuse to confront it, we could be building to theultimate destruction of civilization as we know and wish tomaintain it.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:41:32No Duplicates.



Comment 336 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: susanLast Name: scottEmail Address: syscott@prodigy.netAffiliation: Environmental Forum of Marin Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment:I coordinate the Land Use Day class for the Environmental Forum ofMarin and write to urge you to vote for the highest possible targetfor development when you vote on the AB 32 Scoping Plan.  Land useis the key to cutting environmental degradation and carbonemissions, and higher-density, transit-based projects make for abetter quality of life for everyone.  California needs to reversedevelopment as usual and serve as the leader for land use policy. It's up to you to resist the negative pressure of the developmentindustry and persuade them that building sustainable communities isthe future for which we should all be striving.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 14:52:25No Duplicates.



Comment 337 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolynLast Name: ChaseEmail Address: cdchase@movesandiego.orgAffiliation: Move San DiegoSubject: Attorney General Comments on Smart Growth in San Diego Comment:Attorney General Edmund G. Brown Jr submitted comments on theEnvironmental Impact Report for the Regional Transportation Planfor the San Diego region. In the comment letter dated November 29,2007, it stated,
"The RTP will significantly increase GHG emissions at the sametime that the state has mandated reducing those emissionssignificantly." and "...the Smart Growth Concept Map includes alarge number of areas (193) that are widely dispersed in suburbanand rural areas. Many of these areas are not near employmentcenters and not in areas that can be efficiently served by regionaltransit (See Independent Transit Planning Review ITPR).

and "predicted growth pattern ...seems to be focused ondevelopable land rather than access to transit or employment." 

The letter includes other examples of where the region disregardedthe insights and recommendations of the ITPR to improve transitplanning that would reduce VMT.

We submit these comments into the CARB process soas to bring tolight the importance of requiring existing RTPs and especiallytransit plans, to change in order to reduce VMTs and GHGs.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:17:06No Duplicates.



Comment 338 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: KropEmail Address: LKrop@EDCnet.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense CenterSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached comment letter.  Also, please be aware that theweb link published in the Notice is incorrect.
Thank you,
Linda Krop, Chief Counsel
Environmental Defense CenterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 15:34:30No Duplicates.



Comment 339 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EthanLast Name: TurnerEmail Address: eaturner@rocketmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Land UseComment:I live in a rural community that has been assaulted in the lastseveral years by commuter based development. We are about 40 milesfrom down town Sacramento in Amador County and the traditionalscheme of development which balances how far people are willing todrive v. how much people are willing to pay has driven a great dealof growth up here. 
Senate Bill 375 will have no affect on our planning and allenforcement on real estate development up here has to come from AB32. 
Currently a Bay Area Development firm owns nearly 20,000 acres ofland in two separate locations in our community. They have alreadybuilt one golf course community which is now riddled withforeclosures and plan to build another. They have not stated whatthey are going to do with the other 15,000 they own that bordersSacramento County, but I have a pretty good idea: subdivisions forcommuters who will drive 80 miles round trip every day. 
     PLEASE WHEN CONSIDERING YOUR REGULATIONS REGARDING LAND USE,THINK OF THE RURAL COMMUNITIES WHO NEED YOUR PROTECTION.  WIthoutmore stringent enforcement of Greenhouse gas emissions standards,as housing prices fall, and since gas prices have dropped, therewill be more and more urban sprawl, more driving, and more greenhouse gases. 
Thanks for your time and attention.
-EthanAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:02:43No Duplicates.



Comment 340 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MILPITAS CHAMBER OF Last Name: Frank J. De SmidtEmail Address: government@milpitaschamber.comAffiliation: Milpitas Chamber of CommerceSubject: COSTLY AB32 SCOPING PLANComment:Ms. Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95812


Dear Ms. Nichols:

Our organization, the Milpitas Chamber of Commerce supports abalanced, cost-effective plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions,but we are very concerned about the cost of the Board’s proposed AB32 scoping plan.

Currently, California is suffering an economic downturn with highmortgage foreclosures, rising business costs and thousands of lostjobs. In addition, the Legislature and the Governor arecontemplating additional tax measures that will raise fuel costsand further burden our economy.  Our industry simply cannot affordadditional costs for the companies that do business here and thefamilies that live here.  

We are not comforted by your staff’s rosy conclusion that the AB32 scoping plan – the most ambitious regulatory plan ever proposed-- won’t cost a penny to implement.  We have been briefed about theincreased energy and fuel costs that the proposed AB 32 scopingplan will impose. In particular we are concerned about the highertaxes and fees, higher electricity and natural gas costs, higherfuel costs, higher building and home costs, and higher vehiclecosts the AB 32 plan will impose. Make no mistake, these increasedcosts will make a very bad situation much worse for our industry.

We believe it is vitally important that the Board understand andacknowledge the true costs of the Scoping Plan. For this reason, weare requesting a more accurate assessment of the potential costs ofthe Scoping Plan to support the Board’s decision-making now andinto the future 

In addition, we urge your agency to use lower cost strategies topursue greenhouse gas emission reductions. Specifically, CARBshould place higher priority on evaluating the relative cost ofalternative approaches to achieving AB 32 emission reductiontargets. In particular, research should focus on quantifying howmore reliance on cap-and-trade and offset programs could reduce thecosts of implementing AB 32.

If you have any questions or need further information, please feelfree to contact us.


Sincerely,

Frank J. De Smidt
Chairman: Government Affairs Committee
Milpitas Chamber of Commerce
828 N. Hillview Dr.
Milpitas CA 95035
408-262-2613
408-262-2823 fax
government@milpitaschamber.comAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:06:46No Duplicates.



Comment 341 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShermanLast Name: LewisEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Hayward Area Planning AssociationSubject: Public Subsidies for Parking StructuresComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1404-12_8_08_haywardareaplanningassoc.pdf'Original File Name: 12_8_08_Haywardareaplanningassoc.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:07:35No Duplicates.



Comment 342 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RyanLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Form Letter- Strengthen the proposed scoping plan for AB 32 [scopingpln08]Comment:Please see attached zip file to view form letters received. 

California Air Resources Board
Attn: scopingpln08
1001 "I" Street, P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear California Air Resources Board members,

I commend the California Air Resources Board staff for
developing a strong proposed scoping plan for the Global Warming
Solutions Act (AB 32), but urge you to further strengthen the
plan to ensure that California's environment and economy are
protected for future generations. 

Specifically, I urge you to improve the following aspects of the
plan before it is adopted in December:

** While the draft plan calls for a better regional planning
approach and would give people more choices to get out of their
cars, the board should further increase the global warming
pollution reduction target for land use to allow California to
realize the full benefits of better transportation and land use
planning;

** Additional regulations for the industrial sector,
particularly for refineries, should be included as a critical
element of the plan to ensure basic health protections in our
communities;

** Policies to address the forest sector should be
scientifically proven to reduce global warming pollution and
should also address end-use consumption of wood products, as
decomposition of wood products is the fastest growing area of
emissions in this sector.

** In order to ensure actual pollution reductions through the
state, offsets, if they are allowed, must be severely limited to
a very minor portion of the emission reductions to be achieved
by each polluter. Polluters also must be held responsible and
pay for their emissions through an auction, and the funds
collected must be used to invest in clean energy solutions and
further pollution reductions.

The Global Warming Solutions Act is a continuing example of
California's leadership. I urge you to incorporate the above
improvements into the scoping plan before its final adoption on
December 11th to ensure that California will create a clean
energy economy, spurring innovation, investment, job creation
and economic growth.


Sincerely,

Ryan Thomas
22216 Victory Blvd #C209
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1406-strenthgen_the_psp__to_barcu_20081119.eml.zip'Original File Name: Strenthgen the PSP (to BARCU)20081119.eml.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:19:48785 Duplicates.



Comment 343 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: LucasEmail Address: bob.lucas@calobby.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached are CCEEB's comments re the Proposed Scoping PlanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1410-cceeb_comments_re_the_proposed_scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: CCEEB Comments re the Proposed Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 16:56:16No Duplicates.



Comment 344 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Robert Last Name: CerveroEmail Address: robertc@berkeley.eduAffiliation: University of California at BerkeleySubject: Role of land-use management in scoping planComment:Dear CARB officials:

I am writing to urge the strong consideration of land-use planningand management as an effective tool to reduce VMT per capita andthus contribute to California's climate stabilization targets.  Iwrite this based on many years of experience as a researcher at UCBerkeley studying these admittedly complex relationships.

I'll make two key points.  (1) Historically, relationships betweentravel behavior and land use have been distorted due tounderpricing and resource misallocations -- e.g., free parking,failure to price externalities, lack of congestion tolls.  InEurope and elsewhere where fuel and parking charges more closelyreflect true social costs, relationships between urban form and VMTare much stronger.  Thus combining strategies like Transit OrientedDevelopment (TOD) with something more akin to social-cost pricingwould reveal that land-use management can play a much moresignificant role in reducing CO2 emissions than historicallyassumed.  Any scoping plan needs to consider this.  (2) Ourunderstanding of the elasticities between variables like urbandensities and VMT per capita are based on the low end of the curve. As pressures like rising fuel prices (over the long term) promptdensities to increase, we will be at different places on the demandcurve.  These relationships are historically non-linear.  I believeat more intermediate levels of prices for fuel and automobileusage, we will find the influences of factors like urban densitieson transit usage and VMT reductions to be proportionally greater. Past empirical studies fail to reflect this.

I have attached a recent study I directed that examines theinfluences of density, accessibility, and other factors on VMT percapita based on experiences across 370 US urbanized areas in theearly 2000s.  The key point is that urban densities significantlydrive down VMT per capita however this benefit can be neutralizedwhenever road densities are high.  In short, synergistic benefitsaccrue when compact, mixed-use development is accompanied by moreinvestments in public transit than in roads.  Again, the synergiesfrom land-use management and "smart transportation" investments, Ibelieve, are potentially enormous, and this should be reflected inCARB's draft Scoping Plan. 

Respectfully submitted,
Robert Cervero, Professor
Department of City and Regional Planning
University of California, Berkeley Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 17:18:39No Duplicates.



Comment 345 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: linwiner@earthlink.netAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: Support Scoping Plan with Recommendations Comment:Attached find a letter with comments and logos from 16 statewideand regional health and medical organizations supporting the AB 32scoping plan, and asking for specific strengthening changes toboost public health benefits to both individuals and communitiesthroughout California.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 18:39:34No Duplicates.



Comment 346 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KenLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: ARB Counsel Jenne’s statement at the November 21, 2008 Board meetingComment:Please see the attached document.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1422-psp_comments2_kenjohnson.pdf'Original File Name: PSP_Comments2_KenJohnson.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 20:33:26No Duplicates.



Comment 347 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DebbieLast Name: WebsterEmail Address: eofficer@cvcwa.orgAffiliation: Central Valley Clean Water AssociationSubject: CVCWA Comments on ARB Scoping PlanComment:See Attached letterAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 21:36:46No Duplicates.



Comment 348 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LewisLast Name: WolfgangEmail Address: wolfgang@sweet-haven.comAffiliation: Subject: Honesty over HysteriaComment:I'm concerned that higher emission reduction targets for the landuse sector will place an undue burden on the citizens ofCalifornia.  Contrary to the current hysteria surrounding the issueof anthropomorphic global warming, I and many others are convincedthat warming, if it exists, is driven by natural factors.  Globaltemperatures peaked in 1998 and have actually declined in recentyears in the face of increasing CO2 levels.

Granted, many efforts taken to thwart perceived global warming arebeneficial to our environment on their own merits, but the
people of California will be better served by honesty, nothysteria.  I urge the Board to disapprove the plan to reducegreenhouse gas emissions.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 22:46:49No Duplicates.



Comment 349 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NellLast Name: LangfordEmail Address: drnell@thegrid.netAffiliation: Safe Beach NowSubject: Global warmingComment:We need to reduce the causes of global warming.  Why is Californiasupporting the off-highway vehicle industry?  The Off-HighwayVehicle Division of State Parks and Recreation is supported by ourgasoline tax on the theory that off-road vehicles don't use theroads...but they are hauled on roads.  Also the legislature foundthe amount the OHV gets is over estimated by 50%.  Who has the CO2stats on OHV?Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 23:30:11No Duplicates.



Comment 350 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ClareLast Name: BreidenichEmail Address: clare@wptf.orgAffiliation: Western Power Trading ForumSubject: Comments on Final Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find comments of the Western Power Trading Forum onthe Proposed Scoping Plan.

Thank you,
Clare BreidenichAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 03:14:40No Duplicates.



Comment 351 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LawrenceLast Name: LandmanEmail Address: lbl@interagan.comAffiliation: Subject: Trains deliver the goods.Comment:The attached submission, Trains Deliver the Goods, is published at35 Ecology L. Currents 139 (2008)and 
Available at: http://www.boalt.org/elq/index.php
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 04:18:21No Duplicates.



Comment 352 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MaryLast Name: VincentEmail Address: marybvincent@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Animal Agriculture Causes More Greenhouse Gases Than TransportationComment:The United Nations Climate Change Report from November 2006 statesthat Animal Agriculture causes more greenhouse gases thantransportation. The United Nations Url is below.
http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html

It is highly important that a significant reduction in animalagriculture be made to significantly reduce Green House Gases.

A transition to plant-based eating needs to take place which willalso result in less water being used in California as well hasreductions in heart disease, diabetes and childhood obesity.

I urge you to include the reduction of animal agriculture into theAB32 Plans and Goals.

Thank you.
Mary Vincent
Newark, CAAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 06:53:31No Duplicates.



Comment 353 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: LarsonEmail Address: glarson@geosoils.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Our state is sinking in the financial quicksand of well intended,but impossible to implement legislation.  Be careful! We may notsurvive our present problems, let alone those that are crafted byAB 32.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 08:06:25No Duplicates.



Comment 354 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarenLast Name: EggermanEmail Address: eggermank@yahoo.comAffiliation: California VoterSubject: AB32 Land Use TargetsComment:Dear CARB Members,

I appreciate your hard work in preparing the AB32 Scoping Plan.This is such an important plan for all current and futureCalifornians because it will shape our economy and society. It willinspire other entities around the nation and the world. 

I strongly urge you to demonstrate that Californians can maketough decisions to meet the challenge of global warming in the faceof difficult economic conditions. Take bold action. Set the stagefor us to grow our communities in a manner that is responsible tocurrent and future generations and our environment. Raise the landuse target in the AB32 Scoping Plan to 14 MMT of CO2 equivalent.

Setting this more agressive, yet achievable target says that landuse patterns are critical in reducing global warming. Committingfinancial resources, technical assistance, and support to local andregional governments and transportation  agencies assures meeting ahigher target and provides an economic stimulus. OurPresident-Elect considers an investment in infrastructure a meansof employing people and recharging our economy.

Inspire us to innovate. Raise the land use target now. 

Respectfully,

Karen Eggerman Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 08:58:58No Duplicates.



Comment 355 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: anneLast Name: ingallsEmail Address: aingalls55@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Please show courage and leadership and set high goals for reducingannual greenhouse gas emissions.  Begin this by changing thefundamentals of how our communities grow.  Take the leadership roleby setting a higher target for the land use sector.  This will showothers looking to California that land use patterns are a highpriority in battling global warming.  Bolster this with acommitment to provide financial resources, technical assistance tosupport all parts of government:  local, transportation andregional.  Please take the leadership role.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 09:27:29No Duplicates.



Comment 356 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DorothyLast Name: RoadmanEmail Address: droadman@ci.american-canyon.ca.usAffiliation: City of American Canyon Subject: Scoping Plan Comment:This is being sent by Dorothy Roadman, City of American Canyon CityClerk, for Mayor Leon Garcia - Mayor, City of American Canyon. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1446-ab_32_scoping_plan_letter_dec08-rev_sc__2_.pdf'Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Letter dec08-rev sc (2).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:05:38No Duplicates.



Comment 357 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: leslieLast Name: woodEmail Address: leyore@aol.comAffiliation: noneSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please set a high target for the land use sector as regardsgreenhouse gas reductions in your upcoming meeting. Also, pleaseconsider providing resources and technical assistance so that thesetargets can be achieved. As a technological and cultural leader,our state should be at the forefront of these reforms.
Sincerely,
Leslie Wood
St. Helena, CAAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:33:16No Duplicates.



Comment 358 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RandalLast Name: FriedmanEmail Address: Randal.Friedman@navy.milAffiliation: Subject: DoD SCOPING PLAN COMMENTSComment:Attached please find DoD's second comment letter on the AB 32Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1451-dod_scoping_plan_ltr_9dec08.pdf'Original File Name: DoD Scoping Plan ltr 9Dec08.PDF Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:42:57No Duplicates.



Comment 359 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Robert E.Last Name: Rutkowski Email Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: CARB Scoping Plan Final CommentsComment:Re: CARB Scoping Plan Final Comments

 

Dear Chair:

 

Thank you for you and your staff's hard work on the Climate ChangeScoping Plan. Your plan will shape the state's response to globalwarming over several decades.

 

As you meet Dec. 11-12 to consider whether to adopt the plan, Ihope you take the time to review three key areas: land use,auctions, and offsets.

 

Land Use: Please consider setting a higher target for land usepollution reduction, since the low target included in the currentversion will not help the state to achieve its longer-range 2050goal for reducing the pollution that causes global warming. Butchanging land-use practices now will reduce sprawl, preservepollution-absorbing open space, and provide a net economic benefitto our state.

 

Auctions: Please consider requiring auctions not giveaways for anyand all carbon allowances granted by CARB. Not only does auctioningpromote polluter accountability and encourage faster reductions ofemissions, but the auction system also would provide revenue forimportant goals that CARB shares with the environmental community,such as providing better transit, green jobs and help forlow-income areas.

 

Offsets: Please think about reducing the offsets allowed underthis plan. Under the current plan, polluters could rely entirely onoffsets in the early years of the program, thus allowing pollutersin capped sectors to delay making their own emission reductionsuntil later years, in some cases not until 2018.

 

Thank you for the strong leadership you have provided and continueto provide as California addresses the pollution that causes globalwarming.

 

Yours sincerely,
Robert E. Rutkowski 

 

cc:
House Leadership


2527 Faxon Court
Topeka, Kansas 66605-2086
P/F: 1 785 379-9671
E-mail: rutkowski@terraworld.net
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 10:55:28No Duplicates.



Comment 360 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RuthLast Name: McCormickEmail Address: rmccormick@bcse.orgAffiliation: Business Council for Sustainable EnergySubject: BCSE Comments on Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached comments from the Business Council forSustainable Energy (BCSE) regarding the California Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1456-bcse_ca_ab32_fnldec08.pdf'Original File Name: BCSE CA AB32 FNLDec08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:18:20No Duplicates.



Comment 361 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: David Last Name: LighEmail Address: david.ligh@exxonmobil.comAffiliation: Exxon Mobil CorporationSubject: ExxonMobil's Comments to AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached file containing ExxonMobil's comments to the AB32 Scoping Plan. If you have any problems receiving or opening thefile, please contact Stephanie Pill at (916) 444-7858. Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:19:59No Duplicates.



Comment 362 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DerekLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: dbwalker@edf.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: EDF supports plan adoption with increased land use targetsComment:Please find attached our comments supporting adoption of theProposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:48:12No Duplicates.



Comment 363 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DerekLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: dbwalker@edf.orgAffiliation: Subject: EDF comments, supporting documentsComment:Please find attached three documents to support our comments on theProposed Scoping Plan:
1. M.Cubed Jobs Study
2. Aspen Environmental Economic Modeling Study
3. Climate for Community Concept BrochureAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1461-edfreports.zip'Original File Name: EDFreports.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 11:57:52No Duplicates.



Comment 364 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: William Last Name: RostovEmail Address: wrostov@earthjustice.orgAffiliation: EarthjusticeSubject: Proposed Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Comment letter and three attachmentsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1462-ej__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 12:06:08No Duplicates.



Comment 365 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SUSANLast Name: HARVEYEmail Address: IFSUSAN@TCSN.NETAffiliation: Subject: AB Scoping - Land Use SectorComment:Chairwoman Mary D. Nichols

Honorable Chairwoman Nichols,

I am the President of North County Watch a 501c3 organization inSan Luis Obispo County.  We are an all volunteer organizationadvocating for sustainable land use policy.

The issue of Vehicles Miles Traveled is dear to our heart. Dreadful, sprawling low density subdivisions are being regularyapplied for and approved in San Luis Obispo County.  Our county isover 3,000 square miles – primarily agriculture and rural – plentyof land to be inappropriately gobbled up by sprawling miniranchette subdivisions.  

Our NCW Board strongly urge you and the Board to adopt the moststringent CO2 standards for land use.  Please give our local APCDall the tools it needs to positively effect changes in local landuse approvals.  Declining air quality standards caused by mobilesources directly affect our local businesses, as they then arerequired to compensate for declining air quality.  

CARB should raise the land use target in AB 32 Scoping Plan from 5million metric tons of CO2 equivalent (MMT) to 11-14 MMT.

Thank you and your Board for your consideration of our request.

Susan Harvey
President
North County Watch
P.O. Box 455
Templeton, CA 93465
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 12:07:35No Duplicates.



Comment 366 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KendraLast Name: GonzalesEmail Address: earthworks_works@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please do not bow to pressures from those whose priorities aremaking money over saving the planet. There should not be anyhesitation to pursue the most rigorous plan(s) to reduce greenhousegas emissions considering the absolutely DIRE consequences we nowface. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 12:57:45No Duplicates.



Comment 367 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LoriLast Name: PedersenEmail Address: lpedersen@SantaBarbaraCA.govAffiliation: City of Santa BarbaraSubject: City of Santa Barbara Comments on CARB Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letter for the City of Santa Barbara's commentson the Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1466-20081209_-_carb_letter.pdf'Original File Name: 20081209 - CARB Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:10:44No Duplicates.



Comment 368 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LauraLast Name: TamEmail Address: ltam@spur.orgAffiliation: SPURSubject: Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attachment reflecting SPUR's comments on the AB32Proposed Scoping Plan.
Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1468-spur_comments_on_psp_12-08.pdf'Original File Name: SPUR comments on PSP 12-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 13:12:49No Duplicates.



Comment 369 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: KarrasEmail Address: gkarras@cbecal.orgAffiliation: Communities for a Better Environment (CBSubject: Supplemental comment on AB32 Scoping Plan; Increasing GHG emissions from dirty crudeComment:An accelerating switch to lower quality crude oil input has alreadyincreased California refinery GHG emissions by 3 million tonnesCO2eq/year, and by 2020 could further increase emissions by another8-13 million tonnes/year, from hydrogen steam reforming alone.Inherently dirtier feedstock threatens to cause total emissionsfrom transportation fuel production that worsen toxic pollutionnear refineries, and might overwhelm climate protection efforts.

A just-completed analysis documenting these points is attached.This evidence further supports CBE's comments on the Scoping Plan,and supplements our comments submitted yesterday. References citedin the attached cover letter were submitted today separately.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1474-cbe-arb120808supplement.pdf'Original File Name: CBE-ARB120808Supplement.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 15:17:05No Duplicates.



Comment 370 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: KruseEmail Address: s_kruse@me.comAffiliation: Biophysical GeographerSubject: AB32 - CA Greenhouse EmissionsComment:Emphasize conservation and efficiency in transportation & housing.Place the tightest restrictions possible on vehicles, especiallydiesel, including trucks and buses. Rapidly phase out oldervehicles, especially diesel. Eliminate engines that idle at stops(hybrids, electrics do best). Support the coming plug-in hybridvehicles (PHEVs) and electric high speed rail. Send the strongestsignal that walking & bicycle routes, electric light rail are anintegral positive part of every community. Every community mustemphasize compactness, infilling, conservation & energy efficiency.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 15:37:30No Duplicates.



Comment 371 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jan & BobLast Name: MountjoyEmail Address: jmtjoy@com-pair.netAffiliation: Rural residentSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CaliforniaComment:Dear Members of the Board,

It is of great concern to us that the CEPA ARB take positiveaction in your upcoming meeting this Thursday to increase thesetting of the land use target to a meaningful reduction of airpollution in California.  California has led the nation and most ofthe world in promoting standards that set a high priority in thefight against global warming.

A strong and adequate commitment must also be made to providefinancial resources, technical assistance, and other support tohelp regions, local governments, and transportation agenciesachieve the target. 

The recent reduction in the use of auto fuel shows that Americanscan adjust and make an effort to do their personal share inprotecting our environment.  The time to act in now.

Sincerely,
Bob and Jan Mountjoy
Hayfork, Ca  (the mountains of rural northern California)

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 16:18:03No Duplicates.



Comment 372 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnLast Name: Lindsay MDEmail Address: alindsay@co.humboldt.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: Scoping plan and land use reformComment:I urge you to set a higher emission reduction starget for the landuse sector.  Growth can be directed to cut greenhouse gas emissionsand lower vehicle miles traveled by focusing growth in previouslydeveloped land such that people are closer to jobs, schools, storesand services and will be more likely to drive less and walk or bikemore.  A Health Impact Assment performed on the three densityoptions proposed for the Humboldt County General Plan update showedthat in 25 years the infill option would result in 400,000,000 lessvehicle miles traveled compared to the option allowing significantdevelopment in previously undeveloped land.  The sprawl optionwould result in a 25% increase in the baseline vehicle milestraveled.  Without higher targets for reduction of carbon emissionsby land use, California will have a difficult time meeting theGovernor's targets. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:00:48No Duplicates.



Comment 373 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: KnittelEmail Address: BrianKnittel@Yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Please make land use a priorityComment:On November 22nd, our Cool Cities campaign convened a workshop inconjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning andConservation League.  A key message of that workshop was that landuse planning is critical to our success in the fight against globalwarming.   
 
The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly communitiesis to pass a larger emission reduction target for the land usesector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan.  A higher target means thatgrowth will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas emissionsby lowering vehicle miles traveled, increasing opportunities forwalking and biking, and making transit accessible for more people.
 
The Board members meet on Thursday morning to approve the ScopingPlan and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a veryclose vote.  Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letterto CARB and letting them know that land use reform is an importanttool in the solution to climate change! 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:26:13No Duplicates.



Comment 374 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JordanLast Name: LangEmail Address: langvors@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: noneSubject: Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:Dear ARB: I'm concerned that your plan is missing an importantopportunity to harness the power of consumers and markets byrelying so heavily on bureaucratic decisionmaking.  I believe amuch simpler and efficient way to achieve the carbon reductions andenery efficiencies that we all want is by immediately setting acarbon tax (on the hundreds of suppliers introducing carbon fuelsinto our economy, rather than on the thousands of carbon-pollutionemitters).  This tax will cause the prices of carbon based fuels toincrease with the harshest effects on low- and middle-incomehouseholds.  Therefore, coupled to the tax must be a provision toimmediately, equally, and directly return the revenues collectedfrom the tax to those households, with several immediate andbeneficial effects: 1) mitigating the regressive effect of higherfuel prices, 2) putting dollars in the hands of those families mostlikely to spend them immediately and thereby boost our stagnanteconomy, and 3)providing funds for more strongly incentivizedconsumer spending for efficient vehicles and other energytechnologies. 

I fear that the approach laid out in your plan will take years todesign and implement because it has so many decisions that need tobe made with input from so many stakeholders.  Instead, let's makeit quick and simple: 1) send a strong price signal to consumers tomove away from carbon-based fuels, and 2) give those consumers theability to select in the marketplace new, efficient, and noncarbonbased technologies (e.g. autos, mass transit, foods, packagingmaterials, etc. etc.).

Thanks for your efforts.  Please see www.capanddividend.org forinfo about how such measures can work. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:28:48No Duplicates.



Comment 375 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: LeikamEmail Address: billl5@prodigy.netAffiliation: Subject: A Greener CaliforniaComment:On November 22nd, our Cool Cities campaign convened a workshop inconjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning andConservation League.  A key message of that workshop was that landuse planning is critical to our success in the fight against globalwarming.   
 
The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly communitiesis to pass a larger emission reduction target for the land usesector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan.  A higher target means thatgrowth will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas emissionsby lowering vehicle miles traveled, increasing opportunities forwalking and biking, and making transit accessible for more people.
 
The Board members meet on Thursday morning to approve the ScopingPlan and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a veryclose vote.  Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letterto CARB and letting them know that land use reform is an importanttool in the solution to climate change! 
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:31:37No Duplicates.



Comment 376 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SusieLast Name: BerlinEmail Address: sberlin@mccarthylaw.comAffiliation: Northern California Power AgencySubject: Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:attached hereto please find the comments of the Northern CaliforniaPower Agency to the October 15, 2008 Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1491-comments_to_carb_re_10-15-08_proposed_scoping_plan__final_.pdf'Original File Name: comments to CARB re 10-15-08 proposed scoping plan _final_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 17:40:52No Duplicates.



Comment 377 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: HawleyEmail Address: jhawley@technet.orgAffiliation: TechNetSubject: TechNet Comments to October Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find enclosed TechNet's comments to the October draft of theproposed AB 32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 17:44:13No Duplicates.



Comment 378 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnaLast Name: LeeEmail Address: alee@cbecal.orgAffiliation: CBESubject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP 1Comment:This is the main comment submitted by Communities for a BetterEnvironment.  The attachments and May 8 comments are submittedafter this submittal, as I couldn't attach more than one document.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1500-cbe_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 17:53:55No Duplicates.



Comment 379 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnaLast Name: LeeEmail Address: alee@cbecal.orgAffiliation: CBESubject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP (2 of 3)Comment:This is the second part of Communities for a Better Environment'scomments.  The third is following.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 Plan.ZIP Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 18:00:29No Duplicates.



Comment 380 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnaLast Name: LeeEmail Address: alee@cbecal.orgAffiliation: CBESubject: CBE's comments Dec 8 AB 32 PSP (3 of 3)Comment:This is the third part of Communities for a Better Environment's
comments. 
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1505-attach_c_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 18:02:36No Duplicates.



Comment 381 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnaLast Name: LeeEmail Address: alee@cbecal.orgAffiliation: CBESubject: Support from Env Health Coalition and Ctr on Race, Pov & the Env for CBE's commentsComment:Attached is a letter of support from Environmental Health Coalitionand Center on Race, Poverty, & the Environment for Communities fora Better Environment's comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1508-letter_of_support_of_cbe_comments_from_ehc_and_crpe_dec_9_08.pdf'Original 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 18:08:01No Duplicates.



Comment 382 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: annieLast Name: steeleEmail Address: annies@kcbx.netAffiliation: Subject: green house gases on California Beaches Comment:The ability to breath in an easy rythm is life at its best.
My memory of a time when we enjoyed a different envirionmnet isclear. I could walk the beach with my dog in the early morining 
hours and relax.  This beween 5-AM to 7:15 AM every morning. 
then came the invasion of ATV and motorhomes. Nothing lives on thelocal Pismo beach or the Oceano California beach. Nothing is there.There use to be Brown Peligans, millions of these little 
cray fish things on th shore, Clams our clams were famous.Trourist came from arround the world to clam on our beach. Day andnight now,  the invasion of ATV ans motorhomes come now neverstoppong for a moment smashing everything under their wheelsleaving behind tons of green house gases carbons and 
and beteks,The liquid gas cans slosh in the back of flat beds andthey move accros our beach, leaving death in their wake . 
will send a second comment with pictures to ilustrate my issue. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 19:02:15No Duplicates.



Comment 383 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Kay Last Name: MartinEmail Address: kay4bioenergy@aol.comAffiliation: BioEnergy Producers AssociationSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:My name is Kay Martin and I am Vice-President of the BioEnergyProducers Association.

The BioEnergy Producers Association (BPA) is a coalition ofprivate companies and public agencies dedicated to the developmentand commercialization of environmentally preferable industries thatproduce renewable sources of power, fuels, and chemicals fromagricultural, forestry and urban biomass wastes and othercarbonaceous materials.  Our membership includes bioenergy firms,electric utilities, and waste management companies.  

The BPA has reviewed the “Recycling and Waste” section of theClimate Change Draft Scoping Plan, whose recommendation is to"increase waste diversion, composting, and commercial recycling,and move toward zero-waste."   The most promising approach toachieving this goal is to use the organic portion of thepost-recycled waste stream as a feedstock for the production ofadvanced biofuels and green power.  However, the only mention ofrenewable energy uses is "through deployment of anaerobic digestionfor production of fuels/energy."  

We respectfully request CARB’s consideration of additionalmeasures for Landfill Methane Control.  Landfill Methane can becontrolled by disposing of carbon-based materials prior to theirbeing landfilled, by sing them as feedstocks (disposing of them) inthe process of producing liquid and electric energy using cleanthermochemical conversion technologies.  

Specifically, the Recycling and Waste Sector PreliminaryRecommendation should mirror and complement strategies outlined forthe agricultural sector by encouraging the use of urban biomasswastes for sustainable energy production.   Deployment of bioenergystrategies is consistent with the Bioenergy Action Plan, the LowCarbon Fuel Standard (LCFS), and AB 32 GHG reduction goals for thefollowing reasons:

Landfill Abatement Potential

The Draft Scoping Plan recognizes fugitive landfill methane gasemissions as a major GHG precursor, and calls for measures toreduce the volume of materials flowing to land disposal.   Existingsource reduction, recycling, and composting programs are creditedwith attainment of the state’s 54% diversion rate (14% of whichreceives this credit is actually green waste that is being place INlandfills for use as daily cover), and the Plan places principalreliance upon the expansion of these programs to reduce disposaltonnages in the future, virtually ignoring the potential to usethese waste resources in the clean production of liquid andelectric energy.

Despite the success of its recycling and composting efforts,California’s high disposal rate has remained virtually unchangedfor the past 20 years.  40 million tons of municipal waste werelandfilled in California in 1989, the year AB 939 was passed.  Thisyear, despite the progress of recycling, the state will place 40million tons of post-recycled waste in its landfills.  

It is folly to believe that this volume of post-recycled materialcan be eliminated through source reduction, traditional means ofrecycling and composting alone, on which California's wastedisposal hierarchy now relies.  All methods of disposal must beincorporated in any effective plan, and this includes the completedisposal (i.e., destruction) of carbon-based wastes in the processof producing the liquid and electric energy so desperately neededby the state.

The state’s population is expected to grow by some 10 millionpeople over the next 25 years.  Unless more flexible legislativeand regulatory policies are put in place, enabling the use of itswaste resources for energy production, the state will landfill morethan one billion tons (that’s one billion) of municipal solid wasteduring that time--and a major opportunity to achieve energyindependence, AB 32 GHG reduction goals and a Low Carbon FuelStandard (LCFS) will be lost.  

Approximately 70% of the residual materials placed in landfillsconsist of various types of biomass, only a portion of which may befeasibly composted or recycled.  In short, new tools are needed. For example, compostable organics (i.e. food and vegetativewastes), comprise only about 25% of this stream.  Similarly, thereis no estimate of additional biomass materials, such as paper,which may be recovered through intensified commercial recyclingefforts, although markets for the major portion of this stream mayhave already been optimized, with residuals having limitedcommodity market value.

In contrast, new biomass conversion technologies, such asin-vessel hydrolysis/fermentation and thermal/fermentationprocesses, have the potential to convert the full spectrum oflandfill-bound carbonaceous waste materials into renewable energyproducts, including power, fuels, and chemicals.  Because of theirunprecedented potential to divert waste materials to beneficialuse, the development of clean technology bioenergy facilities is anessential and necessary component of future landfill abatementstrategies.  

Although the market for the export of recycled materials to Chinaand other foreign countries (where there are substantially noenvironmental controls on their processing, and where they areturned into goods to be sold back into the United States, deprivingAmericans of jobs), although this market has proved to be unstable,the demand for environmentally preferable advanced biofuels andgreen power, which can be produced domestically by Californians, isjust beginning to grow.

GHG Reduction Potential

The Draft Scoping Plan notes that commercial recycling andcomposting programs “could have substantial greenhouse gas benefitsbut their in-state reductions have not been quantified at thistime.”  Indeed, data on the effectiveness of current wastemanagement practices as climate change strategies are bothinconclusive and incomplete.

Composting operations, for example, have their own set of airquality concerns, including VOCs and GHG precursors.  In fact, anindependent study recently completed by the Los Angeles CountySanitation Districts1 concluded that placement of urban green wastein landfills as alternative daily cover was superior to compostingthese materials in terms of net GHG emissions.

The climate change benefits of recycling are generally assumed toderive from the avoidance of virgin material extraction andreintroduction of recovered materials with “intrinsic energy value”back into the remanufacturing process, although the Draft ScopingPlan admits that such benefits may not occur in California.   Indeed, the majority of California’s recyclables leave the statefor distant domestic or foreign markets, with the largest volume ofthese commodities, namely paper and plastics, being shipped toChina.  

The life cycle analyses on which recycling climate change benefitsare based seldom calculate the global GHG impacts of trans-Pacificshipping, or of transferring the remanufacturing burden todeveloping nations where environmental controls are minimal ornonexistent.  These atmospheric industrial pollutants drifteastward and find their way back to California in a matter of days,contributing further to the state’s GHG reduction challenge.

The CIWMB’s own studies point out the critical need to bothreevaluate and expand the range of technologies employed to meetfuture landfill abatement and climate change objectives. Forexample, a comprehensive life cycle analysis of waste managementpractices completed in 2004 by the Research Triangle Institute2concluded that new waste conversion technologies (acid hydrolysis,gasification, and catalytic cracking) were superior to recyclingand composting with regard to energy balance, NOx emissions, andcarbon emissions.  Similarly, a 2006 study of thermal wasteconversion technologies prepared for the CIWMB by UC Riverside3stated:

“If conversion technologies were able to process a significantportion of California’s waste that is currently landfilled,benefits could be realized in a number of areas.  These includereductions in overall greenhouse gas emissions, fugitive landfillgas emissions, and diesel truck emissions.  On the energyproduction side, the avoided costs and impacts in exploration,production, and transportation of traditional fuels could besubstantial.”

This same study concluded:

“Thermochemical technologies can process a wider variety offeedstocks and can have a greater effect on landfill reduction. Thermochemical technologies can also produce a larger variety ofproducts, which can displace the need for non-renewable sources ofenergy and fuels.  Other indirect effects include eliminatingdiesel truck trips and reducing landfill gas emissions.”

Thermochemical conversion technologies are clean technologiesbecause nothing enters the atmosphere as a result of thegasification (waste disposal) step.  The resulting synthesis gasesand waste heat from the processes can be converted to liquid andelectric energy.  The opposition to conversion technologies that isinfluencing legislative and administrative policy in Californiastems from those who refuse to accept that 21st century technologycan achieve environmentally superior waste-to-energy technologies;from the traditional recycling industry which wants to suppresscompetition for the state’s waste streams and from waste managementfirms that view conversion technologies as threats to landfills. 

It is time for the state to look past these short-sightedpositions and embrace these emerging technologies with the samecommitment as the federal government, other states and nations. More than 100 of these plants are now operating or will beconstructed in Europe and Asia during the next decade. 

California should be a leader in encouraging such technologies. 
However, private enterprise will continue to take these projectselsewhere until the state adopts a practical, efficient andsupportive statutory and regulatory environment for theirimplementation and operation.

Recommendation

The BioEnergy Producers Association supports the expansion ofCalifornia’s source reduction, recycling, and composting programs. At the same time, we urge that new clean-technology bioenergystrategies be applied to the state’s growing post-recycled wastestream in order to meet urgent landfill abatement and climatechange goals.  Timely deployment of waste-based biorefineries canprovide a vehicle for integrating California’s renewable energy, AB118, and AB32 policy objectives.

References:
1 Evaluation of Green Waste Management Impacts on GHG Emissions,Alternative Daily Cover Compared with Composting.  Los AngelesCounty Sanitation Districts, April 2008.
2 Life Cycle and Market Impact Assessment of Noncombustion WasteConversion Technologies.  Prepared for the CIWMB by the ResearchTriangle Institute International, 2004.
3 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts of Thermochemical ConversionTechnologies Using Municipal Solid Waste Feedstocks.  Prepared forthe CIWMB by the University of California , Riverside, April 2006.
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Comment 384 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KirstenLast Name: SchwindEmail Address: kirsten@baylocalize.orgAffiliation: Bay LocalizeSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Dear CARB,

Please find Bay Localize's organizational comments on the AB 32Scoping Plan attached.

Best,
Kirsten Schwind

Kirsten Schwind
Program Director
Bay Localize
436 14th St, Ste 1127
Oakland, CA 94612Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1535-comments_on_ab_32_scoping_plan_bay_localize_final.doc'Original File Name: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Bay Localize Final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 20:00:00No Duplicates.



Comment 385 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Marjorie AnnLast Name: OttenbergEmail Address: marjott@yahoo.comAffiliation: Sierra Club, Audubon, Subject: Curtailing/reducing greenhouse gas emissions in CaliforniaComment:As California's population has increased (exploded!), so has thesmog!  Unless we can do SOMETHING to reduce greenhouse gasemissions as well as the smog, we will soon find ourselves unableto BREATHE!  Unfortunately, for many people with lung problems,asthma, etc.--it is ALREADY very difficult to breathe on many days! Last year we saw the movie "Who Killed The Electric Car?"--whichhelped explain the increase in smog--and also the current direcondition of the auto industry!  The movie pointed out that theelectric cars received little or no encouragement from theCalifornia Air Resources Board--I hope I misunderstood that;surely, encouraging electric cars and home solar electric capacitywould go a LONG way toward reducing SMOG and its awful effects!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 20:41:45No Duplicates.



Comment 386 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: NormanLast Name: PlotkinEmail Address: norm@pzallc.comAffiliation: CIPASubject: CIPA Comments on the Revised Scoping Plan Comment:Please find attached comments from the California IndependentPetroleum Association on the revised draft scoping plan.If thereare any questions regarding these comments, please feel free tocontact me at 916-446-5900.

Regards, 
Norman PlotkinAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 20:59:38No Duplicates.



Comment 387 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BonnieLast Name: KnightEmail Address: Bonbonsf@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Reducing greenhouse gas emissionsComment:Animal agriculture should be reduced in favor of plant-basedagriculture.  Farm animals emit methane gas.  Also, thetransportation of these animals contributes to emissions fromtrucks.  If our citizens were educated to adopt a more plant-baseddiet, they would be healthier and the environment would behealthier, too. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 21:11:23No Duplicates.



Comment 388 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RICKLast Name: VIERHUSEmail Address: vierhus@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: the vital need to reduce GHG in the regulations of CaliforniaComment:The greatest threat to the future livability of the Earth is globalwarming.

California has the rare opportunity change the dynamics of theglobal focus on global warming by reducing the levels of GreenhouseGases. In taking important action to effect the regulation of gasesemitted by the transportation sector you will alter the perceptionof many people about how relevant governmental efforts can be.

Do the forward looking right action and increase our possibilityof a sustainable environment.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 21:56:01No Duplicates.



Comment 389 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LucilleLast Name: TseEmail Address: giraffepills@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Please include ambitious GHG emission reduction targets for land use .Comment:On November 22nd, our Cool Cities campaign convened a workshop inconjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning andConservation League.  A key message of that workshop was that landuse planning is critical to our success in the fight against globalwarming.   
 
The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly communitiesis to pass a larger emission reduction target for the land usesector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan.  A higher target means thatgrowth will be directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas emissionsby lowering vehicle miles traveled, increasing opportunities forwalking and biking, and making transit accessible for more people.
 
The Board members meet on Thursday morning to approve the ScopingPlan and make any final changes. It looks like it will be a veryclose vote.  Make your voice count by sending the enclosed letterto CARB and letting them know that land use reform is an importanttool in the solution to climate change! Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 22:41:59No Duplicates.



Comment 390 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RogerLast Name: SowellEmail Address: rsowell@resowell-law.comAffiliation: Law Offices of Roger E. SowellSubject: Scoping Plan Base Case FlawedComment:Please see the attached letter dated December 9, 2008.  Thank you.

Roger E. SowellAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 22:43:40No Duplicates.



Comment 391 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: shirleyLast Name: gastonEmail Address: sslgaston@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: global warmingComment:I am a believer in using public transportation and try to use it asmuch as possible. It is difficult when there are not enough trainsavailable especially on the week-end. If we have traintransportation it would illeminate some use of the airplanes- likehaving a speed train from SF to Los Angeles would be great. Then wecould build this across the US- what a great way to see the UnitedStates. 
     Global warming is a big concern and when considering land usereform transportation should be a big part of it.
                  Shirley GastonAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 23:46:38No Duplicates.



Comment 392 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: PelizzariEmail Address: nextgalaxy@aol.comAffiliation: People Acting in Community TogetherSubject: Carbon Tax NeededComment:When will CARB recognize that global warming is an emergency, andstop relying entirely on voluntary measures to deal with it?  Forsome inexplicable reason, the words "carbon tax" are not evenmentioned in your Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan.  Your euphemism forit, "carbon fee", is only mentioned in passing but then promptlyignored, as if "tax" is unthinkable.  No wonder the state is goingbankrupt!

A carbon tax would be a much simpler, more direct, and moreeffective device for cutting carbon emissions than virtuallyanything else offered in the Scoping Plan.  A gradually increasingcarbon tax, starting at 5 cents per gallon ($20 per ton of emittedcarbon) and increasing 5 cents per year between now and 2100, wouldmotivate practically everybody in the state to reduce theirconsumption of fossil fuels, without all the expensivemicromanaging of the "Carbon Economy" envisioned by most of thecontributors to the Scoping Plan.  There is nothing like a punitivetax or fee to deter unwanted behavior.  Phasing it in slowly butsurely will minimize the pain to consumers, avoid a disruptivestampede away from fossil fuels, and eventually wean even the richfrom fossil fuels.

This form of carbon tax could also alleviate the state's budgetproblems by generating a reliable revenue stream.  It would growduring the early years at a predictable pace, and shrink in thelater years as fossil fuel consumption is driven down by the evermore burdensome tax rate.  By then the burgeoning Green Economywould provide a tax base that compensates for the falling carbontax revenues.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 01:03:12No Duplicates.



Comment 393 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AshwaniLast Name: VasishthEmail Address: vasishth@csun.eduAffiliation: CSUNSubject: Strengthening the Land Use component for AB 32Comment:Please consider that changing land use patterns is likely thesingle most necessary and effective way of cutting GHG emissionsfrom transportation and settlements.  Strengthen the standard!  Weall gain.

Regards,
-
  Ashwani
     Vasishth            ashwani@csun.edu          (818) 677-6137
                    http://www.csun.edu/~vasishth/
           --------------------------------------------------------
                                        Director
                           Institute for Sustainability
                http://blogs.csun.edu/sustainability

                                 Assistant Professor
          Department of Urban Studies and Planning
               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 04:32:21No Duplicates.



Comment 394 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ThomasLast Name: TantonEmail Address: ttanton@fastkat.comAffiliation: Pacific research InstituteSubject: Scoping Plan adoption solutionsComment:Please see and file attached comments of the Pacific researchInstitute.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1566-written3.doc'Original File Name: written3.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 06:26:49No Duplicates.



Comment 395 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SaraLast Name: BirminghamEmail Address: sara@solaralliance.orgAffiliation: The Solar AllianceSubject: Renewable Energy in the AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter in response to the AB 32 ScopingPlan. 

Sara Birmingham
Director of Western Policy
The Solar AllianceAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 07:36:45No Duplicates.



Comment 396 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ClarkLast Name: NatwickEmail Address: clarkn@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: climate-friendly communitiesComment:The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly communities isto pass a larger emission reduction target for the land use sectorin the AB-32 Scoping Plan.  A higher target means that growth willbe directed in ways that cut greenhouse gas emissions by loweringvehicle miles traveled, increasing opportunities for walking andbiking, and making transit accessible for more people.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:50:38No Duplicates.



Comment 397 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: CooperEmail Address: linda_cooper@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: I propose animal agriculture be reduced in favor of plant-based agriculture :Comment:According to a new report published by the United Nations Food andAgriculture Organization, the livestock sector generates moregreenhouse gas emissions as measured in CO2 equivalent – 18 percent– than transport. It is also a major source of land and waterdegradation.

The global livestock sector is growing faster than any otheragricultural sub-sector. When emissions from land use and land usechange are included, the livestock sector accounts for 9 percent ofCO2 deriving from human-related activities, but produces a muchlarger share of even more harmful greenhouse gases. It generates 65percent of human-related nitrous oxide, which has 296 times theGlobal Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most of this comes frommanure. And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of allhuman-induced methane (23 times as warming as CO2), which islargely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and 64percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain.Livestock now use 30 percent of the earth’s entire land surface,mostly permanent pasture but also including 33 percent of theglobal arable land used to producing feed for livestock, the reportnotes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is a majordriver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where, forexample, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have beenturned over to grazing.

Please consider a reduction animal agriculture in favor of plantbased agriculture. 

Thank you
Linda CooperAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 07:52:51No Duplicates.



Comment 398 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Mark S.Last Name: RentzEmail Address: markr@acwa.comAffiliation: Association of CA Water AgenciesSubject: Comments on Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Comment Letter AttachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1576-nichols-ab_32.doc'Original File Name: Nichols-AB 32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:05:19No Duplicates.



Comment 399 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChristineLast Name: FinnieEmail Address: cfinnie@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Scoping planComment:Dear CARB,
I have lived in California for 57 years and have watched itchange--very little for the better. I still remember the day Idrove home from UCLA to Palos Verdes, thinking there must be a firebecause of the brown haze hanging over the ocean. I've seen trafficgridlock extend from commute hours to all day, every day. I'vewatched it in L.A. and in the Bay Area after I moved north.

Now I'm seeing different changes. Drought and water rationing arecommon in the Monterey Bay area where I now live. Water suppliesare down to the lowest level in decades. Temperatures are soerratic it's difficult to grow my vegetable garden any more--evenwhen I have water.

Even in the relatively short span of my lifetime, it's obviousthings have changed. And, as I said, not for the better.

When good public transit was available, I used it and enjoyed it.But, sadly, because of poor coordination between transit districtsand even worse coverage, I have not always been able to. A friendof mine recently tried to use the various transit systems to getfrom Santa Cruz to the San Jose Convention Center. The trip, thoughcost effective, was more than four times as long as driving wouldhave been.

This must change. We need to stop destroying the beautiful state Iwas born in and want to pass along to my son. Usable public transitis essential to stop traffic gridlock, air pollution, and globalwarming. I urge you strongly to consider it.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:12:57No Duplicates.



Comment 400 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: dennisLast Name: mchaleEmail Address: dmacbluez2@cox.netAffiliation: Canyon Land Conservation FundSubject: Tighten Carbon OffsetsComment:Hello,
I wish to voice my concern that the scope of the CARB dialog isbeing moved along by the 'balance sheets' of Multi-NationalCorporations; other-than the health of the Earth and it's LivingThings. If this CARB model is to be a benefit to the biosphere andnatural environment it must at least be a mirror of the EuroProgram. 

Having worked in the construction trade for a good length of mylife, I understand this premiss: 'if you have a question about theconstruction-you over build it'.  Why would we under buildsomething only to see it fail?  In construction as in Programbuilding this 'under building' will cause failure.  A Program willfail or a home will fall as these are the end products of 'underbuilding'.  The value of 'over building' is no one will ever say"now why the heck did you do it that way?".  The value is in it. 

Already the foundation of a system exists on the Chicago Exchangeand has for some time now. The CARB plan must be BETTER than that,I'm thinking.  'Cus this is the Golden State, we lead and veryseldom follow.

Tightening Carbon Offsets in your CARB program will not undervalueyour Program by 'under building', which seeks failure.  But thru'over building' we reap substained value. 

Then at the end of the day--we can be rest assured; as theFounding Settlers of our State claimed--just as they crossed theHigh Sierras and saw the Golden Land: "we have done our best."

Thank you for your time in this matter,

Dennis McHale
Citizen
Canyon Land Conservation FundAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:17:01No Duplicates.



Comment 401 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: MillerEmail Address: millereviron@earthlink.netAffiliation: San Gabriel Valley Legislative CoalitionSubject: Comments on the Scoping PlanComment:Attached is a letter from the San Gabriel Valley LegislativeCoalition ot Chambers of Commerce for your consideration.

Michael L. Miller
ChairmanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 08:31:52No Duplicates.



Comment 402 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: pattyLast Name: rosewaterEmail Address: rosewater@me.comAffiliation: GreenTown Los AltosSubject: Emission Target Reduction for Land Use in AB32Comment:On November 22nd, our Cool Cities campaign convened a workshop in
conjunction with Greenbelt Alliance and the Planning andConservation
League. A key message of that workshop was that land use planningis
critical to our success in the fight against global warming.

The best way for CARB to help build climate-friendly communitiesis to pass
a larger emission reduction target for the land use sector in theAB-32
Scoping Plan. A higher target means that growth will be directedin ways
that cut greenhouse gas emissions by lowering vehicle milestraveled,
increasing opportunities for walking and biking, and makingtransit
accessible for more people.

The Board members meet on Thursday morning to approve the ScopingPlan and
make any final changes. It looks like it will be a very closevote. Make
your voice count by sending the enclosed letter to CARB andletting them
know that land use reform is an important tool in the solution toclimate
change!Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:49:34No Duplicates.



Comment 403 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Marc Last Name: RobertsEmail Address: mroberts@ci.livermore.ca.usAffiliation: Comm. Dev. Director, City of LivermoreSubject: Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Climate ChangeProposed Scoping Plan dated October 2008.   The City supports theAir Resources Board’s efforts in implementing AB 32.  Achieving thereduction of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to 1990 levels by year2020 will require coordinated efforts between the state, regionaland local agencies, private industry and California citizens. Local governments are facing enormous challenges guidingdevelopment of our communities and providing effective andefficient services to our residents given current economicconditions.  Implementing the GHG emissions targets is necessaryand desirable, but will add to these challenges.   While generallysupportive of the proposals in the Draft Scoping Plan, the Citysubmits the following comments and concerns:

•	Let SB 375 Work. Although the Scoping Plan acknowledges that theactual regional transportation-related GHG targets will be setthrough the regional process developed in SB 375, many areadvocating that this number be raised. Given the deference theScoping Plan gives to the SB 375 process, perhaps such an increasewould largely be symbolic. However, since CARB has ultimateresponsibility for setting the targets, a higher number wouldcreate political pressure for setting higher regional targets,regardless of the findings of the Regional Targets AdvisoryCommittee. This is contrary to what SB 375 stands for.

•	No Accounting for Infrastructure Costs. The Scoping Plan doesnot analyze the costs of infill infrastructure needed to serve morecompact development patterns. For complex reasons stemming from theTakings Clause, Mitigation Fee Act, and other laws, local agenciescannot pay for the infrastructure from developer fees alone. Norunder Propositions 13 and 218, will they be able to raiseassessment or other revenues. At the very least, CARB should have adetailed infrastructure feasibility analysis completed before itengages down this road. Indeed, this is precisely the type of issuethat will be addressed by the Regional Targets Advisory Committeecreated by SB 375. CARB should let that process work.

•	Acknowledging Current Economic Uncertainties. CARB mustappropriately balance its climate goals with current economicuncertainties, which directly affect the feasibility of certaintypes of development. Increasing the target will make it moredifficult for compact developments to achieve the CaliforniaEnvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) streamlining contained in SB 375.As demonstrated by the Governor’s proposed budget recommendations,such streamlining can have an important economic effect and helpstimulate the economy.

Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 08:53:47No Duplicates.



Comment 404 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: FineEmail Address: jfine@edf.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: Reply to Criticisms of CARB AB32 Economic EvaluationComment:Reply to Criticisms of CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan Economic Analysis byDr. Chris Busch, Union of Concerned Scientists and Dr. James Fine,Environmental Defense Fund.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1592-ab32econevalreply.buschfine.pdf'Original File Name: AB32EconEvalReply.BuschFine.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 09:15:01No Duplicates.



Comment 405 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BrianLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: brianmorris@countyofplumas.comAffiliation: County of PlumasSubject: Climate Adaptation in the Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached comments.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 09:15:40No Duplicates.



Comment 406 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarenLast Name: HammanEmail Address: khamman@cityofmissionviejo.orgAffiliation: City Clerk, City of Mission ViejoSubject: Mission Viejo's Comments to the California Air Resources Board on the AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached hereto is a copy of the City of Mission Viejo's commentson the CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan.  We respectfully request that theattached comment letter be delivered to the California AirResources Board Members for consideration at the December 11, 2008,public hearing on the Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 09:45:19No 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:AIAM Comments on CARB Proposed AB 32 Scoping Plan. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 09:45:25No Duplicates.



Comment 408 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StevenLast Name: DouglasEmail Address: sdouglas@autoalliance.orgAffiliation: Alliance of Automobile ManufacturersSubject: Alliance Comments on AB 32Comment:Please find the comments of the Alliance of AutomobileManufacturers.

Steven Douglas
Senior Director, Environmental AffairsAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 09:56:01No Duplicates.



Comment 409 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: BogaardEmail Address: bbogaard@cityofpasadena.netAffiliation: City of Pasadena - MayorSubject: City of Pasadena's Comment Letter on CARB's Scoping PlanComment:See Attached Letter. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 09:58:49No Duplicates.



Comment 410 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarieLast Name: LarsenEmail Address: mlarsen@wsgr.comAffiliation: Green Team leader at large SV Law FirmSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CAComment:Dear CARB,

I am writing to support approval of the AB 32 Scoping Plan as itis written. Although I agree in principle with the very laudableand ambitious goals regarding higher reduction targets for land useemissions that the Sierra Club and others recommend, I feel thatMary Nichols and team have put together a plan that is realisticand addresses/meets the needs of all stakeholders as well as can beexpected at this time in our history. It provides effectiveenforcement controls and tools and is a pragmatic approach that hasmore likelihood of success in coopting various groups/interests inour CA community. It also sets a high standard and will hopefullybe a model that is usable and will be adopted by other states inour global fight against ever-increasing global warming impacts. 

Sincerely,
Marie Larsen
Green Team Leader
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
Palo Alto 94304 Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:19:14No Duplicates.



Comment 411 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TaraLast Name: MarchantEmail Address: taram@greenlining.orgAffiliation: Subject: Land Use Target: Increasing Co-Benefits for CommunitiesComment:Greenlining's comments on adoption of AB32-
Brining about Co-Benefits to Marginalized Communities

Land Use
Transportation
Trading
WCI

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 10:27:02No Duplicates.



Comment 412 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KariLast Name: HamerschlagEmail Address: kariham@earthlink.netAffiliation: New Harvest ConsultingSubject: Recommendations for a More Comprehensive Approach to Food and Agriculture IssuesComment:Please see attached letter. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1609-new_harvest_ab_32_letter_final.doc'Original File Name: new harvest AB 32 letter final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:28:55No Duplicates.



Comment 413 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: John Last Name: BloomEmail Address: houstgrp@pacbell.netAffiliation: CSCMESubject: CSCME Comments on ARB's Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached document that includes comments from theCoalition for Sustainable Cement Manufacturing & Environment(CSCME).  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 10:32:41No Duplicates.



Comment 414 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TracyLast Name: SteinkrugerEmail Address: TSteinkruger@ci.burbank.ca.usAffiliation: City of BurbankSubject: City of Burbank Comment Letter on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:See attached letter and resolution.  Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 10:45:47No Duplicates.



Comment 415 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShaunaLast Name: ClarkEmail Address: catherinel@lhhcity.orgAffiliation: City of La Habra HeightsSubject: Regional Transportation-Related GHG Reduction TargetComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1613-lahabraheights_plancomments_121008.pdf'Original File Name: LaHabraHeights_PlanComments_121008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:51:14No Duplicates.



Comment 416 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarslandLast Name: SusanEmail Address: smarsland@att.netAffiliation: Subject: Support AB32 Scoping Plan to Reduce GHGComment:To:  California Air Resource Board

Please support AB32.  California can be a leader by adopting AB32and to decrease GHG and improve the health of vunerablecommunities.

With the approval of AB32 Californians will do what we do best byleading the country and the global community forward by working onsolutions  and developing new technology.  Passage of  AB32 willrevitalize the economy by creating green jobs and moving towards a"Green New Deal" where all members of society can participate. 

It is time for political will to be bold and do what is best forthe seventh generation.


Thank you for supporting AB32.
Susan Gonsalves Marsland



Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:52:22No Duplicates.



Comment 417 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarkLast Name: ReedyEmail Address: Markr2121@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Air Resources Board,

Approval of an aggressive AB 32 Scoping Plan is critical to thefuture health and well-being of our world and all its inhabitantsfaced with the stark realities of climate change. Please exerciseyour leadership by passing an aggressive AB 32 Scoping Plan.  

Thank you.

Mark Reedy
Sunnyvale, CA Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 10:54:43No Duplicates.



Comment 418 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KariLast Name: DeckerEmail Address: kdecker@apx.comAffiliation: Subject: APX comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached.  Thank you.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 10:55:23No Duplicates.



Comment 419 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanLast Name: KalbEmail Address: dkalb@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Feebates in the AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached are our comments in support of FEEBATES in the AB 32Scoping Plan.   -Dan Kalb and Spencer QuongAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 10:59:50No Duplicates.



Comment 420 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarlLast Name: GawellEmail Address: karl@geo-energy.orgAffiliation: Geothermal Energy AssociationSubject: GEA Comments on the CARB October 2008 Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached are comments submitted on behalf of the Geothermal EnergyAssociation. They are in PDF format.  Please let me know if anotherformat, such as a word document, is preferred.  Thank you forconsidering our views.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:02:12No Duplicates.



Comment 421 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanLast Name: MillerEmail Address: dmiller@savemart.comAffiliation: Subject: Heavy Duty Green House GasComment:- As a result of the Green House Gas (Smartway) proposal, we aredelaying the purchase of new trailers.
- While only 5% of our trailer fleet (25units) is 53', we hadplanned on replacing a number of the older smaller trailers with53' to increase effciencies.  The efficiencies I speak of are inreduced trips by carrying more product on fewer trailers.  On aquarterly review of onw of our divisions we can reduce the numberof loads by 1,000 which saves 281,000 miles and 37,492 gallons offuel or 149,968 gallons a year.
- Under the proposed regulation, 53' trailers will not work in ourenvironment.  Dise fairings will not allow us to get into many ofthe pits at our stores without substantial damage to the fairings. The estiamted additional cost of these Smartway trailers will notbe offsett by added fuel savings as has been suggested.  Smartwayfuel savings are calculated on an average speed of 62 mph.  Thelegal speed in CA is 55 mph and our average fleet speed is 45.7 mphbased on on board computers
-  Our company has a very aggresive fuel savings program not onlyto benefit the environmebnt but also to help offsett expenses.  WEgovern the top speed of all tracctors to the legal limit in CA.  Wemonitor and enforce minimal idling, long before it was mandated. We spec cruise control on our equipment and encourage its use.  Wecontinually test new tire designs for fuel economy and longevity.
-  I encourage the Board to seriously consideer voting againstthis regulation as it will not achieve the fuel savings and costoffsetts as proposed for trucks operating in CA.  Thanks you foryour consideration of this.
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:09:45No Duplicates.



Comment 422 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Jesse N.Last Name: MarquezEmail Address: jnmarquez@prodigy.netAffiliation: Coalition For A Safe EnvironmentSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Public Comments Comment:Dear Chairman Nichols & Members of the Board:

The Coalition For A Safe Environment (CFASE) wishes to submitthese public comments requesting that the California Air ResourcesBoard (CARB) not approve and adopt the proposed the AB 32California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 Scoping Plan.     

See attached public comment letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:13:56No Duplicates.



Comment 423 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DanLast Name: WeinheimerEmail Address: dweinheimer@san-marcos.netAffiliation: City of San MarcosSubject: Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please accept the attached comment letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:18:02No Duplicates.



Comment 424 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JackiLast Name: BacharachEmail Address: jacki@southbaycities.orgAffiliation: South Bay Cities Council of GovernmentsSubject: AB 32 scoping plan commentsComment:Attached please find the comments from the South Bay Cities Councilof Governments.

Jacki Bacharach
Executive DirectorAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:19:20No Duplicates.



Comment 425 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: EarlyEmail Address: david@dceplanning.comAffiliation: Design, Community & EnvironmentSubject: DC&E Comments on Proposed AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:DC&E respectfully submits the attached comments on the Proposed AB32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 11:20:09No Duplicates.



Comment 426 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AdamLast Name: LazarEmail Address: adamlazar@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Aircraft emissions in AB32 scoping planComment:Plain text version of comments follows; also included as anattachment in Microsoft Word. 
***********

Aircraft Emissions and the AB32 Cap-And-Trade Program

December 10, 2008

Submitted By:

Adam Lazar (SBN 237485) 
1726 Page St Apt. 3
San Francisco, CA 94117

Introduction
On behalf of myself and the public interest, the authorrespectfully submits these comments regarding the need to includeairplane emissions in the AB32 Scoping Plan’s cap-and-tradeprogram.

The European Union has determined that aviation emissionscontribute over three percent of the EU’s greenhouse gases, most ofwhich are not subject to regulation under the Kyoto Protocol.   The EU responded this year by including aircraft emissions in theircap-and-trade program. 

Aircraft engines emit significant levels of carbon dioxide, carbonmonoxide, hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds, nitrogenoxides, and particulate matter.   It is well known that the carbonfootprint of a commercial airplane far exceeds that of any othercommon mode of transportation.   Moreover, the high-altitudedischarge of greenhouse gases by aircraft engines cause adisproportionate impact on the atmosphere relative to surfacedischarges. 

Yet the California AB32 Scoping Plan appears to have overlookedthese contributions and impacts entirely.   This despite theseemingly large focus on other types of mobile sources in the Plan,via a combination of new engine and/or fuel regulations and thePavley regulation of on-road vehicles.  Given these other foci itis even more striking that references to aviation-derived emissionsare wholly absent. 

Possible Justifications for Exclusion
It is possible that regulation of aircraft emissions could derivefrom the Scoping Plan’s “inclusion of transportation fuels in thecap-and-trade program.”   If this is so then the Scoping Planshould specifically identify aircraft fuel as included.  Instead,there is a striking absence of discussion of aircraft in the text. 

Regardless, the inclusion of transportation fuels should becomplimentary to, and not independent of, inclusion of aircraftemissions in the proposed cap-and-trade system.  

Aircraft Emissions As Incorporated Into EU Emissions TradingScheme

In September, 2008 the European Union issued a proposed directiveto incorporate aircraft emissions into the EU Emissions TradingScheme (“ETS”).    The ETS is the Cap-and-Trade emissions programby which the EU meets its CO2 targeted reductions under the KyotoProtocol.   

The EU proposed directive will require every plane departing froman EU member airport to purchase emissions credits to cover the CO2emitted by the aircraft during flight .  This credit requirementapplies regardless of the nationality of the aircraft operator.  

California, like the EU, needs to include aircraft emissions inits cap-and-trade plan. California should become a world leader inregulating greenhouse gas emissions; a world leader should notignore wholesale as large an issue as aircraft emissions.  Notealso that no entity has yet petitioned the US EnvironmentalProtection Agency to regulate carbon dioxide emissions fromaircraft.   As with agricultural emissions, this area clearly needsto be more extensively regulated by the AB32 scoping plan.   

Addition of a Performance Based Standard
CARB should consider additional regulation of aircraft emissionsthrough performance-based standards on aircraft engines. Thisregulation is a reasonable and logical extension of the proposedregulation of other types of engines within the Scoping Plan.  


Aviation Emissions Reductions Through Public TransportationProjects (e.g. high speed rail) 

The Scoping Plan fails to specifically account for aircraftemissions reductions achieved through implementation of theCalifornia High Speed Rail.   This despite the fact that the LosAngeles- San Francsico Bay Area market is far and away the largestaviation market in the state.  Instead, the Plan only creditscreation of high-speed rail for a single reduction in MMTCO2E in2020—clearly undervalued if concurrent reductions in aircraftemissions are included.  


Co-Benefit of Cap-and-Trade and Regional Air Quality Attainment

The AB32 scoping plan specifically attempts to identify publichealth benefits derived from climate change regulations.   The NRDCidentified aircraft emissions as a major contributing factor toregional non-attainment of air quality standards.   Reducingaircraft emissions through their inclusion in California’scap-and-trade system would provide clear health benefits in areassuch as those surrounding LAX.  


Additional Means to Achieve Significant Aircraft EmissionsReductions Through Airport Efficiency
In addition to including airplane emissions in California’scap-and-trade scheme, the ARB should also includeemissions-reducing measures both at the airport and/or as mandatoryoffsets for commercial ticket purchase.  Virgin Atlantic Airlineshas demonstrated how to decrease aircraft emissions at airportsthrough towing aircraft from the gate to the taxiway.   ContinentalAirlines has pioneered a program for customers to purchase carbonoffsets for their flights.   Each of these programs point to thevariety of measures that could be considered by the ARB in itsinclusion of aviation emissions in the AB32 Scoping Plan. 

Historical Omission of Aircraft Emissions In Air Regulation
Aircraft emissions are historically regulated less than othercommon forms of transportation, leaving most meaningful emissionreductions to a secondary benefit from improvements in efficiencyand fuel burn.   When NRDC conducted a survey of major airportsacross the country, it found that “Airports are not regulated inthe same manner as other significant air pollution sources. Neitherairports nor airlines are held accountable for the aggregateimpacts of their ground-level aircraft emissions.”   Given thishistory of under-regulation it is even more important to includeaviation emissions in the AB32 scoping plan.  

Conclusion
With the EU taking firm action on aircraft emissions as asignificant contributor to global GHG emissions, California shouldattempt to mirror these efforts in order to create a position ofglobal leadership for market-based emission reduction programs. Aircraft emissions should be included in the AB32 Cap-and-Tradeplan, and performance-based standards for aircraft engines shouldbe complimentarily implemented.  The large direct benefit of thesemeasures is further amplified by the indirect public healthbenefits in areas of high-density air traffic such as LAX.  For allof these reasons, aviation should be addressed extensively, andcontrol of their emissions should be integrated into the AB32Scoping Plan document. 

Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:20:39No Duplicates.



Comment 427 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Willard Last Name: RichardsEmail Address: willard@sonic.netAffiliation: Sonoma Co. Transp. and Land Use Coalit'nSubject: Increase the land use and transportation targetsComment:Abstract from attachment:

While there is much that is commendable about this plan, webelieve that it is essential that the plan be strengthened in orderto be effective.  In this regard, we are particularly concernedthat the land use and transportation targets be revised upward from5 MMT to between 11-14 MMT.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:21:56No Duplicates.



Comment 428 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AdamLast Name: LazarEmail Address: adamlazar@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Agriculture in AB32 scoping planComment:Plain text version of comments follows; also included as anattachment in Microsoft Word. The text version below omits thefootnote references in the Word document. 
***********

AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan and (Non) Regulation of AgriculturalEmissions

December 10, 2008

Submitted by:

Adam Lazar (SBN 237485) 
1726 Page St Apt. 3
San Francisco, CA 94117

On behalf of myself and the public interest, I respectfully submitthese comments regarding agricultural emissions of greenhouse gasesin the AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan.  

The AB32 Proposed Scoping Plan identifies agriculture and foodprocessing as the source of 9% of California’s greenhouse gasemissions.   Given the limited estimation of agricultural emissionsby the ARB, and the omission of fertilizer-related emissions, thisnumber is likely far less than the actual total agriculturalemissions. 

With such a significant amount of GHG emissions at stake, noexception for agricultural sources should be made under AB32.  Yetthe Scoping Plan provides a near-total exclusion of agriculturefrom emissions reductions.  Instead of providing meaningfulregulation of this source, the scoping plan goes only so far as toprovide for voluntary reductions through usage of manure digestersat CAFO dairy operations.   The Proposed Scoping Plan foresees nomandatory regulation of agricultural sources in the short term, andthe possibility of only a very limited degree of regulation in thelong-term.  Lest one think the ARB belives this to be meaningfulemissions reduction, the measure is given no reduction credit shortterm and only 1 long-term.  Even the extremely early-stage andspeculative California High Speed Rail receives more credit. 

The Scoping Plan should include meaningful measures to reduce themethane gas from Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations.   On theone hand, these measures could compel the manure digesters alreadydescribed in the Plan, and should additionally include mandatorycapture from enclosed cattle buildings at CAFO’s and coveredstorage for animal waste lagoons.  Not only would such mandatorycovering work in tandem with requiring waste digesters, resultingin an immediate reduction in methane gases, but it would havetremendous co-benefits for public health from the reduction inairborne particulate matter.  Likewise, prohibiting the openexposure (e.g. drying) of animal waste would further reduce methaneand particle emissions.   

All of these controls could be required in a meaningful regime ofagricultural emissions reductions.  However, given the market-basedleanings of the AB32 Scoping Plan, the best solution may be toinclude agricultural emissions in the cap-and-trade system. 

Methane capture is an accepted practice with over thirtyparticipating dairies in the Central Valley alone.    A recentstudy of Central Valley dairies concluded that many digestersystems are already on the market.   Notably, the study concludesthat GHG emissions from CAFO’s should be included in acap-and-trade system.  When integrated into cap-and-trade, thestudy finds that the GHG offsets combined with electricitygeneration create a positive cash balance for a farmer.   Giventhis potential, the ARB should not hesitate to bring agricultureunder the system. 


Co-Benefits of Improved Waste Holding Requirements for Methane andParticulates
Methane capture at CAFO’s is perhaps unique in the tremendousco-benefits afforded by its process; these co-benefits include bothenergy production and a major decrease in regional airborneparticulate matter. 

 A critical missed co-benefit in the AB32 Scoping Plan is theimprovement in air quality from isolating animal waste lagoons fromdirect exposure.   This isolation is a complimentary result toinstituting a waste digestion system in a CAFO’s as considered as avoluntary measure.  

Need to Include Fertilizer-Related Emissions In Agricultural GHG
The Plan credits these emissions to “largely methane emissionsfrom animals and their waste.”   However, agricultural fertilizerapplication should also be included in this sum, which would be nosmall addition—as much as 90 million metric tons of CO2 per yearare used by CAFO’s, a full half of which is attributable to foodcrop production.    Further, at least one study notes thatfertilizer must be included in the emissions regulatory regimebecause otherwise the methane capture practices “could inducesecondary effects that diminish water quality (e.g. switching tocrops with greater fertilizer requirements.)”   Even so, the studyconcludes that between 60 and 70 million tons of crop-relatedcarbon emissions can be mitigated—while leading to a 2% improvementin water quality. 

Even with the inclusion of fertilizer, however, the Scoping Planunderestimates the contribution of CAFO’s to localized and highlyconcentrated greenhouse gas emissions in California.  The plan doesnot acknowledge that California’s Central Valley contains thehighest concentration of dairy CAFO’s in the world, leading to aninordinately high level of localized greenhouse gas emissions. Combine this concentration with a recent study delineating thecontribution to greenhouse gas emissions from agricultural sourcesthat “surpass those of the transportation sector,”  and it isreasonable to conclude that agricultural emissions contribute farmore than 9% of state greenhouse gas emissions. 


Conclusion
Do not give agriculture an exception to AB32.  The CaliforniaLegislature made no such exception in their legislation, and theARB’s exclusion of this sector from the Scoping Plan is a violationof the letter and intent of the law.  Global farm animal productionis expected to double by 2050.  We must act now to combat thischallenge. 


Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/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 11:26:16No Duplicates.



Comment 429 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: BuscoEmail Address: john.busco+politik@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Reduce greenhouse gases in land use plansComment:Please include an aggressive emission reduction target for the landuse sector in the AB-32 Scoping Plan.  

Growth should be directed by lowering vehicle miles traveled,increasing opportunities for walking and biking, and making transitaccessible for more people.

Thank you for your consideration.

John Busco
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:27:28No Duplicates.



Comment 430 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DelLast Name: SchembariEmail Address: bat025@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:I've been asked by the Sierra Club to send a message consideringgreen house gases in land use policy.  I wholehartedly accept theirstance on this issue.  

When voting for the next governor, and state offices,  this factorwill be a major criteria while considering who to vote for.

Please do all you can to reduce greenhouse gases.  Let's keepCalifornia a cutting edge leader so the nation can follow ourexample.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:32:32No Duplicates.



Comment 431 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BruceLast Name: AmboEmail Address: bambo@morro-bay.ca.usAffiliation: City of Morro BaySubject: City of Morro Bay Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:See attached letter.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 11:32:40No Duplicates.



Comment 432 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RonaldLast Name: CohenEmail Address: rccohen@berkeley.eduAffiliation: UC BerkeleySubject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan, October 2008; Tracking and measuring progressComment:see attached fileAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1632-scoping_plan_letter.pdf'Original File Name: scoping_plan_letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:34:52No Duplicates.



Comment 433 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TonyLast Name: PicarelloEmail Address: tpicarello@westport.comAffiliation: WestportSubject: GHG and Criteria Pollutant Emissions EstimatorComment:Please See Attached Letter & ReportAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1633-tiax_report.zip'Original File Name: TIAX Report.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:36:50No Duplicates.



Comment 434 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Renee Last Name: ZeimerEmail Address: zeimer@walnut-creek.orgAffiliation: City of Walnut CreekSubject: Comments on Scoping PlanComment:See attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1634-cityofwalnutcreekcomments.scoping_plan.pdf'Original File Name: CityofWalnutCreekComments.Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:38:10No Duplicates.



Comment 435 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShellyLast Name: SullivanEmail Address: ssullivan@onemain.comAffiliation: Subject: Open Letter Re: AB 32 Scoping Plan Cost Concerns From  Business and Taxpayer GroupsComment:Attached please find an 'Open Letter'  to CARB Chair Mary Nicholsfrom 65 of California's business and taxpayer organizationsdiscussing cost concerns of the Scoping Plan as it is currentlywritten.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:41:50No Duplicates.



Comment 436 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: SandovalEmail Address: jim.sandoval@ch2m.comAffiliation: Bay Area Clean Water AgenciesSubject: Scoping Plan Comment LetterComment:Please find the attached comment letter on the Scoping Plan thatI'm am sending ARB on behalf of the Bay Area Clean Water Agencies.
Regards,
Jim SandovalAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1636-bacwa_scoping_plan-comment_letter_-_signed.pdf'Original File Name: BACWA_SCOPING_PLAN-Comment_Letter - signed.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:42:55No Duplicates.



Comment 437 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MattLast Name: MogensenEmail Address: matt.mogensen@fountainvalley.orgAffiliation: City of Fountain Valley, CM OfficeSubject: City of Fountain Valley Comment Letter on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find the attached City of Fountain Valley comment letter onthe CARB's Draft Scoping Plan from Mayor Guy Carrozzo. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1637-fountain_valley_draft_scoping_plan_comment_letter.pdf'Original File Name: Fountain Valley Draft Scoping Plan Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:46:40No Duplicates.



Comment 438 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JimLast Name: SandovalEmail Address: jim.sandoval@ch2m.comAffiliation: Calif. Wastewater Climate Change GroupSubject: Comment Letter on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find the attached comment letter on the Scoping Plan that Iam sending to the ARB on behalf of the California WastewaterClimate Change Group (CWCCG).
Regards,
Jim SandovalAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:47:15No Duplicates.



Comment 439 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: MurphyEmail Address: rmurphy@ierdc.orgAffiliation: Institute for Energy ResearchSubject: IER Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached are IER's critical comments on the economic analysiscontained in Appendix G of the Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:50:30No Duplicates.



Comment 440 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: GoldmanEmail Address: lgoldman@ci.alameda.ca.usAffiliation: City of AlamedaSubject: City of Alameda comments on draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter from the Mayor of Alameda.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1640-letter_to_mary_nichols.pdf'Original File Name: letter to Mary Nichols.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:50:38No Duplicates.



Comment 441 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: William Last Name: WesterfieldEmail Address: amercad@smud.orgAffiliation: SMUDSubject: SMUDs Comments of AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find SMUD's Comments for the AB 32 Scoping Plan. If you have any questions, please contact Araceli at 916 732-6447. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 11:50:41No Duplicates.



Comment 442 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LeiLani Last Name: Johnson KowalEmail Address: leilani.johnson@ladwp.comAffiliation: Los Angeles Department of Water & PowerSubject: LADWP Comments on Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find the Los Angeles Department of Water andPower's (LADWP) comments on the Proposed Scoping Plan.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 11:50:55No Duplicates.



Comment 443 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: WallisEmail Address: wallis@ebmud.comAffiliation: EBMUDSubject: Nichols-AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached are comments from EBMUD regarding the AB 32 Scoping PlanAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1643-ab_32_comment_letter_12-10-08.pdf'Original File Name: AB 32 comment letter 12-10-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:52:21No Duplicates.



Comment 444 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AndyLast Name: KatzEmail Address: andyk@ggbreathe.orgAffiliation: Breathe CaliforniaSubject: Support Proposed Scoping PlanComment:December 10, 2008

California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95812-2815

RE: Support for Proposed Scoping Plan

Chair Nichols and ARB Members:

Breathe California strongly supports the Proposed Scoping Plan,which will protect public health by reducing greenhouse gasemissions that are causing the temperature to rise and the climateto change.  Increased temperatures increase the number and severityof days with unhealthy exposure to ozone, causing asthma attacksand respiratory disease.  

Cumulative Impacts and Public Health Role

We encourage the Board to implement policies that will provide fora formal role for public health agencies to comment and inform thedecision-making process as proposed rules are developed.  While itis critical to counter the adverse consequences of climate change,it must be done in a way that does not harm the health ofcommunities already impacted by polluting sources.  

Strong Land Use Targets Needed

We urge the ARB to set a strong land use target in the range of 11– 14 MMT.  This is based on a recent scientific analysis by Dr.Reid Ewing and Dr. Arthur C. Nelson which shows that thesereductions are achievable with policies California is alreadycontemplating.  This higher target will need to be combined with acommitment to support regions, local government, and transportationagencies with the financial resources to achieve the target.  TheProposed Scoping Plan indicates that carbon auction revenues fromtransportation fuel are a potential source for this financialsupport.  

Thank you for your continued leadership in protecting publichealth.  

Sincerely,
 
Andy Katz
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:53:03No Duplicates.



Comment 445 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.This comment was posted then deleted 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: JenniferLast Name: De LurgioEmail Address: environmental-steward@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap-and-Trade ConcernsComment:
Greetings Chairwoman Nichols and Board Members:


   I am an energy management student at the wonderfulEnvironmental Studies Division of De Anza Community College, and anEnvironmental Programs intern at the City of Morgan Hill.  I aminspired by AB 32 legislation, and am committed to helpingCalifornia succeed in it's specified goals.  

   As you know, climate chaos due to human-caused actionscontributing to global warming may very well mean the end of ourlives as we know them on this beautiful planet.  Because Californiais a sentinel for our country, and indeed the world, we need solidand exact measures to ensure we meet AB 32 emissions reductionsrequirements.  

   I am concerned that with a number of aspects to the theproposed cap-and-trade program. First, a cap-and-trade program isvulnerable to special interests manipulation which is often hard toprove.  Entities can fudge accounting so that CO2 emissionsactually increase, even though reductions are claimed. Emissionsreductions results would be too hard to quantify, enforce, andverify. 

   Although certain businesses would profit from the marketmechanism of cap-and-trade, the customer will pay more, whilegetting less.  The Scoping Plan proposes that up to 49% ofemissions reductions will be allowed to take place from offsets. Much less innovation and alternatives would be encouraged with acap-and-trade program allowing offsets, than would with a carbontax.  Californian residents will also see less benefits as offsetsfor California emissions are allowed to occur outside of the state. 

As you know, many environmental and economic experts are in favorof a carbon fee.  The IPCC estimates that in order to stabilize GHGemissions at an acceptable level, a tax of around $50 for eachmetric ton would be needed worldwide.  I believe a cap-and-feeprogram would be a much better alternative and should be thoroughlyconsidered before California sets the precedent with measures whichare inadequate to get the job done.

Thank you for reading my comments! 

       -Jennifer De Lurgio
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:55:46No Duplicates.



Comment 447 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LisaLast Name: Kayser-GrantEmail Address: lkgrant3@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Strengthen commitment to land use reform in AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Members of CARB,

Please strengthen your commitment to land use reform in the AB 32Scoping Plan. Many policy makers agree that you can double ortriple your commitment of greenhouse  gas reduction from land use,from the current 5 million metric tons to up to 14. 

Land use has a tremendous impact on the generation -- or lackthereof -- of greenhouse gases. Communities need the push torequire more dense, walkable/bikeable, transit-orienteddevelopment, which can greatly reduce the production of greenhousegases.

In my community development decisions are basically made bydevelopers: whatever they propose is what the city council andsupervisors end up accepting. We need strong incentives and rulesdirecting development and redevelopment to give municipalities thedirection and backing they need to create communities that help usreduce greenhouse gases instead of increasing them.

Please take strong action now to reform land use in order toreduce greenhouse gases.

Sincerely, 

Lisa Kayser-Grant Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 11:56:35No Duplicates.



Comment 448 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AllanLast Name: KrauterEmail Address: akrauter@co.kern.ca.usAffiliation: Kern County Administrative OfficeSubject: County of Kern Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached are comments from Supervisor Michael J. Rubio, Chairman ofthe Kern County Board of Supervisors, to the California AirResources Board regarding the AB 32 Scoping Plan.  By unanimousvote of the Board, Supervisor Rubio has been authorized to submitthe attached comments on behalf of the County of Kern.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 11:59:03No Duplicates.



Comment 449 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GaryLast Name: PattonEmail Address: gapatton@stanfordalumni.orgAffiliation: As An IndividualSubject: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:December 10, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

	RE: Comments on Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan

Dear Ms. Nichols and Members of the Board:

I am currently serving as the General Counsel of the Planning andConservation League (PCL), and in that capacity I participated inthe passage of AB 32 and have been closely following thedevelopment and review of the proposed Climate Change Scoping Planmandated by that historic legislation. PCL has submitted officialcomments to your Board on the Proposed Scoping Plan, with which Iagree. This comment, however, is submitted personally, and not onbehalf of PCL. Its purpose is to highlight my concern that the ARB(on which I briefly served) infuse an increased sense of urgencyinto the Scoping Plan. 

Global warming is more than just “inconvenient.” We face ahuman-caused challenge to the continued existence of human life aswe know it. Global warming puts the natural environment in greatperil, but our human economic and political institutions are ineven greater danger. While we tend to think of global warming in“linear” terms, in which we anticipate slowly escalating worldtemperatures, the facts are most probably otherwise. Uncontrollablepositive feedback processes can quickly transform world climate inincredibly adverse ways if we reach certain “tipping points.”Significant releases of trapped methane, caused by the loss ofpermafrost, and the loss of artic ice, opening up new areas ofocean for heat absorption, can profoundly change globaltemperatures, with horribly adverse results. And these changes cancome upon us rapidly, even within a single decade. Dr. James E.Hansen, and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration, havebeen quoted as saying that we must significantly curtail greenhousegas emissions by no later than 2016 to avoid a climatecatastrophe.

In view of the enormity of the global warming challenge, we can bejustifiably proud that AB 32 has made a commitment, on behalf ofall Californians, that we will actually roll back the emission ofgreenhouse gases in this state. We cannot afford, however, to beself congratulatory. I am writing to urge the ARB to demonstrate anincreased sense of urgency about the global warming crisis thatconfronts our state, nation, and world.

Business as usual is a prescription for disaster. I believe thatif we can do something to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, then wemust do it, and we must act at the earliest possible time. In WorldWar II, facing a different type of challenge to the continuedexistence of human civilization, the  United States madefundamental changes in its economy in about two years time. We needto do the same now. We need, in other words, to require ourselvesto take prompt action, not just say it would be a good idea – andnot just hope that “the market,” or “incentives,” will somehow makeit happen.

I have several specific comments on the October 2008 Draft ScopingPlan:

1.	The Executive Summary in the October 2008 Draft Scoping Planends with this quote from Governor Schwarzenegger: “We owe ourchildren and we owe our grandchildren. We simply must do everythingin our power to fight global warming before it is too late(emphasis added).” I urge the ARB to insist that the policies andprograms set forth in the Final Scoping Plan in fact “doeverything” we have the power to do. 

2.	In the “Introduction” to the Draft Scoping Plan, on Page 3, theARB notes that it has increased the anticipated greenhouse gasemission reductions for Regional Transportation-Related GreenhouseGas Targets from 2 to 5 million metric tons of CO2 equivalent,compared to the first iteration of the draft plan. This is theright direction, but it’s not far enough. What we are talking abouthere is a commitment to end the sprawling land use patterns whichnot only cause global warming, but which also destroy farmlands,natural resource lands, and undermine the social stability of ourcommunities. I urge a target of not less than 14 million metrictons of CO2 equivalent, which studies submitted to the ARB indicateis an attainable goal.

3.	On Page 18, the ARB identifies the development of a so-called“cap and trade” program as a “central feature” of the overallrecommendation contained in the Draft Scoping Plan. I believe thatthe “central feature” of the Scoping Plan should be achievable“caps,” not “trading.” A focus on “trading” will likely divertefforts from the primary goal, which is to require ourselves tomake every possible reduction we can, at the earliest possibletime. The basic problem with a “market” approach to meeting theglobal warming challenge is that markets are designed to operate asevery individual attempts to maximize his or her individual bestinterest. Global warming is a crisis that confronts uscollectively. We are all in this together. Therefore, if there arethings which can be done to reduce emissions, our AB 32 programneeds to require that they actually be done. A so¬ called “market”approach suggests that what people ought to do is to search forsome way to get someone else to make reductions, so they don’t haveto. This is not the right message at a time of crisis.

4.	I agree with the Environmental Justice Advisory Committee thatthe ARB should implement a three-pronged approach for addressinggreenhouse gases: “(1) adopting standards and regulations; (2)providing incentives; and (3) putting a price on carbon via acarbon fee. 

5.	Page 25 of the Draft Scoping Plan suggests that “new powerplants, both fossil fuel fired and renewable generation, will be acritical part of the state’s electricity mix in coming decades.” Tomeet the global warming challenge, we need to stop combustingfossil fuels. A rule prohibiting “new” fossil fuel burning powerplants, so that new power plants will meet increased energy demandthrough renewable generation and conservation, is the kind ofresponse our state should be making to the crisis that we areconfronting. A provision could be designed to allow thereconstruction of existing fossil fuel power plants if thereconstructed plant would result in a significant reduction inemissions per unit of power produced.

In my experience, which does include a brief stint as a member ofthe ARB, one of the great strengths of the Air Resources Board isits deliberative and professional rulemaking process. Thatprofessional and scientifically-based approach is clearly visibleas the ARB determines how its Climate Change Scoping Plan will beframed.

I urge the Board, as it adopts the Scoping Plan – and even moreimportantly, as it implements the Scoping Plan – not to let its“deliberative” tradition blind it to the need for dramatic andeffective action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions at the earliestpossible time, and to the greatest degree possible. Please, in bothwhat you write, and what you do, highlight the sense of urgencythat must motivate our efforts. 

We shouldn’t let ourselves off the hook by passing by any feasibleway to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. We shouldn’t decide thatbecause we are leading the world in doing something that this isenough. Again, the ARB should be devising and implementing a planthat will actually do what Governor Schwarzenegger said:

“We owe our children and we owe our grandchildren. We simply mustdo everything in our power to fight global warming before it is toolate.”

Thank you for taking my comments into account.


Yours truly,

 
Gary A. Patton 


cc: PCL








Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1650-final_scoping_plan_comment_letter_to_arb_-_gap.doc'Original File Name: Final Scoping Plan Comment Letter to ARB - GAP.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:02:17No Duplicates.



Comment 450 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephanieLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: stephanie@wsgma.orgAffiliation: Western States Goods Movement All: IWLASubject: Scoping PlanComment:Joint Comments from Western States Goods Movement Alliance and theInternational Logistics and Warehousing AssociationAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/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 12:02:42No Duplicates.



Comment 451 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: William Last Name: WesterfieldEmail Address: amercad@smud.orgAffiliation: SMUDSubject: SMUDs Comments of AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Comments sent at 11:50 earlier today.  This copy is on letterhead.The comments, themselves are the same. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 12:06:26No Duplicates.



Comment 452 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Julie Meier Last Name: Wright Email Address: cd@sandiegobusiness.orgAffiliation: (619) 234-8484Subject: San Diego Regional EDC Scoping Plan Comments Comment:Please find a copy of the San Diego Regional EDC and San DiegoRegional Chamber of Commerce letter on scoping plan. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/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 12:10:05No Duplicates.



Comment 453 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: OvernEmail Address: movern@agrium.comAffiliation: Subject: Objection to Proposed RuleComment:CARB - 

Kindly review my attached letter in objection to the proposedrule.

Thanks -

MikeAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1656-arb_letter.doc'Original File Name: ARB Letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:13:37No Duplicates.



Comment 454 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LukeLast Name: ColeEmail Address: luke@igc.orgAffiliation: Center on Race, Poverty & the EnvironmtSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:See attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1657-scoping_plan_comments_-_crpe_final_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 12:28:19No Duplicates.



Comment 455 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: lisaLast Name: jacobsenEmail Address: ljacobse@fire.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Attached is a Comment Letter from CAL FIRE.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1658-carb.pdf'Original File Name: CARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 12:39:57No Duplicates.



Comment 456 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GillianLast Name: HayesEmail Address: ghayes@srcity.orgAffiliation: City of Santa RosaSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan commentsComment:Please see attached letter....Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1660-ab32_scoping_plan_comments.pdf'Original File Name: AB32 Scoping Plan comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:16:12No Duplicates.



Comment 457 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimothyLast Name: PapandreouEmail Address: papandreout@metro.netAffiliation: Subject: California Air Resources Board’s (CARB) Proposed AB 32 Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:December 9, 2008

Chair Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board
1001 “I” Street 
P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Chair Nichols, Board Members, and Staff:
     
The Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) appreciatethe opportunity to comment on the California Air Resources Board’s(CARB) Proposed AB 32 Climate Change Scoping Plan. California’s 43RTPAs seek to ensure that transportation projects can besuccessfully implemented that provide the multiple benefits ofeconomic development, improving quality of life and meeting stateand federal environmental goals.  

While mindful of the previous comments submitted by the RTPAs onAugust 13th, we would like to bring to your attention to theseadditional comments for inclusion in the Proposed Scoping Plan.

•	Support the securitization of existing funding levels of statetransit funding and dedicate new sources to accommodate modalshift.  While the Proposed Scoping Plan’s overall policy goalssupport and encourage a shift toward more transit-orientedcommunities and acknowledges the necessity of a secure source oftransit funding, it fails to acknowledge the state’s continued raidof transit funding to balance the budget.  A significant state rolein transit funding is critical to meeting the statutory goals of AB32 and SB 375 and the need to protect such funding sources shouldto be acknowledged in the plan.  Additionally, the plan shouldacknowledge that a modal shift will place a greater burden ontransit systems necessitating a dedicated, secure and sustainablefunding source to accommodate this shift.

•	Credit for emission reductions achieved through bond fundedprojects should belong to the local implementing entity. Localjurisdictions are contributing the majority of funding for thesetransportation projects through local matching funds, in additionto other expenditures for planning, environmental reviews, andengineering.  Assigning credit of GHG emission reductions achievedthrough these projects entirely to the state ignores the role oflocal agencies in implementing these emission reducing projects anddecreases the ability to reach regional GHG targets. The regionaltransportation plans analyze the cumulative impact of all land usedecisions and transportation projects based upon overallanticipated funding without regard to the funding source andseparating out specific projects requires an analysis of what wouldhappen without those projects but must include how the funding thatwent to those projects would otherwise be spent. Accordingly thispolicy is unworkable if applied to regional transportationplanning. We ask that this be clarified. If this does apply toregional transportation planning, the Plan should consider theoption of crediting GHG reductions proportionally based upon thefunding contribution of each entity. 

The RTPAs look forward to partnering with CARB on implementationof plan. RTPAs representing different areas of the state should beincluded as key representatives on the Regional Targets AdvisoryCommittee to ensure integrated implementation of the Scoping Planwith the SB 375 process.  Through this partnership, the RTPAs hopethat a workable framework can be developed whereby the goals of AB32 and SB 375 can be successfully met and transportation agenciescan continue implementing transportation projects efficiently andeffectively. Please contact Timothy Papandreou at (213) 922-2281 orWendy Villa of OCTA at 714-560-5595 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely,

Rachel Moriconi
Moderator 2008/09
California Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1661-rtpa_comments_12-5-08_carbscopingplan.pdf'Original File Name: RTPA Comments 12-5-08 CARBScopingPlan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:27:56No Duplicates.



Comment 458 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TomLast Name: GuildersonEmail Address: tguilder@ucsc.eduAffiliation: Subject: Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan, Tracking and Measuring ProgressComment:The legislation proposed under the auspices of AB 32 The CaliforniaGlobal Warming Solutions Act of 2006, is ground-breaking,progressive and an important step in the right direction towards anational dialog and emissions reduction program in concert with acredible national energy policy.  The legislation has been followedup by the recently-released “Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan,October 2008” which lays out the implementation of AB 32, which isalso an important step towards defining the requirements, needs,and methodology to meet the reductions mandated under AB32. However, “Tracking and Measuring Progress” (Section IV-D) isfundamentally flawed in its assumptions and implementation innearly exclusively relying upon a ‘bottom-up’ inventorying methodsfor quantifying and tracking “greenhouse gas” (GHG) emissions. There is a large and extensive scientific literature base whichdocuments that such inventories can be off by factors of two (2) ormore.  This is the case nationally in the US where the bottom upestimate of SF6 emissions are close to a factor of three (3) lowerthan what is required to match what is observed in the atmosphere. This single example shares commonality with other estimates ofother emissions which show that bottom-up inventories are alwaysbiased to UNDERESTIMATING the true emissions.  This is the caseeven when there are not substantial financial incentives anddis-incentives to ‘gerrymander’ the inventory to meet a specificoutcome (eg., when cap and trade, “mitigation” efforts, and“carbon” auctions, each of which carries financial benefits andincentives for specific players, are being combined in the case ofAB 32’s implementation). 

A credible, scientifically defensible estimate of GHG emissionsrequires additional effort beyond the “Report Card” approachesdescribed in the Scoping Plan.  Such methods need to  include ananalysis of the uncertainties in the GHG emissions, and independentverification of the bottom-up inventories.  There is only a briefreference to verification based on atmospheric measurements at theend of the third paragraph in Section IV-D: “Continuous atmosphericmonitoring of greenhouse gases may be useful for determining theeffectiveness of emission reduction strategies and for futureinventory development.”  Such a statement is ineffective andartificially weak in articulating the true need of such anactivity.

In order to add credibility to the Scoping Plan, I stronglyrecommend that the Air Resources Board include an expandeddescription on the role of instrumental observations, including butnot exclusive to continuous monitoring and discrete whole airsampling and improving verification strategies such as thecombination of observations with modeling (vis a vis “top downinversion” models).  Without such a statement the Scoping Plan ifimplemented as stated will not meet the stated goals and actualprogress towards (verified) emissions reductions.
Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1662-arb_scopingcomm.pdf'Original File Name: ARB_ScopingComm.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:33:37No Duplicates.



Comment 459 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ChrisLast Name: TookerEmail Address: ctooker@winfirst.comAffiliation: Sacramento LAFCOSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:
As a commissioner on the Sacramento Local Agency FormationCommission (LAFCO), I am focused on preventing urban sprawl and itclimate change impacts, providing efficient municipal services andprotecting the County’s remaining agricultural lands and openspace. In passing AB 32, the Legislature and the Governor clearlyrecognized the imperative of effectively addressing climate changeNOW in order to assure the vitality of California's future economyand quality of life.  Meeting this challenge requires major changesin public policy to assure that the "externalities" so long ignoredby our economic system are adequately "internalized". The mythical“free lunches” of the past are behind us. Such changes mustreflect, in part, a clear understanding of the relationshipsbetween land use, energy use, and climate change.  As with thecritical national and world-wide economic crisis that we facetoday, a half-hearted attempt to address climate change is doomedto failure!  Fundamental and even difficult changes in the way wegrow our communities are needed NOW! 

Accordingly, CARB should raise the land use target in the AB 32Scoping Plan from 5 million metric tons of C02 equivalent (MMT) to11-14 MMT. The 5 MMT target is based upon models that are widelyacknowledged to underestimate the benefits of dense, mixed-usedevelopment, while the higher target is achievable with policiesCalifornia is already considering. In addition to reducing greenhouse gas emissions, such changes will provide other long termbenefits, including more efficient municipal services, energysavings, and preservation of important agricultural lands and openspace resources that are critical to our long term economy andquality of life.

Setting a higher target for the land use sector will signal tolocal governments that establishing new land use patterns is acritical part of the transformation in our economy that is neededto combat global warming.  Conversely, a low target will send thesignal that business-as-usual development can continue and thatsomeone else will solve the problem.

Chris Tooker
Public Member Commissioner
Sacramento LAFCO
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 14:34:21No Duplicates.



Comment 460 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: donaldLast Name: manroEmail Address: citizen-aide@clearwire.netAffiliation: T C Citizens for Responsible GrowthSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:We strongly encourage you to adopt a higher emission reductiontarget for the land use sector of the AB 32 Scoping Plan.  Standardlow density, automobile oriented land use patterns that underliethe state's contribution to the global greenhouse gas emissioncrisis have also been generating a severe health crisis responsiblefor more premature deaths than automobile accidents in the SanJoaquin Valley.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 16:14:04No Duplicates.



Comment 461 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Don Last Name: WoodEmail Address: dwood8@cox.netAffiliation: Pacific Energy Policy Center Subject: Public Goods Charges on Water BillsComment:Chairwoman Nichols and Board Members:

We understand that the Scoping Plan calls for significantinvestments in conservation and recommends a public goods charge onwater bills to fund end-use water efficiency improvements,system-wide efficiency projects and water recycling. We completelysupport this action. The state legislature approved legislationcreateing public goods charges on gas and electricity bills in the1980s which have helped fund energy efficiency programs that havesaved California energy customers billions of dollars in avoidedcosts, and helped avoid the need to build dozens of new powerplantscosting billions of dollars since the PGC charges were firstadopted. We strongly urge the Board to keep water public goodscharges as part of our AB 32 implementation plans.  Watercollection, transmission, distribution and treatment requires 19%of all the energy used in California. Finding more ways to increasewater efficiency would help solve the state's energy problems, aswell as addressing its water shortage problems. 

Thanks for considering these comments. 

Don Wood, Sr. Policy Advisor
Pacific Energy Policy Center
La Mesa, CaliforniaAttachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 17:30:16No Duplicates.



Comment 462 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: KarenLast Name: SandbergEmail Address: karensandberg@surewest.netAffiliation: Subject: Legislative Analysts Office letter dated 11-17-2008 to Hon. Roger NielloComment:I realize this comment is late - Please read the LAO letteravailable on the internet - my house has suffered water damage andis in the middle of reconstruction and I am unable to attend themeeting tomorrow and was unable to submit comments regarding theLegislative Analysts Office letter timely - 
The LAO letter comments on inconsistencies and incompleteness ofthe Scoping Plan - Please do not adopt this Scoping Plan - Pleasehave another public hearing to discuss better alternatives. Thankyou. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 19:06:33No Duplicates.



Comment 463 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BethLast Name: HuningEmail Address: bhuning@sfbayjv.orgAffiliation: San Francisco Bay Joint VentureSubject: AB 32 scoping plan commentsComment:The San Francisco Bay Joint Venture (SFBJV) is a partnership ofgovernment agencies, non-profit organizations, business, andlandowners working collaborative to protect, restore, and enhance200,000 acres of wetlands in the San Francisco Bay Area.  The SFBJVis one of 18 joint ventures in North America, implementing theNorth American Wetlands Conservation Act.  The SFBJV isparticularly concerned about greenhouse gas emissions as theyrelate to climate change and sea level rise.

Tidal wetlands have been shown to be effective not only for floodcontrol and shoreline protection, but in sequestering carbon.  Theyalso provide valuable wildlife habitat mitigate for sea level ries. Currently  SFBJV partners are conducting research in conjuctionwith the California Climate Action Registry to more accuratelymeasure and assess carbon sequestration in SF Bay tidal wetlands. Additional research and technical assistance is needed to supportcarbon sequestration, especially with respect to tidal wetlands. There is also a strong need for research to develop protocols forcarbon sequestration in wetlands, similar to existing forestryprotocols.

It is important that there is a clear policy for guidance oncarbon credit/mitigation funding that can be used with other publicfunding that allow for projects sponsored by the SFBJV to be ableto receive funding from multiple sources (i.e. public fundingsources - state or federal- and carbon credit/mitigation funding.)

The SFBJV suggests that AB 32 allow for funds generated by carboncredits/mitigation or other carbon revenue generating activities tobe used for research and technical assistance to implement projectsfor adaptation, such as wetland restoration, acquisition.

If you have any questions about the SFBJV or our interest inensuring that tidal wetlands are considered in AB32 implementation,please feel free to contact me.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 20:06:31No Duplicates.



Comment 464 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: WhippleEmail Address: rwhipple@cosb.orgAffiliation: City of Solana BeachSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Public CommentsComment:Dear Honorable Chairperson, CARB Board Members and Clerk Of TheBoard,

Please accept comments from the City of Solana Beach (Attached)for consideration of Item #08-10-2 “Public Meeting to Consider theApproval of Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32) Scoping Plan to ReduceGreenhouse Gas Emissions in California” to be held at 9:00 am onThursday December, 11, 2008. 

Thank you for your consideration.

 Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1673-carb_scoping_plan_comments_-_solana_beach.pdf'Original File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Comments - Solana Beach.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 21:19:56No Duplicates.



Comment 465 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AmeenahLast Name: FullerEmail Address: ameenahfuller4senate@californiamail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan to Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions in CAComment:Dear ARB board;

This letter is in support of AB 32 Scoping Plan to ReduceGreenhouse Gas Emissions in California. It is important the stateof California in conjunction with the Air Resources Board takeappropriate action in short order to implement the approval of AB32. This is a progressive move in the right direction to reduceGreenhouse gas emissions and promote our environmental policies. Itis important California set an example for the nation and become amodel on this issue. I will continually support AB 32 for a greenerCalifornia. The creation of new jobs in green technology isparamount in today's economy. In addition, I support tax incentivesfor homebuilders that build affordable green homes in theCalifornia. 

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ameenah Fuller
Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 02:54:07No Duplicates.



Comment 466 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LindellLast Name: PriceEmail Address: lprice@walksacramento.orgAffiliation: Subject: Land Use Reform, and multimodal transportationComment:Place more emphasis on land use reform.  Mixed use and compact landuse opens the door to multimodal transportation.  Stop wasting somuch of our valuable land on pavement for driving and parking.  Toreduce greenhouse gases, let's use more land for trees and plants,and less for pavement for motorvehicles.Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 07:22:08No Duplicates.



Comment 467 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GladwynLast Name: d'SouzaEmail Address: godsouza@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 Scoping plan commentsComment: Dear Chair Nichols:
 Thank you for you and your staff's hard work on the ClimateChange Scoping Plan. Your plan will shape our states response toglobal warming over several decades.

 As you meet Dec. 11-12 to consider whether to adopt the plan, Ihope you take the time to review three key areas: land use,auctions, and offsets.

 Land Use: Please consider setting a higher target for land usepollution reduction since changing land-use practices now
 will reduce sprawl. The goal should be to recycle and reuseexisting infrastructure resulting in fossil fuels remaining in theground. Consider spreading the pricing model from electricityacross all areas of fossil fuel use. A sustainable quantity isallowed after which higher prices kick in.

 Auctions: Please consider requiring auctions, not giveaways forany and all carbon allowances granted by CARB. A cap and dividendas Hansen has said is important to address equity without which theparadigm doesn't change and nothing works. A working system ofRenewable Energy Credits will allow individuals to install solarand create local distributed networks of clean power.

 Offsets: Please think about reducing the offsets allowed underthis plan. Under the current plan, polluters could rely entirely onoffsets in the early years of the program, thus allowing pollutersin capped sectors to delay making their own emission reductionsuntil later years, in some cases not until 2018.

 Thank you for the strong leadership you have provided andcontinue to
 provide as California addresses the pollution that causes globalwarming.

 Sincerely,
Gladwyn d'Souza
1473 Sixth Ave, Belmont Ca 94002Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 07:40:11No Duplicates.



Comment 468 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ErnestLast Name: SilvaEmail Address: esilva@m-w-h.comAffiliation: Coalition for Adequate School HousingSubject: 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/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1678-ab32scoping_plan1.doc'Original File Name: AB32scoping plan1.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 09:28:29No Duplicates.



Comment 469 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenLast Name: BurnsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: ChevronComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1687-01.pdf'Original File Name: 01.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:09:50No Duplicates.



Comment 470 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PatrickLast Name: PrattEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of  Rancho MirageComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1688-03.pdf'Original File Name: 03.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:13:21No Duplicates.



Comment 471 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TillyLast Name: ChangEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: San Francisco County Transporation AuthorityComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1689-04.pdf'Original File Name: 04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:14:10No Duplicates.



Comment 472 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EllenLast Name: TauscherEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Congress of the United States- House of RepresentativesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1690-05.pdf'Original File Name: 05.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:16:01No Duplicates.



Comment 473 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: HarrisonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Office of the Mayor- City of RedlandsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1691-06.pdf'Original File Name: 06.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:17:11No Duplicates.



Comment 474 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: RudatEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of Los AlamitosComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1692-07.pdf'Original File Name: 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:19:53No Duplicates.



Comment 475 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: BillLast Name: BisahaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Servpro of TustinComment:Please see attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1693-08.pdf'Original File Name: 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:21:16No Duplicates.



Comment 476 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CherylLast Name: BrothersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Orange County Council of GovernmentsComment:Please see attached.Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1694-09.pdf'Original File Name: 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:23:05No Duplicates.



Comment 477 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DoranLast Name: BarnesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Foothill Transit- We DriveComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1695-10.pdf'Original File Name: 10.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:37:20No Duplicates.



Comment 478 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MarcellLast Name: EngstromEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: R&R Customs- Small Business OwnerComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1696-11.pdf'Original File Name: 11.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:38:12No Duplicates.



Comment 479 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: KernsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Sonoma County Board of SupervisorsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1697-12.pdf'Original File Name: 12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:39:28No Duplicates.



Comment 480 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LangEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Coast Fabrication, Inc. Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1698-13.pdf'Original File Name: 13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:40:01No Duplicates.



Comment 481 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: EllieLast Name: WootenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of MercedComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1699-14.pdf'Original File Name: 14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:40:43No Duplicates.



Comment 482 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: MeyerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: American Council of Engineering CompaniesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1700-16.pdf'Original File Name: 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:41:16No Duplicates.



Comment 483 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TimLast Name: TraverEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of ArvinComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1701-17.pdf'Original File Name: 17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:41:58No Duplicates.



Comment 484 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: PastoreEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Southern California Alliance of Publicly Owned Treatment WorksComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1702-18.pdf'Original File Name: 18.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:45:47No Duplicates.



Comment 485 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DouglasLast Name: CraneEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Society in Favor of Depopulating CaliforniaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1703-19.pdf'Original File Name: 19.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:47:47No Duplicates.



Comment 486 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: StephenLast Name: FinneganEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Automobile Club of Souther CaliforniaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1704-20.pdf'Original File Name: 20.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:49:14No Duplicates.



Comment 487 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SarahLast Name: GurneyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of SebastopolComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1705-21.pdf'Original File Name: 21.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 16:17:16No Duplicates.



Comment 488 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PamelaLast Name: TorliattEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Bay Area Air QualityComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1706-22.pdf'Original File Name: 22.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:30:47No Duplicates.



Comment 489 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DavidLast Name: TysonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of EurekaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1708-23.pdf'Original File Name: 23.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:38:06No Duplicates.



Comment 490 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: J.P.Last Name: CativielaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Community Alliance for Responsible Environmental StewardshipComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1710-24.pdf'Original File Name: 24.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:40:19No Duplicates.



Comment 491 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RobertLast Name: LieberEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of AlbanyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1711-25.pdf'Original File Name: 25.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:42:08No Duplicates.



Comment 492 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LindaLast Name: BestEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Contra Costa CouncilComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1712-26.pdf'Original File Name: 26.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:42:38No Duplicates.



Comment 493 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SuzanneLast Name: BeersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re; Keep the AB 32 Scoing Plan Strong!Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1713-27.pdf'Original File Name: 27.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:46:53No Duplicates.



Comment 494 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: NelsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of PlacentiaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1714-28.pdf'Original File Name: 28.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:47:18No Duplicates.



Comment 495 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JohnLast Name: JaquessEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of HighlandsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1715-29.pdf'Original File Name: 29.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:48:35No Duplicates.



Comment 496 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RebeccaLast Name: SuttonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Working GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1716-30.pdf'Original File Name: 30.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 09:49:05No Duplicates.



Comment 497 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MatthewLast Name: MahoodEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Metro ChamberComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1722-34.pdf'Original File Name: 34.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:04:08No Duplicates.



Comment 498 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SidLast Name: AbmaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Sidel Systems U.S.A. Inc.Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1723-33.pdf'Original File Name: 33.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:06:36No Duplicates.



Comment 499 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AlbertLast Name: BoroEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of San RafaelComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1724-35.pdf'Original File Name: 35.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:07:58No Duplicates.



Comment 500 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AnnLast Name: EganEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Private Citizen- Against Global Warming PremiseComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1725-36.pdf'Original File Name: 36.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:08:58No Duplicates.



Comment 501 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LouisLast Name: DomessaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Private CitizenComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1726-37.pdf'Original File Name: 37.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:10:14No Duplicates.



Comment 502 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: CarolLast Name: SchatzEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Central City AssociationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1727-38.pdf'Original File Name: 38.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:11:18No Duplicates.



Comment 503 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ScottLast Name: AndresonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The Industrial Association, Inc. of Contra Costa CountyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1728-39.pdf'Original File Name: 39.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:13:18No Duplicates.



Comment 504 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: C.L.Last Name: SathosEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Department of the NavyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1729-40.pdf'Original File Name: 40.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:14:14No Duplicates.



Comment 505 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregoryLast Name: AdamsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles CountyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1730-41.pdf'Original File Name: 41.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 10:15:22No Duplicates.



Comment 506 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: ShellyLast Name: SullivanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Implementation GroupComment:DVD of Constituents Comments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. Copy of DVDlocated in the December 2008 Board Book.  Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:55:48No Duplicates.



Comment 507 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: Lee Last Name: HarringtonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Southern California Leadership CouncilComment:Binder of from Southern California Leadership Council. Bindercontains testimony of Lee Harrington, SCLC's Proposed Plan Comments(November 4, 2008), SCLC's Draft Plan Comments (July 3, 2008), andan AB 32 Report. Original binder submitted is located in theDecember Board Book. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:14:25No Duplicates.



Comment 508 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: AngelaLast Name: Johnson MeszarosEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Justice Advisory CommitteeComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1745-12_11_08_proposed_plan_-_ejac_comments_final.pdf 'Original File Name: 12_11_08_Proposed Plan - EJAC Comments FINAL.pdfDate and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:17:16No Duplicates.



Comment 509 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JoshLast Name: MargolisEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: CantorCO2eComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1746-cantorco2e.pdf'Original File Name: CantorCO2e.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:19:01No Duplicates.



Comment 510 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: RichardLast Name: RobinsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Pollock Fishing RulesComment:First Name: Richard
Last Name: Robinson
EMail Address: RbnsnBkpkr@sbcglobal.net
Phone Number:
Affiliation:

Subject: Pollock fishing rules
Comment:

It has come to my attention that the eastern Bering Sea pollock
stock appears to have declined 50% since last 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 meet in December, I urge you to set a catch limit that
will reverse the decline of pollock stocks and provide for the
needs for all species that depend on pollock as their prey.
Rebuilding pollock stocks will serve the long term interests of
Alaska's fishing industry and coastal communities.

I also urge you to suspend the roe fishery.  With pollock stocks
in trouble, it makes no sense to deliberately take tons ofpregnant
females before they release their eggs.

In general, a more precautionary, ecosystem-based approach is
needed to prevent declines of this nature.  Marine reserves are a
valuable tool to enable degraded habitats to recover, and to
rebuild fish populations.  They can also serve as experimental
controls which help increase understanding of the impacts of
climate change.

Decisive action is needed now to prevent one of the largest
fisheries collapses in history, with far reaching ecological and
economic implications. Attachment: ''Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:23:22No Duplicates.



Comment 511 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SidneyLast Name: SigletonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Wincentive CorporationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1748-scop0001.pdf'Original File Name: scop0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:33:30No Duplicates.



Comment 512 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: DarrenLast Name: StroudEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: ValeroComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1749-01.pdf'Original File Name: 01.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:51:09No Duplicates.



Comment 513 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PatrickLast Name: StraderEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Starpointe VenturesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1750-02.pdf'Original File Name: 02.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:52:45No Duplicates.



Comment 514 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: SuzanneLast Name: SmithEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Sonoma County Transportation AuthorityComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1751-03.pdf'Original File Name: 03.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:53:34No Duplicates.



Comment 515 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: JamesLast Name: CampEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Voit Development CompanyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1752-04.pdf'Original File Name: 04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:54:28No Duplicates.



Comment 516 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GlennLast Name: SteigerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of GlendaleComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1753-05.pdf'Original File Name: 05.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:55:01No Duplicates.



Comment 517 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LyndaLast Name: LangEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Carpinteria Valley Chamber of CommerceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1754-06.pdf'Original File Name: 06.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:55:34No Duplicates.



Comment 518 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MikeLast Name: RileyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Riley Electric Inc. Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1755-07.pdf'Original File Name: 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:56:02No Duplicates.



Comment 519 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: MichaelLast Name: CunneenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Signet Products, Inc.Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1758-scoping0001.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:15:06No Duplicates.



Comment 520 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: LorieLast Name: MeadEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Mead Automotive & RV RepairComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1759-scoping0002.pdf'Original File Name: scoping0002.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:25:16No Duplicates.



Comment 521 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: TroyLast Name: RobertsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: ConwayComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1760-scopinggdf0001.pdf'Original File Name: scopinggdf0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:52:04No Duplicates.



Comment 522 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: GregLast Name: KerrasEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Communities for a Better EnvironmentComment:Please see attached. Attachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1761-cbe.pdf'Original File Name: cbe.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 10:52:57No Duplicates.



Comment 523 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08) - 45 Day.First Name: PaulLast Name: HelikerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Marin Municipal Water DistrictComment:please see attachedAttachment: 'https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/truckbus08/946-paul_heliker.pdf'Original File Name: Paul Heliker.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 11:41:32No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: HankLast Name: RyanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Small Business California Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/776-1.pdfOriginal File Name: 1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:40:56No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: CharlotteLast Name: MyersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Interfaith Power and LightComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/777-3.pdfOriginal File Name: 3.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:43:48No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BetsyLast Name: ReifsniderEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Catholic Charities Diocese of StocktonComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/778-4.pdfOriginal File Name: 4.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:45:33No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: DanielleLast Name: Osborn MillsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Comments of the Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable TechnologiesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/779-5.pdfOriginal File Name: 5.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 09:48:50No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: AngelaLast Name: Johnson MeszarosEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Climate Change and the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/781-aa.pdfOriginal File Name: aa.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:13:45No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BudLast Name: BeebeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The Sacramento Municipal Utility DistrictComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/782-7.pdfOriginal File Name: 7.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:15:09No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: SusanLast Name: StrongEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: American Chemistry CouncilComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/783-8.pdfOriginal File Name: 8.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:16:03No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BeverlyLast Name: AlkireEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Green ConsultantsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/784-9.pdfOriginal File Name: 9.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:17:13No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LeeLast Name: HarringtonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Southern California Leadership CouncilComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/785-10.pdfOriginal File Name: 10.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:18:14No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: MikeLast Name: ZuckermanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Zen Compound LLC/ Temple NightclubComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/787-11.pdfOriginal File Name: 11.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:19:45No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: AndrewLast Name: MichaelEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Bay Area CouncilComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/788-12.pdfOriginal File Name: 12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:20:29No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JamesLast Name: DuranEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: A Report of the Heritage Center for Data AnalysisComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/789-13.pdfOriginal File Name: 13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:22:08No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: KariLast Name: SmithEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: SunPower CorporationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/790-14.pdfOriginal File Name: 14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:26:12No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ScottLast Name: SmithlineEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: Mandatory Commercial Recycling AB32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/791-15.pdfOriginal File Name: 15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 10:58:33No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ScottLast Name: RayomdEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: FineliteComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/792-16.pdfOriginal File Name: 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:00:42No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: AllenLast Name: LloydEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Business Letter to ARB in Support of the Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/793-17.pdfOriginal File Name: 17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:10:32No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: SarahLast Name: SkikineEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The Climate GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/794-18.pdfOriginal File Name: 18.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:14:01No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BuddyLast Name: BurkeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Republicans for Environmental ProtectionComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/795-19.pdfOriginal File Name: 19.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:15:40No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ElliotLast Name: HoffmanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: New Voices for BusinessComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/796-20.pdfOriginal File Name: 20.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 11:17:20No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ChrisLast Name: EriksonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Climate EarthComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/803-climateearth0001.pdfOriginal File Name: climateearth0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 13:24:04No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: Betty JoLast Name: ToccoliEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Total One Development CenterComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/804-22.pdfOriginal File Name: 22.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 13:24:51No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BonniLast Name: Holmes-GenEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: Proposed Global Warming Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/807-230001.pdfOriginal File Name: 230001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:10:05No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan Comments: Linda WeinerComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/808-24.pdfOriginal File Name: 24.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:11:09No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: TeriLast Name: DuarteEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Testimony of AB32 Final Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/809-25.pdfOriginal File Name: 25.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:11:57No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: DorseyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Testimony of Dr. Michael Dorsey, Dartmouth CollegeComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/810-26.pdfOriginal File Name: 26.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:13:23No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: RobertLast Name: JohnstonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Robert A. Johnston, Professor, UC DavisComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/811-27.pdfOriginal File Name: 27.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:15:28No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JudyLast Name: PikeEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Judy Price- Director, Sustainablity and Supply ManagementComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/813-28.pdfOriginal File Name: 28.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:17:35No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: RobertLast Name: MeacherEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Board of SupervisorsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/814-30.pdfOriginal File Name: 30.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:25:40No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: DavidLast Name: WrightEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: David Wright- Proposed Scoping Plan RecommendationsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/815-31.pdfOriginal File Name: 31.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:26:49No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: AlexandraLast Name: DestlerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Public Health InstituteComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/816-32.pdfOriginal File Name: 32.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:27:56No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JamesLast Name: WatsonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Justice Working GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/817-33.pdfOriginal File Name: 33.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:31:37No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: DianeLast Name: TakvorianEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Health CoalitionComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/818-34.pdfOriginal File Name: 34.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:34:25No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: VaniaLast Name: AhmadiEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Healthy 880 CommunitiesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/819-35.pdfOriginal File Name: 35.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:38:19No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BlakeLast Name: SimmonsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Energy Systems DepartmentComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/820-36.pdfOriginal File Name: 36.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:39:20No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JamesLast Name: FineEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Defense FundComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/822-37.pdfOriginal File Name: 37.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:42:01No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: TrishaLast Name: RothEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Trisha Roth, MD Comments for AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/823-38.pdfOriginal File Name: 38.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:43:16No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ErinLast Name: RogersEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Statement in Support of the Effective Limits on Offsets for Reducing Global WarmingComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/824-39.pdfOriginal File Name: 39.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:44:11No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ChrisLast Name: BuschEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: Climate Change Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/825-40.pdfOriginal File Name: 40.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-25 14:44:53No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: Californians AgainstLast Name: NAEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Californians Against Wate (See Message)Comment:Californians Against Waste, Center for Biological Diversity,Natural Resources Defense Council, Sierra Club, The NatureConservancy, and the Wilderness Society. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/850-01.pdfOriginal File Name: 01.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:41:51No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LindaLast Name: GeringerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Kerman Chamber of CommerceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/852-02.pdfOriginal File Name: 02.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:55:42No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: SeyedLast Name: SedredinEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control DistrictComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/853-03.pdfOriginal File Name: 03.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:57:35No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: DaveLast Name: JonesEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Assemble California LegislatureComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/854-04.pdfOriginal File Name: 04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:58:30No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BruceLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Walker CorporationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/855-05.pdfOriginal File Name: 05.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:59:08No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: MargoLast Name: BrownEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Integrated Waste Management BoardComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/856-06.pdfOriginal File Name: 06.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 12:59:50No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: GeorgeLast Name: WaidelichEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: SafewayComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/857-07.pdfOriginal File Name: 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:01:01No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: Sierra Club CalifornLast Name: NAEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Sierra Club CaliforniaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/858-08.pdfOriginal File Name: 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:04:58No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JohnLast Name: KabateckEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Re: Small Business Comments on AB 32 Proposed Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/860-10.pdfOriginal File Name: 10.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:16:41No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: StanLast Name: DixonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Board of Forestry and Fire ProtectionComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/861-11.pdfOriginal File Name: 11.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:20:54No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: Shayne Last Name: LawEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: SQB Natural Beverage LeaderComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/862-12.pdfOriginal File Name: 12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:22:15No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: RonaldLast Name: StearnEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of SonoraComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/863-13.pdfOriginal File Name: 13.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:31:46No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: DennisLast Name: LujanEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of SelmaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/865-14.pdfOriginal File Name: 14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:55:35No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: RichardLast Name: DixonEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Association of GovernmentsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/866-15.pdfOriginal File Name: 15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:57:24No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: GregLast Name: NyhoffEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of ModestoComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/867-16.pdfOriginal File Name: 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:57:59No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: EricLast Name: BeverEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of Costa MesaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/868-17.pdfOriginal File Name: 17.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 14:59:09No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LisaLast Name: NovotnyEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of LakewoodComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/869-18.pdfOriginal File Name: 18.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:00:00No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: HenryLast Name: GardnerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Association of Bay Area GovernmentsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/870-19.pdfOriginal File Name: 19.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:01:51No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: MichaelLast Name: EganEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The City of BellflowerComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/871-20.pdfOriginal File Name: 20.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:02:24No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: TerryLast Name: McKittrickEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of DinubaComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/872-21.pdfOriginal File Name: 21.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:03:11No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: GregoryLast Name: KordunerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of Huntington ParkComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/873-22.pdfOriginal File Name: 22.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:04:04No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BobLast Name: ZarrilliEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of CommerceComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/874-20081126151704687.pdfOriginal File Name: 20081126151704687.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:06:03No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: PaulLast Name: LittleEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Pasadena Chamber of CommerceComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/875-24.pdfOriginal File Name: 24.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:08:16No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JeffreyLast Name: ParkerEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of ClaremontComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/876-25.pdfOriginal File Name: 25.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:08:46No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JerryLast Name: AmanteEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: City of TustinComment:Please see attached. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/877-26.pdfOriginal File Name: 26.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:09:31No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: BillLast Name: DombroskiEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Retailers AssociationComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/880-09.pdfOriginal File Name: 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 15:18:09No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: GregLast Name: KarrasEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Communication for a Better Environment (CBE)Comment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1731-comment.zipOriginal File Name: Comment.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:04:48No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: RickLast Name: RowEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Sustainable Silicon ValleyComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1732-01.pdfOriginal File Name: 01.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:08:29No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: AmishaLast Name: PatelEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Cal ChamberComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1733-03.pdfOriginal File Name: 03.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:16:27No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LarryLast Name: ForesterEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Councilmember- City of Signal Hill. Gateway CitiesComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1734-04.pdfOriginal File Name: 04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:20:03No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: PeterLast Name: CooperEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Labor FoundationComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1735-05.pdfOriginal File Name: 05.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:20:53No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: NaomiLast Name: KimEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: California Environmental Rights AllianceComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1736-comments_2.zipOriginal File Name: Comments 2.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 16:22:43No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JesseLast Name: MarquezEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Coalition for a Safe EnvironmentComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1737-comments_3.zipOriginal File Name: Comments 3.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:36:45No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: NALast Name: Group CommentsEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Group CommentsComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1738-07.pdfOriginal File Name: 07.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:37:56No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: SarahLast Name: SkikneEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: The Climate GroupComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1739-08.pdfOriginal File Name: 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:38:49No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: TimothyLast Name: FlaniganEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Flanigan Law FirmComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1740-09.pdfOriginal File Name: 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:39:21No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: Melissa Last Name: Kelly-OrtegaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Public MemberComment:Attached copy of film "The 11th Hour". Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:42:27No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: LisaLast Name: WilcoxEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Fillerton CollegeComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1742-10.pdfOriginal File Name: 10.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-20 10:43:53No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: ElaineLast Name: BellEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: American Lung Association- Post CardComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1762-american_lung_assoc0001.pdfOriginal File Name: american lung assoc0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 14:06:20141 Duplicates.



Comment 78 for AB 32 Scoping Plan (scopingpln08). (At Hearing)First Name: JuanLast Name: Montes de OcaEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Clean Card Discount (Feebates)- Post CardComment:Please see attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/scopingpln08/1763-feedbates0001.pdfOriginal File Name: feedbates0001.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 14:07:38200 Duplicates.


