Comment 1 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide" informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Elton

Last Name: Sherwin

Email Address: esherwin@carbonzeroinstitute.org
Affiliation: Carbon Zero Institute

Subject: Why Methane Matters
Comment:

The attached presentation was prepared for the June 13th, 2013
Public Workshop for The 2013 Update to the AB 32 Scoping Plan and
was given by Elton Sherwi n, Executive Director of the Carbon Zero
Institute.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/3-2013-sp-update-ws-B3RTPVwWAUXAACV I 7.pdf
Original File Name: Sherwin remarks on methane during public comments for CZ Institute.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-06-14 11:16:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Raney

Email Address: cities21@cities21.org
Affiliation: Cities21

Subject: Research Need: Behavior Change Scenarios
Comment:

Research Need: Devel op W despread Behavi or Change Scenari os,
i ncluding an “enlightened humanity” scenari o.

Bet ween 2013 and 2050, there is chance for w despread human
behavi or change on the order of World War 11 US hone front

col l aboration, rationing and economi c restructuring. As a
provocative GHG behavi or-centered exanple, what if we all becane
vegetarians in 2022 to reduce GHG production? As part of the
process to envision and forecast the resultant CA in 2050, please
conduct appropriate behavior change research as this may lead to
| arge scal e GHG reduction

The Behavi or, Energy, and dimate Change Conference could becone a
natural hone over the next few decades for ongoing research on
behavi or change related to CA climate. The conference is held every
year in Novenber. Sacranmento is the home for the 2010, 2012, and
upcom ng 2013 conferences. http://beccconference.org/. The BECC
Conference is convened by the Precourt Energy Efficiency Center
(PEEC), Stanford University, American Council for an Energy

Ef fici ent Econony (ACEEE), and California Institute for Energy and
Environment (CIEE), University of California.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-06-14 12:06:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide" informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Steve

Last Name: Raney

Email Address: cities21@cities21.org
Affiliation: Cities21, Palo Alto

Subject: Research Need: Develop Climate Adaptation Scenarios
Comment:

As of 2013, we cannot predict the resultant 2050 world. 2050 is
science fiction.

As far as climate inpacts occurring within the 2013-2050 ti nmefrane,
some climate inpacts will tend to danmpen energy demand and GHG
producti on, whereas sone adaptations may consune rel atively nore
energy (exanple: w despread use of energy-intensive desalinization
to address water shortages). A GHG Clinate Adaptation Futures
Scenari o Group should be convened to develop nultiple 2050
scenari os over a range of atnospheric GHG | evel s (sonme well beyond
the | PCC consensus). Policy, GHG i npact, and adaptation planning

| earnings fromthese scenarios should be | ogged.

Andrew Guzrman' s book Overheated serves as one starting point.
Andrew Guzman is Professor of Law and Director of the Advanced Law
degree Prograns at Berkeley Law School, University of California,
Ber kel ey.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-06-14 12:15:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Holm

Email Address: aholm@theclimateregistry.org
Affiliation: The Climate Registry

Subject: AB32 Scoping Plan Comments/The Climate Registry
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached docunent which outlines reconmendations
submitted by The Cimte Registry, in regards to the AB32 Scoping
Pl an.

Thank you,
Any Hol m

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/6-2013-sp-update-ws-V TRQNF1vUDFWD 1Mg.docx
Original File Name: AB32 Scoping Plan TCR Comments.docx

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-02 14:48:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Providesthe public and stakeholder s opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Lee

Last Name: Wallace

Email Address: lwallace@semprautilities.com
Affiliation: Southern California Gas Co. / San Diego

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Update Workshop
Comment:

We have been using the 2013 EPA GHG i nventory to hel p address
guestions we have received about nethane emissions. It is the nost
reliable and accepted source of national data avail able, and has
been issued for 18 years. This year’'s report stated, “Overall,
natural gas systenms emtted 139.6 Tg CO2 Eq. (6,646 Gg) of CH4 in
2011, a 13 percent decrease conpared to 1990 em ssions (see Table
3-43, Table 3-44, and Table 3-45) and 32.3 Tg C»2 Eq. (32,344 &)
of non-conbustion CO2 in 2011, a 14 percent decrease conpared to
1990 eni ssions (see Table 3-46 and Table 3-47). The decrease in CH4
em ssions is due largely to a decrease in em ssions from

transm ssion and storage due to increased voluntary reductions and
a decrease in distribution enissions due to a decrease in cast iron
and unprotected steel pipelines.” Chapter 3, page 56. Here is the
link to the entire report:

http://ww. epa. gov/ cl i mat echange/ ghgeni ssi ons/ usi nvent oryr eport . ht i

We are not referring to the EPA GHG I nventory as the “answer” to
the current discussion about nethane enissions fromthe natural gas
system But it does present data about how the natural gas

i ndustry perforned during a recent period of grow ng demand for
natural gas. The Inventory shows the natural gas system had a
steady decline in nmethane em ssions. It al so discusses the
reasons behind the decline. The report contains a nore detailed

di scussion, but it was primarily voluntary reductions in

transm ssion and storage (e.g. the EPA Natural Gas Star program
and repl acenment of cast iron and steel pipe. These practices wll
continue, because there are nmany reasons we want to reduce | eakage,
i ncluding inproved safety, conservation of our product, and of
course inprovenent in the environnent.

| also wanted to let you know about California |egislation, AB 1257
(Bocanegra), we are supporting. The bill would require the
California Energy Conmi ssion, by January 1, 2015, and every 4 years
thereafter, to prepare and submt to the Legislature and Governor a
report containing specified information identifying strategies to
maxi m ze the benefits obtained fromnatural gas as an energy source
in California. The report will include:

(10) Evaluating the incremental beneficial and adverse econonic
cost and environmental inpacts of proposed strategies ,including
lifecycle greenhouse gas emnissions from production, transportation
and use of natural gas based on authoritative, peer-reviewd, and
sci ence-based anal ysis, or as deternmined by the State Air Resources
Board.

We | ook forward to working with CARB, CEC and ot her stakeholders to
have a public discussion of this and other issues associated with
the future of natural gas, whether or not this bill becones |aw.

If you have further questions, please feel free to contact ne.



Lee Wall ace

Envi ronment al Affairs Manager

Envi ronment al Affairs Departnent

Southern California Gas Co. / San Diego Gas & Electric
Wor k: 213.244. 8851

Cel | : 213. 215. 3787

Fax: 213. 244. 8254

Emai |l : I wal | ace@enprautilities.com
Attachment:

Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-02 15:58:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Larry

Last Name: Buckle

Email Address: Buckle@IES-ENG.COM
Affiliation: Organic Energy Corporation, Inc.

Subject: COMMENTS TO DRAFT WASTE MANAGEMENT SECTOR PLANS
Comment:

Organi c Energy Corporation is grateful for the opportunity to
submit conmrents for the collaborative effort of Cal Recycle and the
Air Resources Board (ARB) as they draft plans for devel opnent of
Assenmbly Bill (AB) 341 inplenentation plan and revision of the AB
32 Scoping Plan. W appl aud the coordination and col | aborati on of
the two departnent staffs.

Attached are our comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/8-2013-sp-update-ws-UDFSNgRaAmIBNV MM .pdf
Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-08 13:23:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Providesthe public and stakeholder s opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Theodore

Last Name: Hadzi-Antich

Email Address: tha@pacificlegal.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Legal Authority Beyond 2020
Comment:

Nothing in the California d obal Warm ng Solutions Act of 2006 ("AB
32") or el sewhere provides CARB with the I egal authority to inpose
greenhouse gas emi ssions limtations beyond those required by
California Health & Safety Code Section 38550. Specifically,
Section 38550 authorizes CARB to inpose by 2020 statew de
greenhouse gas enmissions limtations equivalent to the | evel of
greenhouse gas emissions in California as of 1990.

Bef ore CARB may i npose any greenhouse gas emnissions limtations
beyond the 1990 emissions level, CARB is first required to "nake
recomendations to the Governor and the Legislature on howto
continue reductions of greenhouse gas eni ssions beyond 1990, "
pursuant to Health & Safety Code 38551(c). According, Health and
Saf ety Code 38551(c) displaces any aspect of Executive Order S-3-05
that addresses greenhouse gas em ssions reductions after 2020,
specifically including any aspects of Executive Order S-3-05 that
addresses greenhouse gas enissions targets for 2050.

Theref ore, any aspect of the 2013 Amendnments to the 2008 Scoping
Plan that sets forth goals for enissions reductions beyond 2020 is
ultra vires and beyond the authority of CARB or any other
California administrative agency to the extent that they constitute
anyt hi ng other than reconmendations to the Governor and the

| egi sl ature under Health & Safety Code 38551(c). |In short, CARB is
not authorized to inplenent binding em ssions targets beyond 2020
wi thout future duly enacted | egislation, based upon
recomendat i ons by CARB nade pursuant to Health & Safety Code
38551(c), duly authorizing sane.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-12 13:20:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Chuck

Last Name: Helget

Email Address: sectorstrategiesinc@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SWIG/SWICS Comments Regarding SPU and Waste Management Sector Documents
Comment:

Pl ease see attached the SWG and SWCS coments on certain draft
wast e sector docunents presented at the joint Cal Recycle and CARB
Wor kshop on June 18, 2013.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/10-2013-sp-update-ws-V C5X OFEgBHKFeVM6.zip
Original File Name: zip.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-12 15:42:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Pat

Last Name: Proano

Email Address: pproano@dpw.lacounty.gov
Affiliation: Los Angeles County Department of Public

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Waste Sector Comments - Los Angeles County
Comment:

Attached are comments from Los Angel es County Departnent of Public
Wirks regardi ng the proposed Waste Sector Plan of the AB 32 Scoping
Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/11-2013-sp-update-ws-BnFTNAR2UHcL aA Fe.pdf

Original File Name: Waste Management Sector Plan Comments Cover Letter Howard Levenson_Edie
Chang_07-11-13.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-12 16:19:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kathryn

Last Name: Phillips

Email Address: kathryn.phillips@sierraclub.org
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Scoping Plan Update Comments from Sierra Club California
Comment:

Pl ease find attached Sierra Club California's coments regarding
the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/12-2013-sp-update-ws-BmBX OFM8UWM Ebgl W .pdf
Original File Name: Final Sierra Club California Comments on CARB 2013 Scoping Plan Update 7.12.13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-12 17:25:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Rico

Last Name: Mastrodonato

Email Address: rico.mastrodonato@tpl.org
Affiliation: Trust For Public Land

Subject: Scoping Plan Update - Comments Attached
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment on Scoping Plan. Please also share with
the Environnental Justice Advisory Conmittee. Thank-youl

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/14-2013-sp-update-ws-UTRV OVI1yBDQAWQV p.docx
Original File Name: EJAC Letter.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-17 14:27:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jeanne

Last Name: Merrill

Email Address: jmerrill @calclimateag.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments on the agriculture sector section of
t he update, which includes coments relevant to the transportation
(e.g. SB 375/l and use issues), energy (e.g. bioenergy technica
assi stance for producers, water (e.g. technical assistance for
growers on water stewardship issues) and natural/working | ands
(e.g. land conservation) sections of the update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/15-2013-sp-update-ws-BmV TNFc6V 2cK bV 5. pdf
Original File Name: CaCAN - Scoping Plan Update Comments - 7-19-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-19 15:59:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Randal

Last Name: Friedman

Email Address: randalfriedman@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: 2013 SCOPING PLAN UPDATE COMMENTS
Comment:

Conmment s attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/16-2013-sp-update-ws-UGIFMwEXWDgL UgFy.pdf
Original File Name: 2013 SCOPING PLAN COMMENTS.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-23 09:03:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Marc

Last Name: Fontana

Email Address: solarman08-now@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: GHG Reduction should include Investing in EV Charging Infrastructure
Comment:

El ectric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure should be included in
CARB' s plan for nmeeting the goals of AB 32. Wdespread adoption of
EVs depends on the availability of charging stations.

Also, with nore EVs on the road, there should be less pollution to
our air and water.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-24 15:19:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Providesthe public and stakeholder s opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amber

Last Name: Wyatt

Email Address: amber.wyatt@sce.com
Affiliation: Southern California Edison Co.

Subject: SCE Comments on Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached are SCE' s coments on the Scoping Pl an Update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/18-2013-sp-update-ws-BnV cOQZiAw9SNwV q.pdf
Original File Name: SCE Comments on Scoping Plan Update (Final).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-26 13:48:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Megan

Last Name: Scott

Email Address: megan.scott@berkeley.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: UC Berkeley Donald Vial Center comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find corments submitted on behal f of the UC
Berkel ey Donald Vial Center on Enploynent in the G een Econony.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/20-2013-sp-update-ws-UDQGdIQ2A AWAZ QX pdf
Original File Name: DV C comments on the 2013 update to AB 32 scoping plan 7-29-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-29 12:46:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: James P.

Last Name: Halloran

Email Address: IPH@CAT.COM
Affiliation: CCDC

Subject: Comments of the California Clean DG Coalition
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached comments for the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an Update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/21-2013-sp-update-ws-BmUGY 1w5A I DWIQ3.pdf
Original File Name: CCDC Comments on the CARB 2013 Update to AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-30 14:27:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Eugene

Last Name: Wilson

Email Address: wilson1224@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Freight Rall
Comment:

Hel | o- -

I would like to know how California can take better advantage of
the existing freight rail infrastructure to nove freight nore
efficiently.

Caltrans is working on a California Rail Plan, and the Scoping Plan
update should take into consideration that plan. CARB is working on
getting cleaner |oconotive engines. The ports are all working on
freight rail issues

Rail is a nore energy efficient node than trucking. CARB should
det ermi ne whether a thorough study has been done of how greater use
of freight rail mght save on GHG eni ssions, reduce traffic
congestion fromtrucks, and reduce wear on roadways.

We don't have a good study right now of how the econom cs and
energy efficiency of freight rail mght help to reduce GIG
em ssions. This could start by making sonme reference in the
Scoping Plan to freight rail as a potential GHG sol ution

One part of this issue is "logistics sprawl,"” which is the tendency
to | ocate warehouses on the urban periphery, e.g., Mreno Valley,
and then to truck goods to themfromthe ports of LA and Long Beach
over congested freeways. These warehouses go in wthout even
considering freight rail

This is not an efficient practice, but cheap Iand on the urban
periphery is a crucial consideration for businesses. The issues is
"sustainable logistics." A visiting professor at USC just wote a
paper about this issue in Los Angel es--

http://ww. sci encedi rect. com science/article/pii/S1877042810010748

A lot of conpanies are paying attention to this including DHL which
has an article here--

http://ww. dp-
dhl . com content/dani | ogi sti k_popul aer/trends/ St udi eSust ai nabl eLogi stics/study_t owards_susta
i nabl e_| ogi sti cs. pdf

The Scoping Plan needs to ask Caltrans be working on where the
opportunities are for using freight rail and howto partner with
UP, BNSF, and the shortlines to help get freight off freeways and
on rail

This could be a win for business and the environnent, but it needs
to be elevated in our discussions.

Thank you



Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-30 19:04:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Anthony

Last Name: Andreoni

Email Address: tandreoni @cmua.org
Affiliation: CMUA

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see our attached comment |etter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/23-2013-sp-update-ws-VjUGbQBOV GZSCwY 0.pdf
Original File Name: CMUA 2013 Scoping Plan Comment Letter to ARB 07-31-2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-31 11:31:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Betsy

Last Name: McGovern-Garcia

Email Address: betsy.garcia@ci.visalia.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Visalia

Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached conments on the AB 32 Scoping Pl an
Update fromthe City of Visalia.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/24-2013-sp-update-ws-AGM GaQZzA ykGX wIm.pdf
Original File Name: City of Visalia_ Comments AB32 Scoping Plan Update.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-31 12:06:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Mitch

Last Name: Mitchell

Email Address: dxjones@semprautilities.com
Affiliation: SoCalGas

Subject: 2013 AB32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached are comments from Sout hern California Gas Conpany
regardi ng the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/25-2013-sp-update-ws-BnUHY gNIAw8K bwRr. pdf
Original File Name: SCG commits-ScopingPlan 7-30-13f.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-07-31 12:45:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Nicole

Last Name: Vermilion

Email Address: nvermilion@planningcenter.com
Affiliation: The Planning Center/DC& E

Subject: 2013-SP-Update-WS
Comment:

The 2013 Update to the Scoping Plan should establish interim
(Post-2020 but pre-2050)targets to address the Iong-termgoal to
reduce GHG enissions to 80% bel ow 1990 | evel s by 2050. These
targets should be clearly articulated for the state as a whole (or
separate sectors) and qualitative/quantitative goals should be
identified for | ocal governnments. It may be inportant to

di stinguish goals for established (built-out out conmunities) v.
growi ng conmunities (comunities that will experience an increase
in sources of em ssions despite federal, state, and regi onal CGHG
em ssi ons reductions)when considering |ocal GHG reduction goals for
| ocal jurisdictions. One of the nost far reaching statenents in the
2008 Scoping Plan for local communities was in regard for |oca
governnents to achieve a 15%reduction by 2020. Wile this was
never originally intended to apply on a city-by-city (or
county-by-county) basis, but for the State as a whole, this |oca
goal was applied by local jurisdictions while preparing |ocal
greenhouse gas (GHG reduction plans and for the California

Envi ronmental Quality Act (CEQA) threshol ds. D scussion regarding
these type of quantitative/qualitative statenments should be given
careful reviewin this next update because of the far reaching
consequences with regard to CEQA and significance thresholds used
in CEQA docunents. Furthernore, outreach with | ocal governnments on
what types of programs are needed to further he state in achieving
the I ong termgoal should be conducted. These types of prograns

(i ncluding funding prograns)should be considered in the 2013
Updat e.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-01 09:31:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Theodore

Last Name: Hadzi-Antich

Email Address: tha@pacificlegal.org
Affiliation: Pacific Legal Foundation

Subject: Legal Auhtority to Go Beyond Reachng 1990 Greenhouse Gas Emissions Levels BY 2020
Comment:

Ladi es and Genetl enen,
| offer these comments on behl af of Pacific Legal Foundation

The California Air Resources Board ("CARB") does not have the |ega
authority to inplenent greenhouse gas em ssions reductions beyond
the levels specified in A B. 32, which authorizes CARB to regul ate
greenhouse gas emissions in California to ensure that, by 2020,
such emni ssions do not exceed 1990 levels in the state. AB 32 does
not authorize CARB or any other state agency to further reduce
greenhouse gas em ssions by an additional 80% by 2050. Yet that is
what the 2013 Scoping Plan Anmendnents portend. Any effort by CARB
to go beyond enissions reductions required to be achi eved by 2020
is ultra vires under A B. 32, absent any other authorizing

| egislation. Furthernore, any legal authority that CARB nay have
had under Executive Order S-3-05 in connection with 2050 emni ssions
goal s has been superceded by A B. 32, which does not authorize the
achi evenent of such goals. Wen faced with the decision of whether
or not to adopt the golas of Executive Order S-3-05, the California
Legil ature chose to adopt the 2020 goal only and rejected the 2050
goal by not specifically authorizing CARB to achieve it. See

O Grady v. Superior Court, 139 Cal. App. 4th 1423, 1443 (2006) (a
statute "is presunmed to exclude things not mentioned.” SEe al so,
Pul aski v. Cal. GCccupational Safety and Health Standards Bd., 75
Cal. App. 4th 1315, 1332 (1999) ("Admi nistrative regul ations that
altar or amend [a] statute or enlarge its scope are void."

If CARB noves forward to issue or pronul gate Scoping Plan
anendments that include the 2050 goals, it will be acting beyond
its legislative authority, and Pacific Legal Foundation plans to
bring legal action to challenge any such effort by CARB

Si ncerely,

Theodor e Hadzi - Antich
SEni or Staff Attorney, Pacific Legal Foundation

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-01 14:13:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Diane

Last Name: Heinze

Email Address: dheinze@portoakland.com
Affiliation: Port of Oakland

Subject: Energy
Comment:

| attended the workshop in SF this week, and it was very wel

organi zed - thanks. The Port of Oakland' s seaport has been busy

i npl ementing shore power. A major nilestone, and hopefully noney
wel | spent to control diesel em ssions locally, and global climte
change. This is in addition to everything el se the seaport nust

do.

As a honeowner, | found nyself changing ny priority during the
nmeeting for hone repairs fromre-doing the kitchen floor to
installing new windows in the living room Mney is less of a
concern then how to go about getting this done. M suggestion
therefore is to focus the public on ONE PRIORI TY for perhaps two of
the five years of the scoping plan. For w ndows, CARB/ BAAQVD coul d
provi de honeowners with | ocal contractors, options, costs, and
other information to nake it as easy as possible to inplenent.
Homeowners coul d plan ahead for this work which will be costly, and
contractors could market custoners for this work

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-01 14:35:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Joseph T.

Last Name: Edmiston

Email Address: cartelli@smmc.ca.gov

Affiliation: Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy

Subject: Preservation of Natural Resourcesin Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached comment letter regarding the Scoping Plan
updat e.

Joseph T. Edm ston, FAICP, Hon. ASLA
Executive Director

State of California--Natural Resources Agency
Sant a Mbni ca Mount ai ns Conservancy

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/29-2013-sp-update-ws-AnEGY 10zV XY BbgRg.pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comment Letter _ SMMC.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 10:23:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jack

Last Name: Macy

Email Address: jack.macy@sfgov.org

Affiliation: San Francisco Department of Environment

Subject: Comments on Waste Management Sector of the AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

The City and County of San Franci sco Departnent of the Environment
submits the following cooments on the Waste Managenent Sector of
the AB 32 Scoping Plan Update. W appreciate many val uabl e
recommended actions proposed in the Sector Plan. Overall we
strongly encourage not to incentivize landfilling, incineration, or
“thermal / conversi on” technol ogies and prioritizing incentives for
anaer obi ¢ di gestion and conposting as well as reuse, recycling, and
remanufacturing. Mre specifically, we strongly encourages that
the AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an:

e Prioritize mandating source separated coll ection of food scraps,
starting at least with conmercial food scraps, to maxinize carbon
em ssi on reductions through edible food reuse, animl feed, and
anaer obi ¢ di gestion and/or conposting; and prioritize a ban on
landfilling organic materials. Start phasing in the landfill ban
with | andscape plant debris as 23 other states have al ready done,
then commercial food organics as states such as Massachusetts are
doing in 2014, and then residential food organics. San Francisco
has mandated the source separation for conposting collection of all
organic materials since 2009, with all sectors participating.
Landfill bans or other mandates for conposting collection have
proven to be the nost effective policies in diverting organics from
landfills. Therefore, Cal Recycle and CARB need to prioritize the
adoption of these regulations in order to achieve the 2020 goal s of
AB 32 and AB 341.

e Prioritize incentives for diversion of organic and recycl abl e
materials fromdisposal (landfills and incinerators) into reuse,
recycling, anaerobic digestion (AD) and/or conposting as they are
proven technol ogi es that provide significant carbon em ssion
reduction benefits conmpared to landfilling or incineration. San
Franci sco has found that 90% of the entire discard nmaterial stream
(“waste”) can be reused, recycled or AD/ conposted and Cal Recycl e
studi es have found 2/3rds of disposed material is recyclable or
conpostable. Yet millions of tons of recyclable or conpostable

materials are still disposed. The bi ggest obstacle to increased
di version and resulting reduction in carbon enm ssions is the direct
econonmi ¢ conpetition fromlandfilling. Em ssion reduction benefits

shown from conpost use reducing fossil fuel derived fertilizers,
pesticides, irrigation and carbon sequestration, should be
accounted for as well as used anaerobic digestion gas to offset
fuel enmissions. 1In addition to nandated collection and di sposa
bans, increased financial incentivizes are needed to support and
devel op the collection, processing and marketing infrastructure for
beneficial diversion to effectively conpete against disposal

i ncluding |l ocal reuse and remanufacturing such as wood

remanuf acturing a higher and better use that bi omass burning.

* Do not incentivize landfill gas used for energy as that wll
effectively subsidize the landfilling of organic materials and can
run counter to efforts to divert organic materials fromlandfil
into nore carbon benefici al anaer obi ¢ di gestion and/ or

conmposting. Landfills should be required to convert their captured
gas into energy but not subsidized and given further conpetitive



cost advantage over diversion fromlandfill. Increased landfilling
of organics will increase eni ssions of greenhouse gases even with
landfill gas capture systens and thereby increase global warning
pol lution, undernining the intent of AB 32.

* Do not incentivize incineration (including “thermal or
conversi on” technol ogies) of organic materials as that effectively
subsi di zes the burning of organic materials and can run counter to
efforts to divert organic nmaterials to nore proven carbon
benefi ci al anaerobi ¢ digestion and/or conposting. |ncineration
results in increased carbon em ssions conpared to anaerobic

di gestion and conposting that sequester carbon with the |and
application of conpost or digestate. Burning materials nmade from
non-renewabl e resources should not be considered renewabl e energy.

e Do not exenpt incineration or landfill gas fromthe cap-and-trade
program Exenpting incineration (thermal or conversion) or
landfills from cap-and-trade woul d give these facilities a
conpetitive advantage over hi gher val ue diversion prograns and
facilities resulting in increased net carbon eni ssions.

Thank you for the opportunity to conment.
Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 11:21:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jenny

Last Name: Bard

Email Address: jenny.bard@lung.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Lung Association Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached pl ease find recommendati ons fromthe American Lung
Association in California for the AB 32 Scoping Pl an Update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/31-2013-sp-update-ws-V DhSIV Q7BTFRCAhp.pdf
Original File Name: Lung Association Scoping Plan Update recommendations FINAL 8-1-2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 12:49:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Mitch

Last Name: Mitchell

Email Address: dxjones@semprautilities.com
Affiliation: SDG&E

Subject: 2013 AB32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached are comments from San Diego Gas & Electric regarding the
2013 Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/32-2013-sp-update-ws-ViUCY FcxAjQBZANs. pdf
Original File Name: SDGECommt.Scoping PlanUpdate-7-31-13-Final .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 13:19:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Schmelzer

Email Address: jason@shawyoderantwih.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SWANA Scoping Plan Update Comments
Comment:

Hel | o,

Pl ease the attached comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update from
the Solid Waste Association of North Anerica.

Best ,

Jason Schnel zer
Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/33-2013-sp-update-ws-UyAFdFU1V 2pSN QFe.pdf
Original File Name: SWANA Scoping Plan Comments.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 16:35:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Magavern

Email Address: bill@ccair.org
Affiliation: Coalition for Clean Air

Subject: CCA Comments on Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Att ached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/34-2013-sp-update-ws-BmVVMAN;jV FgL bgBv.docx
Original File Name: CCA Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 18:02:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Pike

Email Address: epike@energy-solution.com
Affiliation: Energy Solutions

Subject: Recommended Passenger Vehicle In-use Efficiency Measures
Comment:

Pl ease note - we have attached our comments as a PDF and al so
included the text of these comments here.

August 2, 2013

M ke Tol I strup

Chi ef, Project Assessnent Branch
1001 | Street

California Air Resources Board
Sacranento, California 95814

Subj ect: AB32 Scopi ng Pl an Update — Passenger Vehicle |In-Use
Efficiency

Dear M. Tol I strup:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide suggestions for the AB32
Scopi ng Pl an update. W encourage you to build on California's

| eader shi p reduci ng transportation em ssions by including passenger
vehicle in-use efficiency in the scoping plan update.

In particular, we recommend that the update include a pathway to

i mprove depl oyment of fuel efficient passenger vehicle repl acenent
tire and engine oil technology. The scoping plan update should

i nclude prograns starting with tire incentives for a limted tine
period and ratings followed by standards to permanently shift the
mar ket. These prograns would allow drivers of every incone |level to
participate directly in the benefits of AB32. W al so encourage
eval uation of potential nmeasures for inproved engi ne oi

t echnol ogy.

The original scoping plan (neasure T-4) set goals of over three
mllion nmetric tons per year of GHG savings and $750 nmillion in
annual consuner savings fromthese technol ogi es. These goals are
achievable with a very high benefit/cost ratio and can | everage CEC
research on lowrolling resistance tires as well as precedents in
Eur ope, Japan and Sout h Kor ea.

W have attached suggested | anguage for the scoping plan update and
appreci ate your consideration of our comments. Please contact ne or
have your staff contact ne at epi ke@nergy-solution.comor (510)
482- 4420 x239 if you have any questi ons.

Si ncerely,

Ed Pi ke, P.E.
Seni or Project Manager

Attachnent: Suggested | anguage for scoping plan update



"Passenger Vehicle Efficiency Measures Update

Several passenger vehicle in-use efficiency nmeasures woul d

conpl enent adopted AB32 policies for new vehicles, fuels and
vehicle mles traveled. Two opportunities identified in the
original scoping plan include low rolling resistance replacenent

tires and | ow viscosity engine oil. Inplenenting these neasures
will build on the adopted tire inflation early action neasure and
result in additional em ssion reductions of greater than 3 million

netric tons per year and consumer cost savings of greater than $750
mllion per year. These prograns would be an opportunity for
drivers of every incone level, including | ow income drivers, to
participate directly in the fuel cost savings and other benefits of
AB32.

Tires

Low rolling resistance replacenent tire technol ogy can reduce

| ong-term GHG and fuel consunption by 4 percent or greater. This
technol ogy is expected to continue to advance for new vehicl es due
to Californialfederal GHG and fuel econony standards and vehicle

| abel i ng but no prograns are in place for the replacenent tire
market. (Low rolling resistance tires are required for heavy duty
vehicl es under California' s Smartway regul ation.)

A two- phased California approach is reconmended to naxim ze the
benefits of lowrolling resistance replacenment tires for passenger
vehicles. First, a consuner incentive and education pilot program
could be inplenented on a regional basis, and potentially expanded
state-wi de (assuming that funding is available) to create consumer
pull for the nost energy efficient replacenent tires. This program
shoul d be followed by the adoption of standards, |everaging

exi sting CEC research, to permanently shift the nmarket. California
can al so | everage experience fromtire prograns devel oped in the
Eur opean Uni on, Japan and South Korea to devel op prograns and avoid
the risk that lowquality replacenment tires pushed out of

i nternational markets could be shifted to California.

Low Friction Engine O ls

Engi ne oil fornulations can also inpact a vehicle's GHG emi ssi ons
because reducing friction fromthe internal engine parts wll

i nprove the overall efficiently of the engine. This, in turn
reduces the engine |oad and fuel consunption. Use of low friction
engine oils in passenger vehicles can result in up to 2 percent GHG
reduction. Initial efforts could focus on a consumer incentive and
education pilot program potentially followed by inplenentation of
a broader program and/or regul ation.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/35-2013-sp-update-ws-VzJROVELUXABY FUs.pdf
Original File Name: Energy Solutions AB32_scoping plan comment.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-02 18:18:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Bullock

Email Address: mike_bullock@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: 2013 AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Cars and light-duty trucks nust support clinmate stabilization
Based on Dr. James Hansen's latest witings, the stabilization
trajectory nust reach 80% bel ow 1990 | evel s about 20 years sooner
than S-3-05's year of 2050. In other words, this sector, like al
other significant sectors, nust reach 80% bel ow 1990 | evel s by
2030, NOT 2050.

The attached work which is based on the best estinmates back in
2008. More specifically, it is based on the work of Steve W nkel nan
and S-3-05. It shows a need to drop net driving by 15% and
per-capita driving by 35.1% by year 2035. The good news is that
cars will be nmuch nore efficient by 2035 than Steve W nkel man's
estinates. However, the bad news overwhel ns the good news. The bad
news is that S-3-05 is not even close to being sufficient. Doing

t he updated cal cul ati on, using the updated car efficiency and the
updated stabilization trajectory, the driving reductions needed by
2035 will be even less than the old results, as stated above.

Pl ease take an interest in human survival and science. Call ne at
760- 754-8025 and | will show you ny | atest cal cul ations, which are
based i n CAFE standards from 2010 to 2025 and a generous assunption
of how they will change from 2025 to 2035 (2.5 MPG per year

i nprovenent)to estinmate the average efficiency of cars and
light-duty trucks in California in 2035, conpared to year 2005.
used a 15 year car wear out and therefore | divided vehicles into
15 different age categories, fromfirst year to 15th year

G ven the steep reductions in driving that will be required, | have
never-the-less had to come up with solutions that will neet the
need.

There are two different 3-1egged stools. The first is, as stated by
W nkl enan, clean cars, clean fuels, and less driving. The second is
how to achieve the required anmount of less driving: good transit,
good devel opnent ("smart growt h" and "conplete streets"), and

i mproving the way we pay for roads and car parKking.

Pl ease call nme at 760-754-8025 so we can go over the solution and
how t hese changes can be acconplished in tine.

Doi ng | ess than what is needed, by having an insufficient Scoping
Plan, will play a large role in destabilizing the climate.
Destabilization is a significant negative environmental inpact.
Therefore, the adoption of this Scoping Plan is a project, under
CEQA |l aw and therefore an EIR process is needed

For the children

M ke Bul | ock



Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/36-2013-sp-update-ws-B20HY Fc4V HIBdFc0.doc
Original File Name: ManuscriptRTP2Court5.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-03 21:17:00
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Comment 33 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Jones

Email Address: todd@resource-solutions.org
Affiliation: Center for Resource Solutions

Subject: CRS Comments on 2013 Scoping Plan Update Workshop Series
Comment:

Dear Menbers of the Board,

Thank you for this opportunity to provide feedback on the regiona
public workshops for the 2013 Update to the AB 32 Scoping Pl an. Cur
comments here are linmted to the Energy Focus Area. W agree with
the ARB that | ow carbon generation, and specifically renewabl e
generation should be prominent in the vision for 2050. Wthin this
el ement of the vision and as a neans to support the integration of
renewabl e resources, we encourage the ARB to consider goals,

obj ectives, and neasures related to increasing voluntary denand for
renewabl e energy in the state (where voluntary denmand is renewabl e
electricity use, voluntarily purchased and/ or generated by
residential, conmercial and industrial custoners, above and beyond
what is required by the RPS). We encourage the ARB to think about
what actions the state can take to incentivize voluntary action
(for exanple, requiring utilities to offer green power options). W
are happy to provide nore thoughts.

Thank you,

Todd Jones

Center for Resource Sol utions

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 09:56:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Scott
Last Name: Elrod
Email Address: Scott.Elrod@parc.com
Affiliation: PARC

Subject: PARC Comments on Updated Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached are PARC s comments on the Updated Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/38-2013-sp-update-ws-WjkGY VUmMUGFRCAFy.pdf
Original File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Comment Letter PARC.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 10:06:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Mainland

Email Address. emainland@comcast.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: Sierra Club's Questions on AB32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Questions Sierra Club would Iike answered in the AB 32 Scoping Pl an
Updat e

Overvi ew

1. Higher goals. WII CARB consider |eading the call for higher
and faster state greenhouse-gas (GHG reduction goals and
renewabl es targets in view of new science that shows global clinate
di sruption noving nuch faster than expected? Sierra O ub has
urged, for exanple, a 50-percent RPS by 2030 and an 80-percent GHG
reduction considerably sooner than 2050. See Sierra Club’s letter
to CARB July 12, 2013, nmking the case for new targets; the
Governor has cited a need for a 40-percent RPS goal; |eading
climate scientists have called for an gl obal 80-percent GHG
reduction by 2030.

2. Near-term Threat. How will CARB give nore urgent attention to
reduci ng short-lived, non-COQ2 greenhouse gases |ike nethane,
nitrous oxides, tropospheric ozone, black carbon and soot, CFCs and
hydr of | uor ocarbons |i ke HFCL34A, which collectively have been shown
to cause nore near-termforcing than CO2. See UNEP s 2011 report,
Near-term Climate Protection and Clean Air Benefits. WII CARB

i ncl ude these UNEP reconendations in the scoping plan update? (See
www. unep. or g/ pdf/ Near_Term Climate_Protection_& Air_Benefits. pdf.)
3. Target anonalies. How does CARB intend to deal with the fact
that the state’'s targeted rate of GHG decline from 2010 to 2020 is
sl ower than the rate needed from 2020 to 2050? How can CARB
denmonstrate 2035 GHG targets CARB set for SB 375 are consi stent
with neeting the state’s 2050 GHG goal ? When will CARB revise AB
375 GHG targets for all MPGOs? How will CARB deal with 2035 SB 375
targets apparently being | ess than what woul d be needed for cars
and light-duty trucks to support the GHG trajectory in Governor’s
Executive Order’s S 3-057?

Ener gy

4. No More Excess Natural Gas. How does CARB justify the fact that
i nvestors expect natural gas plants to have a 40-year |ife, which
means that plants conming on line in 2014 will be expected to be
operational in 2055, when the state will have had to electricity
GHG emissions to zero to neet S-3-05, since other sources, such as
transportation, may still be producing GHGs? Wen will CARB
stipulate that no nore new natural gas plants need be approved or
built in the state, given that CA already has a huge and grow ng
nat ural - gas generation-plant surplus and that a variety of new

al ternatives now exist to sustainably integrate and back up coning
internmttent renewabl e resources without nore natural gas? How
wi Il CARB highlight scoping-wi se the | oss of San Onofre | ow carbon
nucl ear electricity as a major opportunity to get replacenent power
NOT from fossil fuels (which would be a serious setback to state
GHG goal s) but, utilizing a higher RPS target, from renewabl es,
effici ency and conservation?

5. Fresh Look at Alternatives. How will CARB take the lead in
calling for a fresh, in-depth ook at new, rapidly devel opi ng
alternatives to natural gas back-up, for exanple, through an ad hoc



i nteragency task force conbined with scientific and technica

advice from appropriate i ndependent experts? Particularly salient
anong a variety of newy econonically conpetitive and interestingly
sust ai nabl e technol ogi es are fresh battery storage nodalities,
including battery storage with new distributed solar PV,
retrofitting existing solar and wi nd energy with storage,

i mpl erenting new smart inverter standards, bringing on-line nore
environnental |y acceptabl e punped hydro storage capacity, nore
basel oad geothermal, better grid nanagenent, scal ed-up denmand
response, and so forth.

6. Barriers and Bl ockages. How will CARB stipulate that the
state’'s new renewabl es should be lIinked to regional and |oca
capacity needs? WII CARB |l end nore nomentumin its AB 32 scoping
update to elimnating the current bl ockages and barriers to
interconnectivity of distributed renewables? WII CARB hi ghlight
the need to reduce “soft costs” and especially pernmitting at the
muni ci pal level in distributed solar PV installation? WII CARB
enphasi ze standardi zation and pronptitude in permtting and
interconnectivity? How will CARB s AB 32 scoping update act to
hel p resol ve bureaucratic and | egal indecision over where
jurisdictional and operational responsibility lies for inplenmenting
robust state denand response inplenentation?

7. Feed-in Tariffs. WII CARB recommend an integrated
conprehensive feed-in tariff (FiT) programfor the state? FiTs
have been denonstrated in nmany countries and localities as a nmain
driver for accel erated penetration of solar power and other
renewabl es. Muich if not nost of solar power growth abroad has been
due to FiTs.

8. Zero-Net Energy. WII CARB help nove up the dates by which al
new resi dences and commercial buildings built are zero-net-energy?
How wi || CARB hel p accelerate the state’'s efficiency retrofit
program for existing structures? WII the AB 32 scoping update
highlight the Gty of Lancaster’s “all solar” requirenment for new
buil di ngs and pronote it for statew de adoption?

9. Methane Problens. Wiy are no DOGGR (Departnent of Conservation)
representatives included in the list of agencies involved in the AB
32 scoping update? 1Is not nethane | eakage from natural gas
fracki ng, production, transport and delivery a significant and
under - docunent ed GHG source? How does CARB intend to spur proper
measur enent and correction of fugitive nethane | eakage? What will
CARB be doing to hel p address the probl em of nethane | eakage
“behind the neter” through home-perfornance testing and

ti me-of -sal e PACE-type prograns? What about the carbon intensity
of fracked oil, much higher than conventional oil, as a significant
CGHG probl em as yet unaddressed? Should not CARB require that Ar
Districts neasure, tabulate and publicize nethane eni ssions?

Wast e

10. Ban Landfill Organics. Wy does the waste sector of the
Scoping Plan only forecast 25%reduction by 2050 when technol ogy
exists now to divert alnost all organics, plus using anaerobic

di gestion for the remainder, thus elinminating all future methane
fromlandfills? Can CARB require elimnation of |egacy nethane

em ssions fromexisting landfills by well-nmaintained synthetic
covers?

11. Landfill Methane. When are CARB and other state regul ators
going to include fugitive nmethane em ssions fromlandfills in the
carbon footprint of landfill gas for LCFS standard and other rul es?

Why should | andfill gas-to-energy be qualified for renewabl e
credits when, as Sierra Cub analysis and research contends, nost
LFGTE operations are likely to cause nore rather than fewer net
met hane emi ssions?

Agricul ture

12. Oganic Farmng. Wiy does the agriculture section of CARB' s
scopi ng not indicate the value of organic farm ng for reducing
climate change conpared to conventional agriculture? Can the AB 32
scopi ng update highlight Marin Carbon Project’s findings that
conposting agricultural lands naterially increases carbon storage
there (while also keepi ng organi cs out of nethane-producing
landfills and enriching depleted soils)?

Transportation



13. Soot. Does CARB' s scoping properly highlight the huge climte
and health co-benefits of elimnating diesel soot inmediately by
elimnating all older diesels, both on and off road?

14. Pricing. What will CARB be doing to renove barriers to
enphasi ze the need for appropriate pricing nechani sns for parking
and road use, increased investnent in nass transit, and
electrification of transportation?

15. Diesel versus CNG Wat will CARB do to bring nore clarity and
scientific veracity to the debate about the conparative virtues or
drawbacks of advanced di esel versus CNG vehicl es? The recent 2012
report by MIB&A Strategic Environnental Consulting indicates, using
the | atest nethane GAP, CNG vehicl es have equi val ent GHG em ssi ons
over 100 years and 31% hi gher GHG emni ssi ons over the next crucia
20 years. (See "Clean Diesel vs. CNG Buses: Cost, Air Quality and
Cimte |npacts”, February 22, 2012, MIB&A, Concord, MA,
603-647-5746.)

16. Electrification. WIl the AB 32 scoping update re-enphasize
the broadly supported GHG strategy and benefits of electrifying
(beyond fossil fuels) nost transportati on nodes as soon as
possi bl e?

17. Highways. Can CARB underline the GHG reasons why hi ghway

wi deni ng nust stop and CALTRANS endenic preference for hi ghway
expansi on give way to GHG sustai nabl e nodes including nmass transit
and others? Can CARB help force CALTRANS to actually use it “smart
pl anni ng franmework”, heretofore neglected, such as the H ghway 5

wi dening included in the San Diego RTP, which was litigated by
California’ s Attorney General, and which has been rejected by the
court as inconsistent with S 3-057?

Wat er
18. On-bill Financing. Can CARB' s Scoping Plan's specific
recomendati ons i nclude on-bill financing for end-use water

efficiency? Studies in Sonoma Country have docunented the sizeable
i npact on water conservation and rel ated GHG reducti on when new
quantities of nodern, water-saving appliances are financed in a
PACE- | i ke equi val ent.

Nat ural Lands

19. Natural Lands CGHG Capture. Sierra C ub appl auds CARB' s
inclusion of the role of natural |andscapes, vegetation and
ecosystens as an asset in carbon reduction. What can CARB do nore
to ensure existing data are properly aggregated and tabulated to
properly docunent carbon sequestration of natural |ands and the
val ue of conserving then? As a basis for offsets, however,

consi derabl e caution should of course be exercised.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 10:28:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jody

Last Name: London

Email Address: jody_london_consulting@earthlink.net
Affiliation: Local Gov't Sustainable Energy Coalition

Subject: LGSEC Comments RE AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached please find the comments of the Local Governnent
Sust ai nabl e Energy Coalition to the Air Resources Board Regarding
the AB 32 Scoping Plan update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/40-2013-sp-update-ws-VmRUY ldnWTkGXwU 1.pdf
Original File Name: 2013_08_05 LGSEC Comments re CARB Scoping Plan Update - final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 10:22:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kenneth

Last Name: Berlin

Email Address. kenneth.berlin@skadden.com
Affiliation: The Coalition for Green Capital

Subject: Comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

On behalf of the Coalition for Green Capital, please accept the
attached coments on the Air Resources Board's 2013 Scopi ng Pl an
Updat e.

Respectful ly submtted,
Kenneth Berlin

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/41-2013-sp-update-ws-BmUCY 1U3BQKA ZQhn.pdf
Original File Name: CGC Comments on 2013 Scoping Plan Update.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 11:21:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Tito

Last Name: Sasaki

Email Address: tito@att.net

Affiliation: Sonoma County Farm Bureau

Subject: Agriculture: Net GHG Emissions and Incentives for Negative Emissions
Comment:

For the 2013 Update, ARB has chosen six focused sectors: Energy,
Transportation, Agriculture, Water, Waste, and Natural Lands.
Attention is focused on reducing the source em ssions in each
sector. It acknow edges, though, the carbon sequestration functions
of Natural Lands and grazing |lands as the sequestrations on these

| ands occur as natural phenonena.

The margi nal cost of reducing the source em ssions will escalate as
we cone closer to achieving the AB32 goal. Instead of throw ng
nmoney to the dimnishing returns, we should redirect some of our
resources to increasing "negative emissions" (i.e., sequestration
or conversion of GHG so that the NET enission nay be reduced to

t he goal val ues without weakening the econony. The current Ofsets
systemis not aggressive enough for this purpose.

The Agriculture sector is uniquely fit for innovative "negative

em ssions" particularly on croplands. Known exanpl es are biochar
and cover crops. Even just growing plants, as farners have al ways
been doing, is already providing a substantial anmount of negative
emi ssions. In order for Agriculture to play a pivotal role in AB32,
farmers need proper incentives.

The first step would be that the ARB refines the techni ques of
nmeasuring or estimating the source enissions and negative em ssions
in Agriculture. ARB could al so develop, in collaboration with the
Farm Bureau and UC, new net hods of GHG capturing or conversion, and
hel p farmers to adopt them

If a farnmer knows how he is faring on his em ssions, and also if he
knows all avail able options for source eni ssion reduction and
negative enission enhancenent, he can then nmake his own best

i nvestment decisions to further reduce his net em ssion. This is a
much preferred approach than the ARB coning w th heavy-handed
mandat es on source enmissions as if there were no offsetting
negative eni ssions.

We farners will continue inproving the efficiency of producing food
and fiber and contributing to a healthier environment. CQur
contribution to the net reduction of GHG will depend on ARB's
providing us with nore conprehensive and accurate scientific data,
and giving us incentives to nobilize our resources for further
reduci ng the net enissions.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 11:12:07



No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amber

Last Name: Riesenhuber

Email Address: amber @iepa.com
Affiliation: IEP

Subject: [EP Comments on AB 32 Update to Scoping Plan
Comment:

| EP Commrents on AB 32 Update to Scoping Pl an

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/43-2013-sp-update-ws-Bm8HZFQIAg4GY whn. pdf
Original File Name: |EP Comments on the Update to the AB 32 Scoping Plan August 2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 12:07:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Hart

Email Address: info@si erraenergycorp.com
Affiliation: Sierra Enegy

Subject: Scoping Plan Update Comments from Sierra Energy
Comment:

Attached are comments from Sierra Energy regardi ng the
2013 Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/44-2013-sp-update-ws-UiFWOV E1V ncK flUO. pdf
Original File Name: SierraEnergyComments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 12:20:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Dedauriers

Email Address. SDedlauriers@carollo.com
Affiliation: CA Wastewater Climate Change Group

Subject: Comments on the 2013 Update to the Scoping Plan Kickoff Workshop
Comment:

The California Wastewater Cimate Change G oup (CWCCG appreci ates
the opportunity to coment on the 2013 Update to the AB 32 Scopi ng
Pl an Ki ckof f Wbrkshop presentati on. W have attached a letter
sunmmari zi ng our comments for your consideration. Please contact ne
i f you have any questions at (925) 705-6404 or

sdesl auri ers@aroll o.com W welcone the opportunity to further

di scuss the wastewater conmunity’s position.

Regar ds,

Sarah A. Deslauriers
Program Manager
California Wastewater Cinmate Change G oup

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/45-2013-sp-update-ws-WzhQIV AyBzcAY VIN.pdf
Original File Name: CWCCG_AB 32 2013 Scoping Plan Update Kickoff Workshop Comments FINAL .pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 12:25:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Reheis Boyd

Email Address: joey@wspa.org
Affiliation: WSPA

Subject: WSPA Update to AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached Western States Petrol eum Associ ati on Update to
AB 32 Scoping Pl an.

Thank you.
Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/46-2013-sp-update-ws-UyRX1gd2UmA GX 1Qh.pdf
Original File Name: WSPA Update to AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 12:58:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: McCoard

Email Address: dmccoard@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Energy: lack of need for new natural gas-fueled generation
Comment:

Regardi ng energy: There is no need for new natural gas-fuel ed power
pl ants. CAI SO s capacity curves are constistently far above demand
now. As sources of renewabl e energy continue to quickly be added to
the state's energy supply, existing natural gas plants will be less
and | ess needed.

As an exanple, at 1:30 p.m this afternoon (August 5, 2013),

CAI SO s real -tinme supply and denmand di spl ay

htt p://ww. cai so. com out | ook/ Syst entt at us. ht M shows actual denand
of 3,300 MW and a peak forecast for later this afternoon of 3,500
MN This while the forecast high tenperatures for Fresno and
Bakersfield are 98 degrees farenheit. Avail able resources at 1:30
are 4,300 MW This shows a huge excess of resources w thout

bui |l di ng new natural gas plants.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 13:24:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Shalini

Last Name: Swaroop

Email Address: sswaroop@marinenergy.com
Affiliation: Marin Energy Authority

Subject: MEA Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Attached are MEA' s comments on the Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/48-2013-sp-update-ws-UGAAPIZ6V zQBMgAt.pdf
Original File Name: 08-05-13 MEA Comments on CARB Scoping Plan Update FINAL .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 14:04:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Neil

Last Name: Edgar

Email Address: neil @edgarinc.org
Affiliation: California Compost Coalition

Subject: Comments on Waste Management Sector Technical Papers
Comment:

Pl ease find our conments attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/51-2013-sp-update-ws-WzoGY gBeUTEDN1IN.zip
Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:22:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Branham

Email Address: jbranham@sierranevada.ca.gov
Affiliation: Sierra Nevada Conservancy

Subject: Comments on AB32 Scoping Plan Update for 2013
Comment:

Attached please find Sierra Nevada Conservancy comments on the AB32
Scopi ng Pl an Update for 2013.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/52-2013-sp-update-ws-UmpQewczVihVYVBg.pdf
Original File Name: 8-5-2013-SNCCommentson2013U pdatetoA B32ScopingPlan. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:00:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: McCoard

Email Address: dmccoard@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Energy: lack of need for new natural gas-fueled generation - corrected
Comment:

Regardi ng energy: There is no need for new natural gas-fueled

power

pl ants. CAI SO s capacity curves are consistently far above demand
now. As sources of renewabl e energy continue to quickly be added to
the state's energy supply, existing natural gas plants will be less
and | ess needed.

As an exanple, at 1:30 p.m this afternoon (August 5, 2013),

CAI SO s real -tinme supply and denmand di spl ay

htt p: //ww. cai so. conl out | ook/ Syst entt at us. ht M shows actual denand
of 33,000 MWand a peak forecast for later this afternoon of 35,000
MN This while the forecast high tenperatures for Fresno and
Bakersfield are 98 degrees farenheit. Avail able resources at 1:30
are 43,000 MW This shows a huge excess of resources wthout

bui | di ng new natural gas plants.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:23:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Claire

Last Name: Halbrook

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

Subject: PG& E Comments on Scoping Plan Workshop
Comment:

Attached are P&E s comments on the Scoping Pl an wor kshops.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/55-2013-sp-update-ws-VSUAY VY IADY BWFUm.pdf
Original File Name: PG& E Scoping Plan Workshop Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:31:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Evan

Last Name: Edgar

Email Address: evan@edgarinc.org

Affiliation: California Refuse Recycling Council

Subject: Comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update and Waste Management Sector Technical Papers
Comment:

Pl ease find our conments attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/56-2013-sp-update-ws-V TRTNwWRaWTKANFQL .zip
Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:26:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Croyle

Email Address: JCroyle@scsenergyllc.com
Affiliation: Hydrogen Energy California

Subject: HECA Comments on CCUS in the 2013 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached is HECA' s coments on the Update Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/57-2013-sp-update-ws-WzNWNQFjAzFQCV Qh.pdf
Original File Name: HECA Updated Scoping Plan Comments 8-5-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:31:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Lucas

Email Address: bob.lucas@cal obby.com
Affiliation: CCEEB

Subject: Comments to 2013 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

CCEEB coments to Scopi ng Pl an

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/58-2013-sp-update-ws-BmVVMFM 3V GISNgNc.pdf
Original File Name: CCEEB Comments to 2013 Update to Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:32:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Mmagu

Email Address: amy.mmagu@cal chamber.com
Affiliation: CalChamber

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Update Comments
Comment:

Attached are the Cal Chanber's conments for the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an
updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/59-2013-sp-update-ws-V DdcOWFsAzZNWOA NI .pdf
Original File Name: CalChamber CARB Scoping Plan Update Comments Aug 2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:42:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Randy

Last Name: Moore

Email Address: rmoore@fs.fed.us
Affiliation: US Forest Service

Subject: 2013 Update, AB 32 Scoping Plan (2013-SP-UPDATE-WS)
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached conment letter fromthe Regional
Forester, Pacific Sout hwest Region, US Forest Service.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/60-2013-sp-update-ws-ViM AdQBnUnI CWwFt.doc
Original File Name: usfs letter 8-5-13.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:42:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Fenstermaker

Email Address: mark@csgcalifornia.com
Affiliation: Conservation Strategy Group

Subject: The Role of Local Governments in Meeting our 2050 Climate Goals
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached Local Governnent Coalition's comment |etter
on the AB 32 Scoping Pl an update.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/61-2013-sp-update-ws-V DgGbwdlUWMKY FAP.pdf
Original File Name: Local Gov Scoping Plan Update Comment L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:55:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Allingham

Email Address: julie.allingham@gmail.com
Affiliation: Environmental Entrepreneurs (E2)

Subject: E2 Comments on Updated Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find the conments of Environnental Entrepreneurs
(E2) to the Air Resources Board regarding the 2013 AB 32 Scopi ng
Pl an updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/62-2013-sp-update-ws-UTQBNV 0DA DBROFQ5. pdf
Original File Name: E2 Comments - AB 32 2013 Scoping.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:00:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Dunwoody

Email Address: cdunwoody @cafcp.org
Affiliation: California Fuel Cell Partnership

Subject: Zero-emission fuel cell electric busesin California
Comment:

Pl ease consider the CaFCP's fuel cell electric bus roadmap docunent
in the scoping plan.

http://caf cp. org/ carsandbuses/ busroadmap for general information

http://cafcp.org/sites/defaul t/ nmodul es/ pubdl cnt/pubdl cnt. php?file=/sites/files/A Roadmap_fo
r Fuel Cell Electric_Buses_ in_California_ FINAL. pdf &i d=2248
for the roadmap

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:04:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jeffrey

Last Name: Creque

Email Address: jacreque@sonic.net
Affiliation: Carbon Cycle Institute

Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Fol der attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/64-2013-sp-update-ws-AWXTNIOsSWCY BZFdh.zip
Original File Name: MCP-C6 Scoping Comments.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:05:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Casey

Last Name: Creamer

Email Address: casey@ccgga.org
Affiliation: Ag Coalition

Subject: Update to Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached comments subnitted by a consortium of
agriculture interests and thank you for the opportunity to coment
on this inportant issue.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/65-2013-sp-update-ws-ViUAZV18BCdWOQRq. pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comments 8.5.13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:54:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Alexandria

Last Name: Shahabian

Email Address: alexandria@vjohnwhite.com
Affiliation: CEERT

Subject: CEERT commentsto ARB Scoping Plan 8 52013
Comment:

August 5, 2013

M. Mke Tollstrup

California Air Resources Board

State Environnental Protection Agency
Sacranent o, CA 95814

RE: Comrents on the California Air Resources Board ( CARB)
2013 Update to AB 32 Scoping Pl an

Dear M. Tollstrup:

The Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewabl e Technol ogi es ( CEERT)
appreci ates the opportunity to provide these comments regardi ng the
California Air Resources Board' s (ARB) 2013 Update to the AB 32
Scopi ng Pl an. The 2013 AB 32 Scoping Plan begins to set the stage
for the post-2020 greenhouse gas (GHG reduction plan for
California.

In order to accelerate the inplenentati on of strategies to achieve
targets of the previous scoping plan, and to set California on a
course to achieve the nuch deeper reductions in GHG eni ssions
needed by 2050, CEERT recommends the follow ng six actions:

1) Met hane, bl ack carbon and other short-lived pollutants. AB 32
called for CARB to develop a plan to reduce bl ack carbon and ot her
short-lived climate pollutants (SLCPs). These actions, which could
have an i medi ate effect in reducing gl obal warm ng and inproving
air quality, have not been devel oped or publicly presented. CARB
should work with local air pollution districts to define and

i npl enent a regulatory plan to reduce enissions of SLCPs, which
woul d conpl ement the state’s plan for reduci ng eni ssions of C2.
This plan shoul d include:

a. Appointing a scientific advisory panel on SLCPs to ensure
accurate netrics and assunptions upon which to base SLCP-reducing
measures. | ndependent scientific experts from Scripps, Stanford,
the University of California , and around the world are conducting
crucial scientific research and applied studies, which should guide
CARB in developing its regulatory strategy for SLCPs.

b. Work with air pollution control districts to devel op, adopt, and
enforce rules on stationary and fugitive sources of nethane and

bl ack carbon, and enforce control neasures and nonitoring practices
to reduce SLCPs, including the follow ng:

i . Designating nmethane as an ozone precursor and measuring

emi ssions at oil and gas operations.

ii.Installing nmethane digesters and capture systenms and coll ecting
sl ash and other debris fromforest and agricultural waste.

iii. Further reducing em ssions fromexisting on and off road
diesels; requiring pellet- or catalyst-equi pped burning on stoves



and fireplaces; and accel erate the phase out of agricultura

burni ng, diverting these wastes to cl eaner biomass energy plants.
iv. Wrking with Cal Recycle to inplenment regulations to greatly
reduce landfill methane enissions by linmting | eakage, capturing
and converting nethane into near zero distributed clean energy
uses, and reducing the anount of organic material entering
landfills.

v. Prohi biting HCF- 134a | eaks, requiring reprocessing, swtching
refrigerants, and capturing “banked” gases from autonotive and
appliance air conditioning and refrigeration

The followi ng graph fromthe UNEP 2011 Assessnent (Drew Shindell et
al) shows the inportance of SCLP reductions for |essening globa
warmng in the near term

2) The need to minimze GHG em ssi on when replacing electric energy
previously provided by San Onofre Nucl ear Generating Station
(SONGS). The pernmanent shut down of SONGS, when conbined with the
pendi ng retirenment of once through cooling plants on the coast,
will result in substantial need for replacenent power. There is

al so significant uncertainty regarding the |long term operation of
Di abl o Canyon nucl ear plant near San Luis Obispo, and contingency
planning for its possible retirenent shoul d begi n now

In these circunstances, every effort should be nade to ensure that
any “replacenent resources” procured by the utilities mnimze or
reduce GHG emi ssions. An inportant distinction should be nade

bet ween repl acenent of |ocal capacity needs and energy previously
provided by retiring power plants. Local capacity provides the
ability to provide local grid support during rare emergencies.
Facilities providing replacenment energy need not all be local and,
when produci ng energy, should have | ow GHG eni ssions (from zero and
near-zero to significant GHG em ssions). For exanple, to replace
SONGS, the local capacity requirenents are likely to be in the 300
MN range, which requires quick start-up in key |ocations. SONGS
energy replacenent would likely be in the 2,000 MNrange from any
| ocati on.

It is inmportant that the portfolio of sources of replacenent power
not result in significant increases in GHG eni ssions or a
substantial increase in California s already significant dependence
on natural gas, which currently provides nore than 60% of the
state's electricity in net dependable capacity. This is essenti al
given the wi de range of uncertainty regarding the actual life cycle
em ssions of natural gas, and the climate forcing potential of

met hane

Demand response, energy efficiency, clean distributed generation
renewabl es, transm ssion expansions, and sharing resources with
muni ci pal utilities should be the primary sources of replacenent
power. Advanced, high efficiency, quick start, fast ranp natura
gas plants shoul d provide needed capacity but be designed and

all owed to operate only when preferred resources are not avail abl e.

3) Setting Medium and Long Term Cl ean Energy Targets. California is
well on its way to producing 33% of its energy fromw nd, solar
thermal, photovoltaic, and geothermal renewabl e energy by 2020.
However, California nust not |ose nomentumin reduci ng dependence
on fossil fuels after the 2020 deadli ne of AB 32. W nust evaluate
the successes and failures of the RPS procurenent system and

det ermi ne what changes are needed to nove toward greater reliance
on energy efficiency, renewabl es, and other | ow carbon resources
and technol ogi es. Recent anal yses by grid operators and energy
agenci es suggest that increasing penetration of renewabl es nust be
undertaken with greater attention to | oad bal anci ng, geographic
diversity, and a diverse renewable portfolio. Qut of state wind and
solar and Inperial Valley geothernal can nake |arge contributions
to system bal anci ng, given the geographic diversity of their



output. California nust look regionally in order to bal ance the
systemw th | east emni ssions.

AB 177 by Assenbly Menber Manuel Perez is currently pending before
the State Legislature and would establish an integrated pl anning
and procurenment policy for the electric sector, based on the

si mul t aneous achi evenent of renewables, reliability, and GHG goal s,
with an interimrenewabl es target of 51% by 2030 and a long term
CGHG target for 2050, as determ ned by the ARB.

In order to provide long termdirection to California s energy
infrastructure toward sustained, orderly reductions in GG

em ssions, utilities should be required to achieve a target of 51%
of its electricity fromrenewabl e or zero carbon energy sources by
2030. CARB, working with the CEC, CPUC, and CAI SO, shoul d conduct
anal yses to deternine appropriate goals for 2040 and 2050. These
goal s nust be in place soon in order to plan for and achi eve t hem

4) Energy efficiency and Demand Response. W nust greatly expand
targeted energy efficiency, demand response, and cl ean distributed
generation as the core strategy for neeting the | oad bal anci ng
needs of California' s electric grid. If Californiais to
successfully achieve greater reductions in greenhouse gas enissions
and sustained, orderly expansion of clean energy, we nmust tear down
the silos of energy planning and procurenent and recogni ze the

I i nkages between greenhouse gas emni ssions, renewables, reliability,
and affordability, and adopt policies and planning to achi eve these
goal s si nul t aneously.

5) Extendi ng energy efficiency measures through building/appliance
progranms.. California should consider setting up an Energy
Efficiency Uility as a state-chartered, non-profit corporation, as
Vernont and Del aware have done, in order to achi eve higher |evels
of energy savings in every region of the state at |ower cost. This
corporation could be organi zed by county, building on new existing
Regi onal Energy Efficiency Networks such as CCSE in San D ego.
Simlarly, Sonoma County is actively considering setting up a
non-profit corporation to pursue EE savings in the region

Zero or near-zero carbon distributed generation needs a policy
framework to guide evolution of intelligent |Iocal networks. Such a
framework could start with: a) principles for OQpen Access to the
distribution system and b) rate restructuring and tine of use
pricing, with a distribution charge to pay for upgradi ng and

mai ntai ni ng nore capable local grids. An all-technology feed-in
tariff tied to GHG reductions should al so be consi dered.

6) Reduci ng Existing CO2. California should begin devel opi ng pl ans
and mechani sms for reducing and ultimately elimnating carbon

di oxi de fromthe anmbient air and water.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/66-2013-sp-update-ws-AGZQP1U6V mQEbgVa.doc
Original File Name: Final draft ARB Scoping Plan Comments 320 pm 8 5 2013 DrF final SONGS.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 15:26:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: Passero

Email Address. mpassero@tnc.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Joint comments on natural and working lands section
Comment:

Pl ease accept the followi ng recomrendati ons for the Scoping Plan
update from The Nature Conservancy, The Pacific Forest Trust,
California ReLeaf, Trust for Public Land and California Cimte and
Agricul ture Network.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/67-2013-sp-update-ws-AW9OWJI1c6AyM BZARr.pdf
Original File Name: NWL ScopingPlanGroupCommentsfinal08_05_13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:08:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Christopher

Last Name: Busch

Email Address: chrisb@energyinnovation.org
Affiliation: Energy Innovation LLC

Subject: comments for Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the comments subnmitted by Energy |nnovation:
Pol i cy and Technol ogy LLC for consideration in the drafting of the
Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/68-2013-sp-update-ws-V DEA aFw4U 3JQM QF4.pdf
Original File Name: Energy_Innovation_ScopingPlanUpdate 5 Aug_2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:27:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Joyce

Last Name: Dillard

Email Address: dillardjoyce@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Commentsto AB 32 Scoping Plan Update due 8.5.2013
Comment:

Att ached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/69-2013-sp-update-ws-WzhUPV Q4V mgEZ 1¢5.pdf
Original File Name: Commentsto AB 32 Scoping Plan Update due 8.5.2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:26:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Pat

Last Name: Proano

Email Address: pproano@dpw.lacounty.gov
Affiliation: Los Angeles County Public Works Dept.

Subject: Conversion Technologies and the Scoping Plan
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. Attached are our

comrent s regardi ng 2013 Update to the AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/70-2013-sp-update-ws-VyRXMgZoAiFSPQVr.pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan Comments_LA County.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:27:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Patrick

Last Name: Doherty

Email Address: pdoherty @pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan Comment
Comment:

Pl ease find PFT's witten comments in the attached file.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/71-2013-sp-update-ws-UCNUMVU7UHNWOV ¢5. pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan - PFT Only Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:33:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Connie

Last Name: Gallippi

Email Address: cmgallippi @caufc.org
Affiliation: California Urban Forests Council

Subject: CaUFC Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan 2013 Update
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter re: CaUFC Conments on AB 32 Scoping Pl an
2013 Update, August 5, 2013.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/72-2013-sp-update-ws-VyRWMwZoByQCbQNTt. pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan Update Comment Letter CaUFC 8 5 13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:27:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Susie

Last Name: Berlin

Email Address: berlin@susieberlinlaw.com

Affiliation: Northern California Power Agency (NCPA)

Subject: NCPA Comments on Update to the Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find corments fromthe Northern California Power
Agency (NCPA) on the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an Update Workshop.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/73-2013-sp-update-ws-UzOCZWNyUWNSCwZI.pdf
Original File Name: NCPA comments re scoping plan update workshop (final 8-5-13).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:37:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Theodore

Last Name: Hadzi-Antich

Email Address: tha@pacificlegal.org
Affiliation: Pacific Legal Foundation

Subject: Legal Requirements
Comment:

The 2013 Amendnents to the 2008 Scoping Plan nust conply with al
appl i cabl e provisions of the California APA, including, but not by
way of limtation, statutory progvisions governing assessnent of
econom ¢ inpacts. These include Gov't Code Sections
11346. 2(b) (6) (A), 11346.5(a0(8),11350(b)(2), 11346.5(a)(9), and
11346.3 (a). The Court of Appeal, in the case of California Assn.
of Medicals Product Suppliers v. Maxwell-Jolly, 199 Cal. App. 4th
286 (2011) recently addressed those and rel ated requirenents,
stating, anong other things, that "[njere specul ative belief is not
sufficient to support an agency declaration of its initia

det arnmi nati on about econonic inpact . . . ." |d at 305-306.

Rat her, "the agency nmust provide in the record any '"facts,

evi dence, docunents, testinony, or other evidence"' upon which it
relies for its initial determnation." Id at 306. Mreover, "an
agency specifcally nust assess the potential adverse economc

i mpact on California businesses and individuals of a proposed

regul ation and declare in the notice of proposed action any
"initial detarmi nation'" of the economic inpact. Id.

It is abudantly clear that the post-2020 aspects of the 2013
Scopi ng Pl an Anendnments will have an enornmous adverse econonic

i mpact on California, its people, and its businesses. Accordingly,
t he proposed anendnents nust contain details and specifics
regarding costs to California of the post 2020 goals, so that the
public is provided a full opportunity to evaluate and comment on
such inpacts.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:23:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: H. E. Christian (Chr

Last Name: Peeples

Email Address: cpeeples@actransit.org
Affiliation: Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Update — Heavy Duty Fuel Cell Fleet Vehicles
Comment:

H E Christian (Chris) Peeples

At - Large Director
Al ameda Contra-Costa Transit District

4037 Howe Street
Oakl and, CA 94611-5211

(510) 851-0968, Fax: 658-1425
E-mail: chris_peepl es@ahoo. com

5 August 2013
VIA E-MAI. TO  ww. arb. ca. gov/ cc/ scopi ngpl an/ 2013coment s. ht m

Chair Nichols and Menbers
California Air Resources Board
1001 "I" Street

Sacranent o, CA 95814

P. O. Box 2815

Sacranent o, CA 95812

Re.: 2013 Scoping Plan Update —Heavy Duty Fuel Cell Fleet
Vehi cl es

Chair Nichols and Menbers O The Board:

I am an el ected at-l arge nmenber of the Al aneda-Contra Costa
Transit District Board of Directors and ama nenber of the Sierra
Cub’s Energy and dinmate Change subconmittee. These conments are,
however, my own.

In your scoping plan update | urge you to take seriously the
potential of heavy duty fuel cell fleet vehicles to dramatically
reduce em ssions of both criteria pollutants and GHGs in that
segnent .

As you know, at AC transit we have an extrenely successful program
operating 12 full-size 40 foot fuel-cell buses in daily revenue
service. These are 24,000 pound vehicles that can operate 18 or 20
hours a day and be refueled in 15 nmin. They produce virtually zero
em ssions at the bus (a small anmount of water vapor only) and
dramatically |lower enmissions “well to wheel.” W produce about 65
kg a day of hydrogen using solar cells (enough to fuel



approxi mately 2 % buses) which generates zero GiGs. Even when
produci ng hydrogen in the “dirtiest” fashion — high tenperature
steamreformati on of natural gas — we produce 40% 1| ess GHG s then
if we used the natural gas in an internal conbustion engine.

Thus far, our fuel cell buses have proven to be quite reliable and
dependable. Qur longest — lasting fuel-cell has nore than 13,000
hours on it and none of them as of yet, have failed and needed to
be rebuilt.

As you know, our nunbers have been verified by the Department of
Energy’ s National Renewable Energy | aboratory (“NREL”) (Links to
the NREL reports and other information regarding our program are
at :

http://ww. actransit.org/ environnent/the-hyroad/ archi ves-and-1i nks/

During the joint Transportation and Energy Mnisterial Conference
hel d by the Asia-Pacific Econonmi ¢ Cooperation (APEC) in San

Franci sco i n Septenber of 2011 our fuel cell buses were pressed
into service to take the mnisters and their staffs fromthe ferry
termnal in Alanmeda to a denonstration at FedEx at the Oakl and
airport. As part of that exhibition, there was a class 8 fuel cel
drayage truck tractor froma snall group of such tractors that are
being used in the ports of Los Angel es and Long Beach. Al though
have not read any reports that were verified by NREL, what | was
told by the people at that denonstration was that they, also, had
been quite successful

The issue is high capital costs. Al of these vehicles are
produced in very small quantities with no benefit of mnass
production. The cost curve is, however, noving in the right
direction. Qur first 40 foot buses were approxinmately $3.2
mllion. The buses we have been running for the past four years
were about $2.5 million. | amtold that the |atest equival ent
buses that were delivered in Europe were about €900, 000 (about $1.2
mllion). Both European and Anerican manufacturers have said that
$900, 000-$1 nmillion per vehicle is possible in quantity 100 (our

| ast “buy” was froma quantity 16 production). | assune, wthout
detail ed knowl edge, that the cost factors for trucks are in the
sanme ballpark. That is noving in the right direction, but is stil
substantially nore than the equival ent diesel bus.

Qoviously, it will be along time before there is infrastructure
for either heavy duty or light duty hydrogen vehicl es roani ng
Anerica' s highways. Nevertheless, there are a substantial nunber
of vehicles that operate in fleets that conme to a central fueling
| ocation regularly (urban buses, delivery trucks, port drayage
trucks, etc.). |In many cases, particularly with urban buses and
delivery trucks and port drayage trucks, those vehicles operate in
areas where there are high rates of criteria pollutants and thus
there is a dual benefit of reduced criteria pollutants along with
reduced GHG s. |f appropriate funding can be found, those fue
cell fleet vehicles could begin to be used in significant numnbers
in the 2020 time-frane rather then later.

It would be inportant for your scoping plan to both mandate the
i ncreased use of the fuel-cell technology and to find a funding
source for the additional capital expense that they represent.

If I can provide you with any further conments or information,
pl ease do not hesitate to contact ne.

Very truly yours,

I S/
H E. Christian Peeples

Cc AC Transit Board O Directors



AC Transit CGeneral Manager David J. Armjo
California Fuel Cell Partnership
Jaim e Levin, Senior Project Manager, Director West Coast
Ofice, Center for Transportation and the Environnent

HECP/ wi n
[G ip_Non_Lgl Act CLN- FULH2_Fuel _Cel | ac-carb_scop_5Augl3. wpd]

[Not printed or mailed at District Expense. Statements not
necessarily Board policy.]

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/75-2013-sp-update-ws-AMNRNFIXWWIRNgZO0.pdf
Original File Name: ac-carb_scop_5Aug13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:36:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Lauren

Last Name: Michele

Email Address: lauren.michele@policyinmotion.com
Affiliation:

Subject: TRANSPORTATION COALITION FOR LIVABLE COMMUNITIES COMMENTS AND
PROPOSAL
Comment:

August 5, 2013

Mary Nichols, Chairperson
California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street

Sacranento, CA 95814

Re: Transportation Coalition Coments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Dear Chai rperson N chols:

The Transportation Coalition for Livable Communities is a diverse
coalition of agencies and institutions responsible for operating,
mai nt ai ni ng, and advancing a sustai nable transportati on systemin
California. Qur primary interest in this Scoping Plan Update is to
ensure that transportation-related strategies contribute to
significant and | ong-term greenhouse gas emi ssion reductions.
Bui I ding of f key el enments of the 2009 Scoping Plan, we strongly
encourage the Board to consider the use of cap and trade revenues
for regional transportation projects and prograns that are
coordinated with land use policies in order to achieve regiona
greenhouse gas emi ssion reduction targets and to neet the state's
2035 and 2050 goal s.

Transportation is a key emtter of greenhouse gases, but no single
strategy in this sector will achieve AB 32 goals. To reach the

Il ong-termgoals of this Scoping Plan Update, the state will need to
i npl ement projects that inprove the efficiency and connectivity of
regi onal transportation systens. The best research indicates that
investnents in transportation infrastructure lead to greater

em ssi on reducti ons when coordinated with surrounding | and use
policies and services.

SB 375 has already created the framework from which we can work
Regi onal agenci es have devel oped Sustai nabl e Conmunity Strategies
to | everage coordinated transportation and | and use strategi es and
nmeet | ong-term GHG reduction goals. Thus, investing auction
revenues in regional strategies that link | and use to inproved
transportation infrastructure will generate the |ong-term GIG
reductions critical to neeting the Scoping Plan goals. By linking
costs likely to be inposed on the notoring public to inprovenents
in the transportation system our proposal aligns with broad public
sentiment: the Public Policy Institute of California' s July 2013
annual survey on the environnment reports that over 70% of voters
favor spending cap and trade revenues on public transit, repaving
roads, and encouragi ng | ocal governnents to change | and use and
transportation planning so that people could drive |ess.



This approach is supported by nmenbers of the Transportation
Coalition for Livable Comunities, which includes the California
Transit Association, League of California Cities, California State
Associ ation of Counties, Sacranento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District, CALCOG and major Metropolitan Pl anning
Organi zations includi ng SACOG MIC, SCAG SANDAG and San Joaqui n

Vall ey Policy Council, as well as the Natural Resources Defense
Council, California Alliance for Jobs, and Transportation
California.

Qur uniting principle is that auction revenues derived fromvehicle
fuel s should be used to fund em ssion reductions fromthe
transportation sector. This should include integrated
transportation investnents that inplenent the AB 32 regul atory
program and build on the framework of SB 375 and ot her GHG
reduction strategi es. The approach incentivizes conbinations of
transportation investnents, including transit service and operating
costs, road and bridge nmmintenance, retrofits for conplete streets
and urban greening, and clean technol ogy infrastructure — al
integrated with | and use changes to achi eve the nmaxi num gr eenhouse
gas enission reductions fromthe transportati on sector

W believe an integrated strategy nost equitably and effectively
nmeets the transportati on and greenhouse gas eni ssion reduction
goals of the state and | ocal comunities. Furthernore, this
approach achi eves the nost cost-effective results and supports a
range of community benefits including public health, resource
protection, affordable housing, equity, air quality, safe routes to
school s, and other comunity services.

In this Scoping Plan Update, we strongly support your consideration
of cap and trade revenues as a key greenhouse gas emni ssion
reduction strategy for the transportation sector. |nplenmenting
strategies that integrate transportation and | and use investnents
will be key in both neeting the state’s 2050 goal s and creating
efficient and wel |l -maintained transportation networks statew de.

We urge you to consider the Transportation Coalition’ s proposa
(attached) that was devel oped for the Investnent Plan as part of
your update to the Scoping Pl an.

Si ncerely,

TRANSPORTATI ON COALI TI ON FOR LI VABLE COVMUNI Tl ES

STEERI NG COW TTEE MEMBERS

California Alliance for Jobs

California Transit Associ ation

California State Association of Counties

League of California Cities

California Association of Councils of Governnents

CQOALI TI ON SUPPORT LI ST

Nat ural Resources Def ense Counci

Sacramento Area Council of Governnents

Sout hern California Association of Governnents

Metropol itan Transportati on Commi ssion

San Di ego Associ ation of Governnents

San Joaquin Vall ey Regional Policy Counci

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Envi ronnent al Def ense Fund

Transportation California

Sel f-Hel p Counties Coalition

Ameri can Lung Association in California

Ameri can Pl anni ng Association - California Chapter
Ameri can Council of Engi neering Conpanies of California
Al aneda County Transportati on Conmi ssion

Associ ation of Monterey Bay Area Governnents

Bay Area Counci



California Center for Sustainabl e Energy
California Urban Forests Council

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority
Central Coast Coalition

Cty of Davis

Cty of Sacramento

Cobbl est one Pl acenaki ng

Counci|l of San Benito County Governnents
County of Marin

County of Monterey

County of Napa

County of Sacranmento

County of San Bernardi no

County of Santa dara

County of Stani sl aus

El Dorado County Transportation Conmi ssion
Hunbol dt County Associ ati on of Governnents
Kern Council| of Governments

Li vernore Amador Valley Transit Authority

Local CGovernnent Comm ssion

Madera County Transportation Conmi ssion

Mar|l on Boarnet, Director of G aduate Prograns in Planning and
Devel opnent, USC

Merced County Associ ation of Governnents

Met Sacramento Hi gh School

Napa County Transportation and Pl anni ng Agency
Napa Val |l ey Transportation Authority

Omi Trans - San Bernardi no Vall ey

Pl acer County Transportation Pl anni ng Agency
Sonoma County Transportation Authority/Regional Cinmte
Protection Authority

Ri chmond SPOKES

Sacranmento 350

Sacrament o Tree Foundati on

San Franci sco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
San Franci sco Munici pal Transportation Authority
San Luis Obispo Council of Governnents

San Mateo County Transit District

Sant a Barbara County Associ ati on of Governnents
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Santa Cruz County Regi onal Transportation Comm ssion
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District

Santa Monica Big Blue Bus

Shast a Regi onal Transportation Agency

Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition

Sust ai nabl e Napa County

Tei chert

Transportation Agency for Monterey County
United Contractors

Urban Counties Caucus

Victor Valley Transit Authority

WALKSacr anment o

Western Riverside Council of Governnents

ELECTED OFFI Cl ALS SUPPORT

* Steve Cohn, Council nenber, Gty of Sacramento
e Don Sayl or, Supervisor, County of Yolo

« Joe Krovoza, Mayor, City of Davis

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/76-2013-sp-update-ws-WjtWIgRmVmOKZQRy.zip
Original File Name: Archive.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:13:46

No Duplicates.






Comment 70 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kevin

Last Name: Bundy

Email Address: kbundy@biologicaldiversity.org
Affiliation: Center for Biological Diversity

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Update: Initial Comments
Comment:

Attached please find initial corments fromthe Center for
Bi ol ogi cal Diversity regarding the 2013 AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an Update.

Kevi n Bundy
Center for Biological Diversity

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/77-2013-sp-update-ws-AmFT1VIhUVOGY gV s.pdf
Original File Name: Ctr Biologica Diversity Scoping Plan Update Comments 20130805.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:43:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Reina

Last Name: Pereira

Email Address: reina.pereira@lacity.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments to 2013 AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease find attached a comment letter from M. Javier Pol anco,
Di vi si on Manager of Solid Resources Support Services Division,
Bureau of Sanitation, City of Los Angeles, regarding the 2013
Scopi ng Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/78-2013-sp-update-ws-WmhQZIBgV|ZV DFl z.pdf
Original File Name: 2013 AB 32 Update City of LA Comment Letter _080513.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:15:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Clark

Email Address: tsanders@dpw.lacounty.gov.
Affiliation: LA County Solid Waste Task Force

Subject: Comments on Proposed 2013 Update to AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see our coments in the attachnment. Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/79-2013-sp-update-ws-UjM CZIY 1UjIXY wZZ.pdf
Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan 08-05-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:47:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Timothy

Last Name: OConnor

Email Address: toconnor@edf.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: EDF Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter from EDF

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/80-2013-sp-update-ws-V DFRM 1UyBAhXIghr.pdf
Original File Name: EDF Scoping Plan Comments - August 5 2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:52:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Harvey

Last Name: Eder

Email Address: harveyederpspc@yahoo.com
Affiliation: self and PSPC Public Solar Power Coaliti

Subject: 2005 Methane DC Buses Life of Vehicle/lGHG Eder v.SCD Et. al. SC 119641,42,57 Jan 2013 see
Comment:

The record entire of Jan 4 and 7 2013 Eder v. SCAQWD et. al. SC
119641, 41, 57 cases are incorporated herein this SCoping Plan 5 year
review by refer

From Livingston, Cody@\RB

Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2010 11:18 AM
To: Harvey Eder

Subj ect: RE: Cody/Long Tine No Tal k HE

H Harvey:

My phone nunber: 916 324-0585

| believe the study you are referring to is at the follow ng |ink
but let me knowif it is not the right one:

http://ww. nrel.gov/docs/fy06osti/36355. pdf

Cody

From Harvey Eder [mmilto: harveyederpspc@ahoo. con
Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 4:30 PM

To: Livingston, Cody@ARB

Cc: harveyeder pspc@ahoo. com

Subj ect: Cody/Long Tinme No Tal k HE



Cody,

I hope this is your ennil. Please send ne your phone nunber
and the link for the 2006 Washington D.C. Bus Natural Gas Methane
St udy.

Thanks, take care-Harvey
har veyeder pspc@ahoo. com
(310) 3932589

ence as a coment(s) in the record as well as all of Eders and PSPC
and the Sierra Cubs subnissions in the record for 2012 SCD AQW
as well as

http://ww. nrel.gov/docs/fy06osfi/36355. pdf

Harvey Eder for self and for Pspc Public Sol ar Power Coalition
see ch4 page nultiplier 33 , 72,105 8/5/13

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:44:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Charles

Last Name: Davidson

Email Address: charlesdavidson@me.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Hydrogen and GHG production Increases
Comment:

| believe that AB32 does not adequately address the increase in
petroleumrefinery GHGs that will increasingly be required, in the
near future, to de-sulfur and lighten greater amounts of heavy/l ow
APl grade refinery feedstock.

The refinery-produced GHGs to needed to produce | ow sul fur fuels,
transportation or refinery-destined, will be increased in refinery
comunities.

Much of the increase in GiGs will be for hydrogen producti on needed
for de-sul furation, hydro-cracking, et cetera.

A chronic or acute lack of ethanol will cause an significant
increase in refinery GHGs in order to conply with AB32.

W need to nore closely nonitor refinery hydrogen production
i ncreases needed to neet clean fuel and clean air standards.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:41:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: William

Last Name: Westerfield

Email Address: WWester@smud.org
Affiliation: SMUD

Subject: SMUD Comments on 2013 Update to AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find Sacramento Municipal Uility District's
Comrents on 2013 Update to AB 32 Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/85-2013-sp-update-ws-WzdX NFA2VihWY IN;.pdf
Original File Name: LEG-2013-0675-SM UD-Scoping-Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:57:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Paige

Last Name: Brokaw

Email Address: paige@csgcalifornia.com
Affiliation: CALCC

Subject: California Association of Local Conservation Corps comments
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coment fromthe California Association of
Local Conservation Corps for consideration of the 2013 Update of
t he Scopi ng Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/86-2013-sp-update-ws-BWZRNgdgUmJSNwdY .pdf
Original File Name: CALCC 2013 Scoping Plan comments 8-5-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:47:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Nadine

Last Name: Peterson

Email Address: npeterson@scc.ca.gov
Affiliation: Coastal Conservancy

Subject: Comments on Scoping plan update
Comment:

See attachnent

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/87-2013-sp-update-ws-WjkAaQNj WX kCcABh.pdf
Original File Name: COASTAL CONSERVANCY ab32 update.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 17:01:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Shelly

Last Name: Sullivan

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

Subject: AB 32 1G Comments Regarding CARB's Scoping Plan Update Workshop
Comment:

Attached please find corments fromthe AB 32 | npl enentati on G oup
regardi ng the CARB Scopi ng Pl an Update Wrkshop.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/88-2013-sp-update-ws-UjRQPwdoV mQAagdY .pdf
Original File Name: FINAL SP COMMENTS -- AB 32 I1G.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 16:47:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Paige

Last Name: Brokaw

Email Address: paige@csgcalifornia.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Ocean Conservancy, NRDC, California Coastkeeper Alliance comments
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached conments on behal f of Ocean Conservancy,
Nat ural Resources Defense Council, and California Coastkeeper

Al'li ance regarding inclusion of coasts and oceans in the 2013
Update to the Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/90-2013-sp-update-ws-WjwGaQZpWGoK Y FIN. pdf
Original File Name: FINAL ARB Scoping Plan Coast Ocean comments 8-5-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 17:03:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Shelly

Last Name: Sullivan

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

Subject: AB 32 1G Comments Regarding CARB's Scoping Plan Update Workshop
Comment:

Attached please find corments fromthe AB 32 | npl enentati on G oup
regardi ng CARB' s Scopi ng Pl an Update Workshop(s).

Shoul d you have any questions or need anything further, please fee
free to contact Shelly Sullivan at (916) 858-8686

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/92-2013-sp-update-ws-UzJTNwBeWTKEMFI 7.pdf
Original File Name: AB 321G SP Update Comments Packet 8 5 2013.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-05 20:07:58

No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Noble

Email Address: danwyldernoble@gmail.com
Affiliation: Association of Compost Producers

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Update Comment L etter
Comment:

Attached please find a comment letter fromthe Association of
Compost Producers.

Si ncerely,

Dan Nobl e,

Executive Director

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/94-2013-sp-update-ws-AmFV PANVV 2kK aV ¢5.pdf
Original File Name: Comment Ltr AB 32 Scoping Plan - ACP 8.8.13.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-08 14:06:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 83 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Gero

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

Subject: Comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Thank you for this opportunity to submts coments on the Scoping
Pl an Updat e.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/95-2013-sp-update-ws-B2QGbA dvBzkFY gF1. pdf
Original File Name: Climate Action Reserve Comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-08 15:33:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Harvey

Last Name: Eder

Email Address: harveyederpspc@yahoo.com
Affiliation: self & Public Solar Power Coalition

Subject: my/our timely subbmitted comments on 2013 Scoping Plan Review was Purged !  8/5/13 1650 h
Comment:

Howdy stalini skys

My/Qur timely submitted coments in this 2013 Scoping Pl an Revi ew
was purged ! This pattern is CARBs pattern of practice

The entire record of Eder v. SCAQWD et. al. January 4 & 7 2013 is
hereby herein incorporated into this record once again. This
litagation demands the | nmmedi ate Total Sol ar Conversion of the SCD
and it's AQWP nust be(2012) and now as testified conmented | ast
week in Dianmond Bar to SCD & FedEPA & CARB staff twi ce nust be
included into the record now as well as the entire proceedings of
me/ Harvey Eder & the Public Solar Power Coalition record over the
past few decades (since 1985 and CEC and CPUC back to the nid 1970s
are incorporated into the record by reference here

It is my (Harvey Eder) and our the Public Solar PowerCoalitions
intent nowin draft to litigate the 5 & 10 year |nmendatye

total Sol ar Conversio been Purged again .WIIl amlitigating the

I medi ate Total Sol ar Conversion of the State in the court SC
119641, SVC119642, & SC 119657 Eder V. SCAQVD et. al. to include
CARB EPA State and Federal , CEC, CPUC etc for Immedi ate Total Sol ar



Conversion over the next 5&10 years and in the 12/20012 plan of SCD
and SJD and the entire state inplentation [plan as cited 2 tines on
the record for the new 2015 scd Plan and inplemented thru rules and
regulations etc. . ( this was cited twice 2 weeks ago to the SCD
with CARB and Fed EPA on the phone that litigation nowin draft is
nedcessary to be inplenmented. This includes inplenmenting and

i ncorporating be reference into this 2013 Scoping Pl an Revi ew the
entire record of the above cited cases in the State Court as wel

as the entire recore of me and the Coalition at SCD and CARB goi ng
back to 1985 as well as cases filed BC (2 cases) filed in 1992
and all comrents and correspondence or a actions wth SCD CARB
State and Federal EPA, CEC, and Cpuc going back to the md 1970s
are hereby hereing incorporated into the record in this

pr oceedi ng.

The litigation calls for I mediate Total Solar Conversion of the
SCD and will include the State of Ca. withing the next 5 or 10
years ( while the feder AL TAX CREDI TS AND WREI TE OFFS ARE IN TILL
2016. Being pourged fromthe record is an old practice for the
District and its enabling CARB body. damed stalinskys..

Thi ngs have got to change Harvey Eder 8/8/ 13 noticed you took
comrents today froma party after the 5th so this better get in as

wel I oL or are you still purging me/us ???

I/we intend to continue this tomarrow if this is or is not put in
the record. got to send it or it will be purged....!!!$$SH@
Attachment:

Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-08 20:12:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Harvey

Last Name: eder

Email Address: harveyederpspc@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Self & Public Solar Power Coalition

Subject: 3rd submittal no responce(purged)2013 Scoping Plan Review H. Eder & PSPC ITSCP Immediate
Comment:

Howdy Stanili skies, 8-11-13 2:52 pm

This is ny/our third 3rd tine submittina comments/testinony
this week ( 1st 8/5/13 1650 hrs ,2nd 8/8/13 apx 2000 hrs and now
8/ 11/13 1425 hrs !)This matter will go to the Governor etc and the
QAL O fice of Admininstrative Law.

What is needed now here is a 5 and 10 year | mmedi ate Tot al
Sol ar Conversion Plan and |Inplenentation (rules & regs for the
state/California. I/we herein hereby incorporate the 3 subnittals
cited herein this past week on the 2013 Scopi ng Pl an Revi ew, as
well the the entire record in Eder V. SCAQVWD SC 119641, SC 119642,
and SC 119657 filed in LA County Jan 4 & 7, 2013, as well as the
entire record of the planning process for the 2012 SCD AQW and al |
interaction testiommy comments etc. nade to the SCD and CARB over
the past 30 years as well as the 2 BC cases filed by ne/us in July
1992 into the record herein, hereby by reference.

This is to informyou that in above cited Eder V. SCAQWD et.
al. CARB etc, and CEC, and CPUC and the Governor are being replaced
for does 1-1000. This is to propose the | mediate Total Sol ar
Conversion of theSCAQWD and the State of California in 5 to 10
years as cited in the cases above or in other litigation as needed.
This also calls for the SCD and the CARB, CEC, and CPUC to
i mpl erent  the Inmedi ate Total Sol ar Conversion of The State/ SCD
and to inplenent this through its their rules and regul ati ons as
appl i cable. The Sun makes the Wnd Bl ow, The Water Flow, and The
Plants Gop it's the way the world works its the engine of our eco
system!

Inxcluded in the 8/5 and 8/ 8 2013 subnmittals is that the state
must used the legal gwp global warm ng potentail of at |east 33 but
prefereably 72 but really 105 as used by I PCC and Howarth Et Al.
2012-2013 Cornell University as is in the record cited above. 88%
of the natural gas used in California is inported from other
stagated and is 95% Fracked justifyibng Howzarth 105 nultiplier
Also all of the Sierra Cubs comments on record before thesee
agenci es comi ssions etc are incorp[orated here in. Eder being a
menber of the SC dinmate Change
Stated4 Conmittee and contributing at |l east half of the testinony
/ comrents before SCD 2012 Plan. This includes rewiting District
Air Plans and the state SIP. This wha brought up at the 2015 SCD
pl anning nmeeting |ess than 2 weeks ago where boout Fed EPA and
State CARB Participated ( it is under advisnent whether the Feds
will be part of this litigation

Al soin the Reacord the the 2006 Washi ngrton DC Natural Gas
Buses met hnae nunbers for the nultipliers cited about x105
as well (Done by NREL/UW etc) and the 2010 April LA Gty SCD Trash
truct that uses from 40-150 grans ch4 per mile in the trach trucks
as is on the record wilth this giver by Dr, Pasek 2 years ago to
Eder/ PSPC



Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-11 14:17:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Scott

Last Name: Hauge

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: Small Business California

Subject: RE: Small Business California Comments on the 2013 AB 32 Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

See attachnent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/98-2013-sp-update-ws-AmFTNANdV GIKfANi.doc
Original File Name: CA EPA ARB Scoping Plan Comments 081213.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-12 14:01:46

No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Nancy

Last Name: Steele

Email Address: nancy @watershedhealth.org
Affiliation: Council for Watershed Health

Subject: 2013 Scoping Plan Update Comments
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/99-2013-sp-update-ws-BWZWP1UhVWhSN1A5.docx
Original File Name: CouncilforWatershedHealth ScopingPlanUpdateComments_2013.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-12 16:44:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Stafford

Email Address: garysterra@earthlink.net
Affiliation: CFMA, CSBA

Subject: AB 32 will increase costs to small business
Comment:

To date no cost anal ysis has been done on the effects on snall

busi ness. The only cost anal ysis that have been done appear to be
after the fact to justify decisions already made. Small business
is going to see large increases in the cost of utilities,
transportation and materials which will severely affect their
conpetitive position in relation to out of state and foreign
producers. |If increased costs force business to relocate out of
California the GHG enissions will just be relocated with them and
nothing will have been gained. CARB should be required by the

| egislature to performa detailed third party anal ysis of both the
direct and indirect costs of AB 32 on snall business and to adopt
prograns to mninize those costs.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-12 16:48:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jay

Last Name: McKeeman

Email Address: Jaymck@cioma.com
Affiliation: CIOMA

Subject: AB 32 & small business impacts
Comment:

Tal ki ng points are: - AB 32 regulation is reaching deep into

our small business nenbership with very negative inpacts. -

The | ooming AB 32 premuns on fuel will significantly affect fue

di stributors by decreasing margi ns and i ncreasing busi ness costs. -
AB 32 fuels prograns have the significant potential to

decrease fuel s market conpetition (starting to see that with the

Tesoro acquisition) by running our nenbers out of various segnents

of the fuels industry (nmenbers participating above the rack, fue

bl ending). CARB has never | ooked at the consequences to the

consuner through elinmnation of conpetition.- Late 2014 and

early 2015 we believe will see convergence of fuels under the cap

and LCFS programinpacts. Several studies have indicated that this

may create a $1-$2/gallon CA prenmiumon fuel costs — having ripple

effects to other snmall businesses in the state.- CARB needs

to look at their programs through the eyes of existing small

busi nesses and consuners, not try and protect new entrants to the

mar ket pl ace at the expense of fuel consunmers and ordinary

citizens.

- CARB needs to have exit ranps for their fuels prograns in case

uni nt ended consequences create significant fuel price increases

and/ or supply inpacts.

- The | evel of conplexity in the new GHG fuel s regul ati ons

i s unprecedented creating new, unique and unusual reporting and

econom ¢ burdens on small conpani es who do not have the staff,

resources or sophistication to manage their new invol venment.

- CARB needs to take advantage of the recent |law suit on LCFS

to conpletely re-evaluate that programand its operation

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-13 08:14:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Shimoda

Email Address: cshimoda@caltrux.org
Affiliation: California Trucking Association

Subject: Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Pl ease see attached file.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/102-2013-sp-update-ws-UzJQNFxuV zY EXQBz.pdf
Original File Name: ab32 scoping plan update.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-13 13:42:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " infor mal
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: DeWitt

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Scoping Plan Update
Comment:

Qur farmer customers in Ventura-Santa Barbara are struggling to
reduce hi gher inputs against |ower revenues. The conpetitive
pressure from China, Chile, Mexico and other states not inpacted
by California s stringent water, |abor and environnental rules is
a major force in their long termdecisions. Should they remain in
California with a problematic financial future? W have seen the
dairy industry novenent out of state as regul atory conpliance
pressures are added to the financial risks all business face in

Cal i fornia.

Qur snmall business custoners are replacing their fleets per CARB
mandat es at the present tinme dininishing their ability to absorb
AB32 increased costs.

As diesel is still the nost efficient and cost effective transport
fuel,( even with taxpayer subsidies to conpetitive fuels) the
conmpetitive position of snall businesses in California is

contenpl ating the increase of transportation costs that will be
carried by everyone.

WIIl Carb continue to avoid cost benefit analysis of their
progranms? |Is it appropriate for CARB match up past program cost
estimates to the actual costs incurred by our businesses, our
customers, and the public?

Respecti vel y,

John DeWtt

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-13 14:07:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Ward

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Scoping Plan update
Comment:

See attachnent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/105-2013-sp-update-ws-V DgBY |QhWX4GZV 1g.docx
Original File Name: Letter to LaRonda AB32.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-16 07:52:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: Schonbrunn

Email Address: David@Schonbrunn.org
Affiliation: TRANSDEF

Subject: Complete Comments
Comment:

The attached file contains our comment letter just submitted, al ong
with Attachment E.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/106-2013-sp-update-ws-AjpWaV IxXUTABNL1Jj.pdf
Original File Name: 89-2013-sp-update-ws-UTABdQdkV FgFcARN.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-16 13:51:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: Schonbrunn

Email Address: David@Schonbrunn.org
Affiliation: TRANSDEF

Subject: Repaired Links for Comments
Comment:

I found last night that sone kind of inconpatibility between M
Wrd and Adobe Acrobat nmade sonme of the |inks on page 7 (especially
the ARB |inks) of our conment |etter inoperable.

I f possible, please substitute the attached page of |inks for page
7

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/108-2013-sp-update-ws-V 24GMwcrBGV VY wgb. pdf
Original File Name: 93-2013-sp-update-ws-BXFXI11Y 2UWwHcgBk.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-16 14:09:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for Providesthe public and stakeholders opportunitiesto provide " informal”
public comments as part of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update Wor kshop Series (2013-sp-
update-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kenny

Last Name: Key

Email Address: kenny@interraenergy.us
Affiliation: Interra Energy, Inc.

Subject: Comments on the 2013 Scoping Plan Update Workshop
Comment:

Pl ease see attachnent for comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/109-2013-sp-update-ws-BWxcNFQhV 2FX 1 11 g.pdf
Original File Name: Interra Energy -Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan Update - 082613.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2013-08-26 16:01:01

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Providesthe public and stakeholder s opportunitiesto
provide " informal" public commentsaspart of ARB's 2013 Scoping Plan Update
Workshop Series (2013-sp-update-ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at this
time.



