
Comment 1 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonLast Name: NelsonEmail Address: dnelson@rockenergyllc.comAffiliation: Rock Energy, LLCSubject: CO2 significance threshold for heavy oil operationsComment:Please do not adopt your planned significance threshold of 7,000metric tons of CO2 for California heavy oil projects.  Pleaseconsider that huge amounts of undeveloped heavy oil reservesremain in California but these deposits must be heated withinjection of steam from steam boilers to unlock the oil.  Thevolume of CO2 created from California heavy oil operations wasmuch, much higher 20 years ago.  I hope you can make an exceptionfor California heavy oil operations that uses a CO2 significancethreshold based on CO2 levels from 20 years ago.  If you heldother industries to levels from 20 years ago, we can make muchprogress on reduction of CO2 emissions.  Thank you! Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-27 10:38:32No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MattLast Name: VespaEmail Address: mvespa@biologicaldiversity.orgAffiliation: Center for Biological DiversitySubject: Comments on Proposed Thresholds for GHGsComment:Comments in attached documentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/2-cbd__comments_arb_proposed_threshold_nov_2008.pdfOriginal File Name: CBD  Comments ARB Proposed Threshold Nov 2008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-07 09:37:38No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JessicaLast Name: RangeEmail Address: jessica.range@sfgov.orgAffiliation: SF Planning DepartmentSubject: Timeline for implementationComment:The latest message regarding CEQA thresholds of signficance statedthat final thresholds would be published in Early 200? Can youprovide me with more specifics on your implementation timeline?

Thank you,
Jessica Range, LEED AP
Environmental Planner
San Francisco Planning DepartmentAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 16:48:02No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TerriLast Name: ShirhallEmail Address: tshirhall@roseville.ca.usAffiliation: City of RosevilleSubject: City of Roseville Comments re. ARB Guidance on CEQA ThresholdsComment:Hello,
The attached file is a comment letter from the City of Rosevilleregarding the proposed ARB Guidance on CEQA Thresholds. Thank youfor your consideration of our thoughts and concerns.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/5-cityofroseville_comments111808.pdfOriginal File Name: CityofRoseville_Comments111808.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 09:32:19No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Terry Last Name: DresslerEmail Address: lkimura@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CAPCOASubject: Comments on ARB's Draft Proposed Significance ThresholdsComment:Comments received from California Air Pollution Control OfficersAssociation (CAPCOA) on ARB's Draft Proposed SignificanceThresholds.  See attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/6-capcoa_letter_on_ceqa_11-14-08.pdfOriginal File Name: CAPCOA Letter on CEQA 11-14-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:02:12No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: TannerEmail Address: dave@earsi.comAffiliation: Subject: GHG ThresholdsComment:See Attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/7-earsi_comments_to_arb_on_draft_thresholds.docOriginal File Name: EARSI Comments to ARB on Draft Thresholds.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:29:44No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Charles (Chuck)Last Name: WhiteEmail Address: cwhite1@wm.comAffiliation: SWICSSubject: Comments on CEQA Significance ThresholdsComment:Comments Attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/8-final_swics_ceqa_letter_112108.pdfOriginal File Name: Final SWICS CEQA Letter 112108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 16:01:04No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: FrantzEmail Address: ini@lightspeed.netAffiliation: Association of Irritated ResidentsSubject: CEQA and AB 32Comment:Tom Frantz
Environmental Justice Advisory Committee member for AB 32
President, Association of Irritated Residents
San Joaquin Valley resident

Please see attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/9-tom_frantz_comments_on_ceqa_for_ab_32.docOriginal File Name: Tom Frantz comments on CEQA for AB 32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 10:59:52No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 10 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NicoleLast Name: VermilionEmail Address: nvermilion@planningcenter.comAffiliation: The Planning CenterSubject: Comments on CARB's CEQA Significance ThresholdsComment:Please see attached comments on CARB's Preliminary Draft StaffProposal, Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim SignificanceThresholds for Greenhouse Gases under the California EnvironmentalQuality Act.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/11-tpccmtscarbthrshlds.pdfOriginal File Name: TPCcmtsCARBThrshlds.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 10:13:37No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BillLast Name: HigginsEmail Address: mmckelvey@cacities.orgAffiliation: League of California CitiesSubject: Comments on  the Draft Proposed Significance ThresholdsComment:Please see the attached comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/12-comments_arb_significance_threshold_10.26.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments ARB Significance Threshold 10.26.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 10:16:48No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: AndrewEmail Address: jandrew@water.ca.govAffiliation: DWRSubject: threshold significance for CEQAComment:Please see attached letter.  Thank you for the opportunity tocomment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/13-ghg_threshold_comment_letter-dwr.pdfOriginal File Name: GHG threshold comment letter-DWR.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:01:54No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KristinLast Name: GrenfellEmail Address: kgrenfell@nrdc.orgAffiliation: NRDCSubject: NRDC CommentsComment:NRDC respectfully submits these comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/14-nrdc_comments_to_carb_on_ceqa_thresholds_-_general.pdfOriginal File Name: NRDC Comments to CARB on CEQA Thresholds - General.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:06:47No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 15 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ShariLast Name: LibickiEmail Address: slibicki@Environcorp.comAffiliation: Subject: CEQA CommentsComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/16-arb_ghg_threshold_comment_ltr_final.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB GHG Threshold Comment Ltr FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 15:24:26No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MattLast Name: Vander SluisEmail Address: mvander@pcl.orgAffiliation: Planning and Conservation LeagueSubject: Comments on ARB's Proposed GHG ThresholdsComment:We appreciate the opportunity to submit the attached comments onARB's proposed GHG Thresholds.  If you have any questions, pleasecontact:

Matt Vander Sluis
(916) 313-4515
mvander@pcl.org

Thanks,
Matt Vander Sluis
Planning and Conservation League
Global Warming Program ManagerAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/17-pcl_comments_on_arb_proposed_threshold.pdfOriginal File Name: PCL Comments on ARB Proposed Threshold.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 16:54:40No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DorothyLast Name: RothrockEmail Address: drothrock@cmta.netAffiliation: AB32 Implementation GroupSubject: Comments of AB32IGComment:Attached are comments of AB32IG

Submitted by:
Dorothy Rothrock
California Manufacturers & Technology Association
Co-Chair, AB32 Implementation GroupAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/18-ab32ig_ceqa_ltr_nichols.docOriginal File Name: AB32IG CEQA Ltr Nichols.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 20:25:13No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: City of Los AngelesSubject: Comments on Draft Interim CEQA ThresholdsComment:Please see the attached comments from City of Los Angeles staff onthe approach to statewide CEQA thresholds for GHG emissions.  Forfurther information, please contact me at the e-mail or phonelisted above.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/19-arb_ceqa_ghg_thresholds_11-26-08_cmt_ltr.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB CEQA GHG thresholds 11-26-08 cmt ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:13:19No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Richard Last Name: LyonEmail Address: rlyon@cbia.orgAffiliation: CBIASubject: CEQA CommentsComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/20-cbia_comment_letter_re_carb_ceqa_ghg_threshold_proposal_11_25_08.docOriginal File Name: CBIA Comment Letter Re CARB CEQA GHG Threshold Proposal 11 25 08.DOC Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 09:08:35No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanielLast Name: RockholtEmail Address: drockholt@co.riverside.ca.usAffiliation: Riverside County Waste ManagementSubject: CEQA CommentsComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/21-riverside_co_waste_management.pdfOriginal File Name: Riverside Co Waste management.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 09:12:09No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LindaLast Name: KropEmail Address: LKrop@EDCnet.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense CenterSubject: Submission of CommentsComment:Greetings:
I received a copy of the Preliminary Draft Proposal - RecommendedApproaches for Setting Interim Significance Thresholds forGreenhouse Gases under the CEQA.  The document solicits publiccomment but fails to provide a comment deadline or instructions forsubmitting comments.  I am in the process of reviewing the proposaland intend to submit comments.  I just learned today that thecomment deadline was supposed to be November 26.  Since thisinformation is not provided in the Proposal itself, I hereby askyou to re-notice this matter and extend the deadline for publiccomment.
Sincerely,
Linda Krop, Chief Counsel
Environmental Defense CenterAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:20:18No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PaulLast Name: CortEmail Address: pcort@earthjustice.orgAffiliation: EarthjusticeSubject: Comments on Draft CEQA Threshold RecommendationsComment:Please find comments attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/23-ceqa_threshold_comments_to_arb.pdfOriginal File Name: CEQA threshold comments to ARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:54:06No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: bobLast Name: boughtonEmail Address: bboughto@dtsc.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: general questionComment:We are working on remediation of contaminated sites and figuringout ways to foster "green" technologies and greener cleanups.  Sohow does a site clean-up fit in all this?  We may only beconsidering the site clean-up activities or may also include thedevelopment afterward.  Are you looking to encourage brownfielddevelopment with incentives?  Your proposal may inhibit therecovery of brownfields to industrial, commercial, residential orother beneficial uses.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 16:32:15No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: John Last Name: FriedrichEmail Address: sierrajohn@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: Raise land use emission reduction targets in AB 32 scoping planComment:letter attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/25-john_f_ab32_scoping_comments.docOriginal File Name: John F AB32 scoping comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 13:00:05No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: annieLast Name: steeleEmail Address: annies@kcbx.netAffiliation: pray sierra club, Canaries, SurfridderSubject: Green house gases Comment: 

I want to expand my comment with some pictures of the 

area and to do spelling checks for the record. 

Air quality in the coast Dunes formation in san Luis 

Obispo Coast is a serious problem. 
One million vehicles are on our beach during a callandar 
year. That so my science orientated friends equals
 about 28,000,000 pounds of green houses.

This is count of the vehicles paying to enter our 
beach. one type of flatbedy extension maybe 6 to 12
ATV (3 or 4 wheel) vehicles that will be moving on 
our beach. They in turn will burn fuel... gasoline.

Green houses also come from the Containers brought 
onto the beach to be poured into these ATV's.

Spillage as the transfer happens is also available to 
the environment... air and beach sand. A thousand or more 
gallons 

Carbon in the thousands of pounds is also airbourne 

Down wind 

many people have serious breathing lung problems 

for  which medical treatment has not worked.

annies@kcbx.net 

 2 of three  my message  annies@kcbx.netAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 15:10:44No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: FrantzEmail Address: MikeJFrantz@socal.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming Solutions Act, Assembly bill 32Comment:I am among I am sure most of the state who feel implementing thisfor one thing is a bad idea.  For another thing to do this at THIStime with the budget deficit, bad climate for business, badeconomy, etc. is insane!  I am quoting from an article in theOrange County Register in the opinion section titled "Wrong plan atwrong time".  "The Air Resources Board meets today to vote on theplan.  But six highly regarded economic experts commissioned by theagency found its economic projections significantly underestimatedcosts.  One reviewer said the projections give "the appearance ofjustifying" the regulations "rather than evaluating" them.  Anothercriticized the rosy projections for leaving the erroneousimpression of a "free lunch," when great costs are invloved.  Thestate's independent Legislative Analyst's Office also found theresource board's projections flawed by "a lack of analyticalrigor.""  Global warming alarmists have people so worked up theywill believe anything but common sense!  This also from the samearticle - "These economically disastrous proposals are advanced onthe unreasonable fear of glabal warming, something that hasn'toccurred for almost a decade.  As Dr. David Gee, chairman of the2008 International Geological Congress, put it:  "For how manyyears must the planet cool before we begin to understand that theplanet is not warming?""  Now, I am not a scientist, I just have alogical mind to work with.  If the planet in the past cooled andwarmed without us, it surely will with us.  But, with that beingsaid, when is the last time you heard anyone say ANYTHING in themedia or anywhere about the hole in the ozone layer????? Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 10:33:23No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: Shari Last Name: LibickiEmail Address: slibicki@environcorp.comAffiliation: Subject: Comment PeriodComment:See attached fileAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/28-gdc_comments_20081211.pdfOriginal File Name: GDC Comments 20081211.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 14:01:32No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: RalphLast Name: WedgeEmail Address: ralphwedge@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comment:December 12, 2008
Ms. Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
http://www.arb.ca.gov/lispub/comm/bclist.php

Dear Ms. Nichols:
As a small business owner I am very concerned about the currentstate of the
economy and my ability to maintain and grow my business.California already
imposes a number of taxes on businesses and while I think it isimportant to protect
the environment it must not come at the expense of the growing theeconomy.
Like many small businesses these difficult times force us to makedifficult decisions.
I do not want to lay off workers or reduce salaries or benefits,but if I am saddled with
higher energy costs, additional taxes and fees I will have to makesome tough
choices.

As you consider the best way to implement California’s climatechange program, I urge you to take into account California’sstruggling small businesses. The proposed
plan your agency has put forth increases taxes, energy costs, fuelcosts, vehicle costs
and building costs, which will all hurt small businesses.
In addition, many of the implementation measures you aresuggesting require billions
of dollars in capital investments and annual operating costincreases. Many of us
cannot afford the required upfront investments and do not have theluxury of waiting
several years to see returns on these investments.
I encourage you to adopt a balanced, cost-effective climate changeplan that does
not impose an impossible burden on small businesses and consumers.By using the
most cost-effective strategies to minimize greenhouse gasemissions we can reduce
global warming while also protecting California’s companies, jobsand the economy.
Sincerely,
Ralph Wedge   
President Wedge Roofing Inc.
5 Casa Grande Rd.
Petaluma Ca. 94954
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 07:53:50No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: williamLast Name: schmitEmail Address: wschmit@winespectrum.comAffiliation: Subject: History lesson for CARBComment:I hope you all get a copy of Chris Paine's movie "Who Killed theElectric Car" for ChristmasAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 08:31:25No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: RichardLast Name: WheelerEmail Address: rwheeler@surewest.netAffiliation: Subject: Distructive Forest ManagementComment:Forest Land occupies about 40% of California and it is beingmismanaged or not being managed at all.

I was a Professional Forester for 58 years. Forest Management andForest Product Production i.e. Timber Harvesting is an AgriculturalPractice not a project that is changing the character or use of theland.

I recently questioned the CDF about Overcutting of Forest Land andthey had no records of any overcutting. The California ForestPractice Act requires reforestation of Clear Cuts, so that is notovercutting.

I also questioned the amount of Erosion as Overcutting and Erosionare the two most important socalled Impacts on Forest Land. Theyanswered that all of their studies showed there was NO SIGNIFICANTEROSION due to Timber Harvesting.

An Investigation of the Archeological Centers Reports andInventory would reveal that few if any of the Sites that have beenrecorded meet the description of Historical or Archeological Sitesas defined in EPA or CEQA. They have been recorded becauseotherwise your Timber Harvesting Plan would not be recorded.Damaged sites do not qualify as Historical or Archeological Sites.Mining ditches made into roads are no longer historical sites.

There is no real evidence that Timber Harvesting affects anyWildlife as only about 1% of Forest Land is harvested per year,meaning 99% is left undisturbed for wildlife and OxygenProduction.

On the other hand, Carbon Dioxide has been increased by the lackof effective and efficient Forest Fire Fighting. Air Tankers andFire Truck just don't cut it!

And the number of Dead & Dying Trees create more Carbon Dioxide asthey cannot not be gathered or salvaged due to the expense of theHarvesting Permit.

Such a permit in California costs 3X as much as one in Oregon,that's why Oregon is shipping in most of the lumber. This situationhas reduced the Forest Product Economy by 78% costing Billion ofDollars of Income to California along with thousands, maybehundreds of thousands of jobs.

Deforestation is increasing as Judges determine that Burned Areascan not be planted to Forest Seedlings and produce more OxygenErosion Control than brush.

So EPA & CEQA are reducing the production of Oxygen and increasingthe production of Carbon Dioxide.

Forest Fires like the Angora Fire at Lake Tahoe could have easilybe prevented but the individuals responsible are obviouslyincompetent as were the personnel sent to fight it.

Regards,

Former USFS District RangerAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 12:39:55No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: RichardLast Name: WheelerEmail Address: rwheeler@surewest.netAffiliation: Subject: Distructive Forest ManagementComment:Gentlemen,

Please be advised, my physical address is:

Richard A. Wheeler
3927 Adelheid Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-2828

Yes, I would like a hard copy of the regulatory items that mycomment  
mentioned.
And that is: Why do the EPA and CEQA Laws pertain to Timber Land 
Management, since it is
an Agricultural Practice?

No other Agricultural Practices require an approved Environmental 
Impact Review/Report
before Harvesting or Planting Activities can be conducted.

Why the difference? Timber Harvesting PRACTICES are already underthe  
jurisdiction of
the California Forest PRACTICES ACT. Why the duplication?

Why is the U.S. Forest Service and the U.S. National Forests under 
the jurisdiction
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture if their Administration and 
Management is not
Agriculture and recognized as Agricultural Practices?

I would also suggest an investigation of the CDF's Archeological 
Program and see
if the Archeological Reports as submitted to the Archeological  
Information Centers
meet the standards of Significance.

Is this possible?

This program is not being implemented correctly as required by the 
EPA or CEQA.
Many if not most of the Historical and Archeological Sites do not 
meet the
requirements of Significance.

During my employment as a Registered Professional Forester, I was 
required to
register sites that had been almost entirely destroyed. And theLaw  
states that
damaged sites do not and should not be registered or reported.

Why is this additional expense required of Forest Land and its  
Agricultural
Practices?

I would appreciate your answer to my questions.

Regards,

Richard



On Dec 12, 2008, at 12:39 PM, owner-ceqa-general- 
ws@listserv.arb.ca.gov wrote:


Thank you for taking the time to send the
Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) your
views concerning an issue under consideration
by the ARB.

If your comment concerned a regulatory item, you
will receive notice of additional public comment
periods, if any, on that item. However, this
notice will be exclusively via email unless you
provide ARB with a physical address to which you
would like a hard copy of the notice to be mailed.

Thanks again for your input.

Sincerely,

/s/
Ombudsman
California Air Resources Board

----------- Your comment follows -------------


Comment 31 for ceqa-general-ws (2nd Workshop).

CONTACT INFORMATION:
First Name: Richard
Last Name: Wheeler
Email: rwheeler@surewest.net
Phone:
Affiliation:
File (i.e., Attachment):

Subject: Destructive Forest Management
Comment:
Forest Land occupies about 40% of California and it is being
mismanaged or not being managed at all.

I was a Professional Forester for 58 years. Forest Management and
Forest Product Production i.e. Timber Harvesting is anAgricultural
Practice not a project that is changing the character or use ofthe
land.

I recently questioned the CDF about Overcutting of Forest Landand
they had no records of any overcutting. The California Forest
Practice Act requires reforestation of Clear Cuts, so that is not
overcutting.

I also questioned the amount of Erosion as Overcutting andErosion
are the two most important socalled Impacts on Forest Land. They
answered that all of their studies showed there was NOSIGNIFICANT
EROSION due to Timber Harvesting.

An Investigation of the Archeological Centers Reports and
Inventory would reveal that few if any of the Sites that havebeen
recorded meet the description of Historical or ArcheologicalSites
as defined in EPA or CEQA. They have been recorded because
otherwise your Timber Harvesting Plan would not be recorded.
Damaged sites do not qualify as Historical or ArcheologicalSites.
Mining ditches made into roads are no longer historical sites.

There is no real evidence that Timber Harvesting affects any
Wildlife as only about 1% of Forest Land is harvested per year,
meaning 99% is left undisturbed for wildlife and Oxygen
Production.

On the other hand, Carbon Dioxide has been increased by the lack
of effective and efficient Forest Fire Fighting. Air Tankers and
Fire Truck just don't cut it!

And the number of Dead & Dying Trees create more Carbon Dioxideas
they cannot not be gathered or salvaged due to the expense of the
Harvesting Permit.

Such a permit in California costs 3X as much as one in Oregon,
that's why Oregon is shipping in most of the lumber. Thissituation
has reduced the Forest Product Economy by 78% costing Billion of
Dollars of Income to California along with thousands, maybe
hundreds of thousands of jobs.

Deforestation is increasing as Judges determine that Burned Areas
can not be planted to Forest Seedlings and produce more Oxygen,
Erosion Control than brush.

So EPA & CEQA are reducing the production of Oxygen andincreasing
the production of Carbon Dioxide.

Forest Fires like the Angora Fire at Lake Tahoe could have easily
be prevented but the individuals responsible are obviously
incompetent as were the personnel sent to fight it.

Regards,

Former USFS District Ranger



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-13 17:17:03No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: DanLast Name: MarksEmail Address: dmarks@ci.berkeley.ca.usAffiliation: City of Berkeley Planning & Development Subject: Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gases Significance ThresholdsComment:Attached is December 17, 2008 letter from Dan Marks, Director ofPlanning and Development, City of Berkeley, to Douglas Ito, ARB,1001 I Streeet, Sacramento, CA 95814, re Preliminary Draft StaffProposal: Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gases Signicance Thresholds.

Please let me know that our response is received.

Mary Shea (mshea@ci.berkeley.ca.us)
for Dan Marks
(510) 981-7404 Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/33-arb_ceqa_12-17-08.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB CEQA 12-17-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:26:54No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: LarryLast Name: Rohlfes, CAEEmail Address: larryrohlfes@clca.orgAffiliation: Calif. Landscape Contractors AssociationSubject: Interim Significance Thresholds for GHGs under CEQAComment:December 19, 2008



Kurt Karperos, Chief
Air Quality and Transportation Planning Branch
Planning and Technical Support Division
California Air Resources Board
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA   95812

Douglas Ito, Manager
SIP and Local Government Strategies Section
Planning and Technical Support Division
California Air Resources Board
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95812



Re: Comments on Recommended Approaches for Setting InterimSignificance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases under the CaliforniaEnvironmental Quality Act

Dear Mr. Karperos and Mr. Ito:

The California Landscape Contractors Association, representingmore than 3,000 licensed contractors and associated industrysuppliers who design, construct, and maintain commercial, public,and residential landscapes, welcomes the opportunity to comment onthe Air Resources Board draft staff proposal for setting interimsignificant thresholds under the California Environmental QualityAct.  Our comments are limited to those elements of the staffrecommendations relating to setting potential performance standardsfor landscape irrigation.

CLCA supports the goal of providing lead agencies and developerswith a performance-based pathway for determining thresholds ofsignificance associated with greenhouse gas emissions from projectssubject to CEQA.  We recognize that efficient use of water forlandscape irrigation is an essential component of anyperformance-based standards ultimately adopted by the board.However, it is critically important to our membership that anylandscape irrigation standards adopted by the board be consistentand conform to the updated Model Water Efficient LandscapeOrdinance (“Model Ordinance”) regulations that will shortly beadopted by the California Department of Water Resources.

Based on our review of staff materials and workshop presentations,it appears that the ARB staff is attempting to “piggyback” anarbitrary 50 percent reduction in water use for landscapeirrigation on top of the already stringent water efficiencystandards being established by the updated Model Ordinance.  InSlide 17 of the December 9th workshop presentation, staff misreadsthe requirements of Section 604.2 of the California Green BuildingCode, which does not require a 50 percent reduction in water useabove the requirements of the water budget as calculated under theModel Ordinance.  In fact, Section 604.2 merely provides that wateruse shall be reduced by 50 percent “after initial requirements forplant installation and establishment.”  In this connection, themost recent draft of the updated Model Ordinance regulations doesnot differentiate between the water allowed for newly installedversus established plants, but instead provides for an annual waterbudget which gives property owners flexibility to apply more orless water at different times of the year or during initial growth,while keeping total annual water use within an aggregate cap.Moreover, the Outdoor Water Use provisions of the California GreenBuilding Code (Section 604 et seq.) were never designed to apply todwellings, are currently voluntary, and appear to be borrowed fromalso voluntary LEED standards that are more appropriate toMidwestern and Eastern states where climatologic conditions differsignificantly from those found in California.

The Model Ordinance offers an ideal performance standard becauseit in-corporates many specific geographic and climate adjusteddesign, documentation, and compliance criteria and, mostimportantly, enforcement provisions before and after projectcompletion to assure that projected water savings from an approvedlandscape design are actually realized.  Additionally, insituations where landscaping is installed after project approval,such as a single-family housing development with unfinishedbackyards, the Model Ordinance will apply prospectively to theindividual homeowners if the landscaped area is 5,000 square feetor more and the landscape work requires a building or landscapepermit.

As experienced landscape professionals, we believe that a 50percent reduction in landscape water use above and beyond thereductions already contemplated by the updated Model Ordinancewould drastically change the characteristics of Californialandscapes and have unintended consequences that would contributeto even greater energy-related greenhouse gas emissions, such asincreased air conditioning use due to reduction of shade from treesand large shrubs, the accentuation of heat island effects, andreduced carbon sequestration by lawns and landscape plants. Healthylandscapes also help clean the air and reduce dust and particulatematter--important public health and quality of life issues for manycommunities.

For these reasons CLCA recommends the Model Ordinance as the mostappropriate, effective, and evidence-based performance standard forwater efficient landscaping in commercial and residential projectssubject to CEQA.  Any reference to the Green Building StandardsCode, which was erroneously drafted and never intended to apply todwellings, should be avoided.

If additional outdoor potable water savings beyond thoseachievable from the Model Ordinance are necessary, CLCA recommendsthat the board consider cost-effective performance measures tosupply recycled or reclaimed water to projects--so long as theaggregate amount of water available for landscaping use from bothpotable and non-potable sources is not less than the annual waterbudget established for a particular property by the ModelOrdinance.

CLCA appreciates the challenges presented to board staff incrafting performance standards for residential and commercialprojects that reasonably limit greenhouse gas emissions from atleast five sources.  As this proposal evolves we hope that you willreach out to CLCA for its advice and counsel on real worldsolutions to landscape water conservation.

Sincerely yours,



LARRY ROHLFES, CAE
Assistant Executive Director

cc:	Rick Soehren, Chief, DWR Office of Water Use Efficiency andTransfers,
	CLCA Executive Director Sharon McGuire
	CLCA Board of Directors
	CLCA Legislation Committee
	CLCA Resource Management Committee
	Parke Terry, Greenberg Traurig LLP

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/34-doc20081218144129.pdfOriginal File Name: doc20081218144129.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 15:02:38No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: MattLast Name: VespaEmail Address: mvespa@biologicaldiversity.orgAffiliation: Center for Biological Diversity Subject: CBD Comments on Revised Preliminary DraftComment:Comments attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/35-cbd__comments_arb_proposed_threshold_dec_23_2008.pdfOriginal File Name: CBD  Comments ARB Proposed Threshold Dec 23 2008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-23 14:33:21No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: JessicaLast Name: HankinsEmail Address: jessica.hankins@co.nevada.ca.usAffiliation: Nevada County Planning DeptSubject: General comments on proposed GHG thresholdsComment:General comments on the proposed interim thresholds are attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/36-to-arb_thresholds_122608.pdfOriginal File Name: To-ARB_Thresholds_122608.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-29 09:15:34No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: Shari Last Name: LibickiEmail Address: slibicki@environcorp.comAffiliation: ENVIRONSubject: GDC Comments on the CEQA Threshold Guidelines Process:  Backup Documentation Must be ReleaComment:Comment letter attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/37-gdc_comments_20081230.pdfOriginal File Name: GDC Comments 20081230.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-30 16:10:48No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: AndrewEmail Address: jandrew@ellman-burke.comAffiliation: Ellman Burke Hoffman & JohnsonSubject: Comment on Boxes 2 and 3 of Attachment BComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  Development ofsignificance thresholds is not an easy task.  Thank you for yourefforts.

I have several concerns regarding the draft thresholds, most ofwhich concerns are captured in the letters from the APA Californiaand CBIA.  I will not repeat those concerns here.  I do add thefollowing comments, and specific proposal to modify Box 3 ofAttachment B.

I do not believe that Box 2 will be useful for projects in mostjurisdictions.  It is simply too layered with programmaticrequirements, and will be too hard for local agencies to apply. CEQA is filled with exceptions and streamlining provisions thatassume that cities and counties have the time and money toundertake the higher level programmatic planning work.  This simplydoes not happen in most cases.   In any event, the SB 375 processwill be a type of programmatic approach by itself (which is why Box3 needs to reference SB 375).  From a land-location perspective asit may impact global warming (including from transportation),consistency with an approved SCS/APS should be enough by itself,regardless of project size.  If a project also meets theperformance standards for water use, energy use, etc. - which arenot covered by SB 375 - then the project should be less thansignificant. 

The idea that a "large" project must be treated as potentiallysignificant simply because it is large (as Box 3 states) cannot besupported.  AB 32 sets up an overall cap, and the Scoping Planclearly defers to the SB 375 process to get there.  Imagine that wecould predict and precisely plan where all growth in Californiawill occur and could require that it all occur there and that it beconstructed to meet water/energy performance standards, AND weplanned it to meet the Scoping Plan's 5 MMT target.  The CEQAreview for that planning exercise would have to conclude that theimpact of such development on global warming is less thansignificant.  Accordingly, why should any project that isconsistent with SB 375 (which is what we've set up to get us to thesame place) ever be treated as significant from a global warmingperspective (again, assuming it meets water/energy requirements)?

Consistent with the foregoing, I would suggest that Box 3 forResidential and Commercial projects be revised to reference the SB375 SCS and APS.  SB 375 specifically includes a provision (seeSec. 15 of SB 375, to be codified at PRC 21159.28) that says that aCEQA document for a project consistent with an approved SCS or APSdoes not have to discuss GHG emissions from cars and light-dutytrucks.  This would hold true regardless of the size of the projector its emissions.

With this, Box 3 would be as follows:

"3.(a)...

Construction...

Operations...

·         ...

·         ...

·         ... standard for waste

AND

(b) (i) Meets an interim ARB performance standard fortransportation OR (ii) is not required to reference, describe, ordiscuss impacts from cars and light-duty trucks generated by theproject on global warming under Public Resources Code 21159.28

AND

(c) if (b)(ii) does not apply, the project with performancestandards...will emit no more than X....."

Thank you,
Jim Andrew

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-02 14:36:09No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: SpoonhourEmail Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.usAffiliation: Western Riverside Council of GovernmentsSubject: Comments on the Preliminary Draft Proposal for Interim Significance Thresholds for GHGComment:The Western Riverside Council of Governments staff would like tosubmit the following comments on ARBs Preliminary Draft Proposalfor Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim SignificanceThresholds for Greenhouse Gases.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/39-ceaq_threshold_comment_letter_to_carb.pdfOriginal File Name: CEAQ Threshold Comment Letter to CARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-05 10:15:39No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: Patrick Last Name: GriffithEmail Address: pgriffith@lacsd.orgAffiliation: LACSDSubject: Comments on the ARB CEQA Greenhouse Gas ProposalComment:PDF Comment Letter on the ARB CEQA Greenhouse Gas ProposalAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/40-comment_letter_on_the_arb_ceqa_ghg_proposal.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment Letter on the ARB CEQA GHG Proposal.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 09:41:43No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: SpoonhourEmail Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.usAffiliation: Western Riverside Council of GovernmentsSubject: ARB Approach to GHG Significance Thresholds under CEQAComment:On behalf of the City of Corona, I would like to submit theattached comments on ARB's Approach to GHG Significance Thresholdsunder CEQA.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/41-city_of_corona_arb_comment_ltr.pdfOriginal File Name: City of Corona ARB Comment Ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 13:28:19No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: loriLast Name: BallanceEmail Address: lballance@gdandb.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the Proposed CEQA Significance Thresholds for GHGsComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/42-comment_letter_on_proposed_significance_thresholds__01-09-09_.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment letter on Proposed Significance Thresholds (01-09-09).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 14:37:01No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: AnneLast Name: McQueenEmail Address: anne.mcqueen@amec.comAffiliation: AMEC GeomatrixSubject: Comments on ARB CEQA GHG GuidanceComment:Please see the attached fileAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/43-comment_on_arb_ceqa_guidance_jan_09_09.pdfOriginal File Name: comment on ARB CEQA guidance Jan 09 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:14:10No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: Steven Last Name: KellyEmail Address: steven@iepa.comAffiliation: IEPSubject: GHG Thresholds of Significance under CEQAComment:Attached are the comments from the Independent Energy ProducersAssociation on GHG Thresholds of Significance under CEQA. 
Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/44-iep_comments_to_carb_on_thresholds_of_significance_under_ceqa__final_1-9-09___.docOriginal File Name: IEP Comments to CARB on Thresholds of Significance Under CEQA (FINAL 1-9-09)  .doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:19:30No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: City of Los AngelesSubject: Comments on proposed performance standardsComment:Please see this second set of attached comments from City of LosAngeles staff on the approach to statewide CEQA thresholds for GHGemissions.  For further information, please contact me at thee-mail or phone listed above.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/45-arb_ceqa_ghg_thresholds_1-09-09_cmt_ltr.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB CEQA GHG thresholds 1-09-09 cmt ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:37:22No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: TimothyLast Name: CreminEmail Address: tcremin@meyersnave.comAffiliation: Meyers NaveSubject: Comments of Meyers Nave on ARB CEQA Threshold ProposalComment:Attached are General Comments of Tim Cremin, Principal, MeyersNave, on ARB Preliminary Draft Staff Proposal for DeterminingSignificance of Greenhouse Gas Emissions under CEQAAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/46-meyers_nave_comments_on_arb_draft_ceqa_thresholds.docOriginal File Name: Meyers Nave Comments on ARB Draft CEQA Thresholds.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:03:59No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: BairdEmail Address: bbaird@aqmd.govAffiliation: South Coast AQMDSubject: Comments re GHG Significance Thresholds under CEQAComment:Attached are the comments of South Coast AQMD re CEQA andGreenhouse Gases.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/47-comments_ghg_ceqa_1-9-09.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments GHG CEQA 1-9-09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:45:27No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: TheLast Name: Pacific Forest TrustEmail Address: rkatz@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Interim ThresholdsComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/48-arb_threshold_comments_pft_1_9_09_final.docOriginal File Name: ARB Threshold Comments_PFT_1 9 09 final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:59:05No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: RhysLast Name: RowlandEmail Address: rrowland@cityofdavis.orgAffiliation: City of DavisSubject: General Questions/Comments Regarding the ApproachComment:
o	It is good to have a threshold to compare a project to?

o	How will we know if a study provides a valid number?

o	What resources can we rely upon to validate numbers related toprojects?

o	How do we evaluate projects that do not fall into these threeuse categories?  Does a “commercial” project include projects whichare public/semi-public, office, churches, schools, or other?  Wethink more guidance will be necessary since substantial categoriesof projects would not be evaluated under the proposed thresholds. 

o	Do we merely condition a project to be in compliance with thestandards and have the applicant provide proof?
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 16:40:45No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: Shelly Last Name: SullivanEmail Address: ssullivan@onemain.comAffiliation: AB 32 Implementation GroupSubject: AB 32 Implementation Group -- Comments on CEQA Interim Significance ThresholdsComment:Attached please find comments from the AB 32 Implementation Groupon 'Preliminary Draft Staff Proposal on Recommended Approaches forSetting Interim Significance Thresholds for Greenhouse Gases underCEQA (October 24, 2008).'

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions if youneed anything further.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/50-ab32_ig_ceqa_ltr_to_carb_fina_0Original File Name: AB32 IG CEQA Ltr to CARB FINA#0 Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 12:51:54No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: ShariLast Name: LibickiEmail Address: slibicki@environcorp.comAffiliation: ENVIRON International CorporationSubject: GDC Comments on the CEQA Threshold GuidelinesComment:See attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/51-gdc_comments_final_20090116.pdfOriginal File Name: GDC Comments Final 20090116.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 13:58:37No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: JessicaLast Name: Range Email Address: jessica.range@sfgov.orgAffiliation: City and County of San FranciscoSubject: Comments on Proposed CEQA ThresholdsComment:Please see the attached comment letter from the City and County ofSan Francisco.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/52-carb_ceqa_comment_letter_ccsf.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB_CEQA Comment Letter_CCSF.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 16:26:52No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: DillonEmail Address: mdillon@gdandb.comAffiliation: Subject: Comment Letter regarding Proposed Significance CriteriaComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/53-lt_carb_re_ghg_ceqa_thresholds__1-16-09_.doc.pdfOriginal File Name: LT CARB re GHG CEQA Thresholds (1-16-09).doc.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 16:57:50No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: J.P. Last Name: CativielaEmail Address: dairycares@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: CEQA significance thresholds Comment:Please see attached comment letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/54-cares_comment_letter_1_16_09.pdfOriginal File Name: CARES comment letter 1 16 09.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 18:12:11No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: J.P. Last Name: CativielaEmail Address: dairycares@aol.comAffiliation: CARESSubject: CommentsComment:We submitted our comments on Friday, Jan. 16 and subsequently noteda couple of errors. The attached revises the table on page 5 tocorrect the 2006 cow population and milk production figures. Alsowe've revised the first paragraph on page 6 for clarity.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/55-cares_comment.corrected.1.19.08.pdfOriginal File Name: CARES Comment.CORRECTED.1.19.08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-19 12:04:49No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) - 2nd Workshop.First Name: SandeLast Name: GeorgeEmail Address: sgeorge@stefangeorge.comAffiliation: APA CaliforniaSubject: Comments on the overall approach to GHG significance thresholds under the CEQAComment:Last week I requested that the attached document replace a previoussubmission as there were red comments showing in the document.  Thecorrect document is now posted but the name in the Received Fromcolumn of the workshop log (see #55) is incorrect.  Currently itreads "Farrell, Francine" but should read "APA California, SandeGeorge".  I was instructed by Zenia Aguilera in the Office of theOmbudsman to resubmit the document with the affiliation box filledin.  Please update the Received From box with this information.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/ceqa-general-ws/59-10-apaca_final_ab_32_ceqa_thresholds_of_significance_proposal_apa_comments_11_21_08_ah___pp.docOriginal File Name: 10-apaca_final_ab_32_ceqa_thresholds_of_significance_proposal_apa_comments_11_21_08_ah___pp.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-02-17 13:17:54No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (ceqa-general-ws) that were presented during the Workshop at this time.


