
Comment 1 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JesseLast Name: AndrewsEmail Address: jdandrewsconsultants@outlook.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments for a Sustainable Community ProjectComment:Good Morning, 

It would be great if we made the Chinatown Area of Fresno like LALive. The Press Release of LA Live will outline the purpose andbenefits of this project.
      
        ***************************************************


Office of the Mayor 
City of Los Angeles 
ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

January 12, 2006 

MAYOR ANTONIO VILLARAIGOSA SUPPORTS PARTNERSHIP TO ENSURECONSTRUCTION OF CONVENTION CENTER HEADQUARTERS HOTEL, LINCHPIN OFLA Live! Downtown Project [How do you insure these ensurences?Hopefully these promises are more credible than campaignpromises.]

(Los Angeles) – Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa today joined Tim J.Leiweke, President and CEO of AEG as he announced AEG and KB Homewill partner to finance the development of the Convention CenterHeadquarters Hotel, the linchpin LA Live! downtown project. TheMayor strongly supports the partnership which will acceleratebuilding the Convention Center Headquarters Hotel. 

“This partnership will ensure [at least promises, if not delivers]that LA Live and the hotel not only come to fruition [or at leastfantasy] but will make Los Angeles the entertainment capital of theWest Coast,” said Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa. [Is that all ittakes? One hotel!]

“Furthermore, [don’t say ‘furthermore’ you haven’t really saidanything yet] the Convention Center Headquarters Hotel isabsolutely necessary if Los Angeles wants to have a conventioncenter that is able to compete with other convention centers in theregion.” [If the nation’s second biggest City isn’t evencompetitive with the region…save your time and money, now. Thisisn’t the answer. (No casinos!) Everyone visits and moves to LAbecause they like LA: So you want to completely change into beingjust like everywhere else. ZONE AWAY, A-HOLES!]

The AEG and KB Home partnership will ensure [at least hope] thatthe four-star hotel will become a reality for downtown Los Angeles.[But that reality may not include enough demand or occupancy.] 

LA Live! A multi-use development, is critical to the revitalizationof downtown Los Angeles [developers’ bank accounts] and fulfillsthe Mayor’s vision to make downtown one of the most recognized andattractive areas not only in the City but in the country as well.[Designed in his own image! And by the way, this doesn’t fulfillit. That happens when it is completed and operational.]

When [If] completed, it will serve to attract more than 10 millionvisitors [How? I don’t see] which in turn will infuse $9 billioninto the economy and create more than 25,000 jobs. [That’ll be theday that Jesus walks into the CRA office to apply for some of themandatory affordable housing that those sunset clauses have a wayof setting on.]

The project covers six city blocks in the South Park neighborhoodand will be the signature of the neighborhood. Restaurants,nightclubs, sports bars, [instead of the types of amenities peoplewill still have to go to Silverlake or Pasedena to get] highdensity housing, [yeah, The Ritz Carlton Condo; that’s what theyare calling “housing’] a 7,100 seat state-of-the art theater, radioand television broadcast facilities [glad we are building those.Maybe they can build some practical housing and needed communityamenities]; offices and the Convention Headquarters Hotel are allcomponents of this new entertainment district. [And “entertaining”is the big crisis the city is facing! I heard Bratton say just theother day, “We can’t entertain our way out of this.” I tend todisagree. And I happen to know from inside sources, entertainingare also big issues at LAUSD and all the social services. And themiddle class being pushed out of town in the other parts oftown...they demand more entertaining, too!]

The hotel [Ritz Carlton and Five Star Marriott, nothing mosttourists or business conventions will be able to afford] will have1,100 rooms as well as meeting, ballroom and amenity space ofapproximately 185,000 square feet. [To go along with all theconvention space, already not being used, because it's tooexpensive to get downtown from the airport -- and too much traffic-- and, well...skid-you-know-what' in addition to the newconvention center Janice Hahn wants to build near the airport. Ihope people that go to conventions start having a lot of babies!]

Mayor Villaraigosa broke ground on LA Live! on September 15, 2005 

The Convention Center Headquarters Hotel will feature spectacularrooms that will provide views to the Westside and downtown skyline.[Overlooking all the problems these projects not only won’t solve,but add to.]Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/1-sb-535-guidance-ws-UWNda1VlVjVXfANw.pdfOriginal File Name: 2010-Sustainability-Report.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-26 11:11:00No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JesseLast Name: AndrewsEmail Address: jdandrewsconsultants@outlook.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments for Low Carbon Transit ProjectsComment:Good Morning, 
One of the ideas that I had for the Low Carbon Transit Projects wasto create walking paths throughout the census tracts that connectsresidents from park to park and transit stop to transit stop. 
Also, encourage collaboration with organizations to compete for theallocated funds to support submitted projects. 

Thanks
Jesse D. Andrews
JD Andrews Consultants, LLC. 

Example
               *********************************
Trails Are Important to All of Us
PATH trails are used by a larger percentage of the community andrequire less long-term maintenance than ball fields, tennis courts,and other park facilities. In addition to preserving greenspace andproviding alternative modes of transportation, PATH trails also:

Encourage health and well-being
 Whether trail users are walking, riding, skating or rollerblading,they are on their way to a healthier lifestyle.

Promote public safety
 Thousands of people use PATH trails from dawn to dusk every day.When more people are outside and keeping an eye on theirneighborhoods, perpetrators are less likely to commit crimes.

Increase real estate values
 Living next to a greenway trail is a distinctive amenity thatboosts property values. Trails preserve open space and make nearbyhomes more attractive.

Spur economic development and neighborhood revitalization
 PATH trails are an important catalyst for new residential andbusiness development in the communities they serve.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-26 11:18:56No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JesseLast Name: AndrewsEmail Address: jdandrewsconsultants@outlook.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments for How to Monitor Benefit and Activity within Communities DesignatedComment:Good Morning, 

I thought that in order to get a good scope of how the funds arebeing used and how well they are working in programs andcommunities, would be to have organizations or regions host "openhouses". This helps to engage the organizations in showcases theinvestment as well as give the supported community a communityforum to express concerns, successes and or changes. 

Thanks, 

Jesse Andrews
JD Andrews Consultants, LLC
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-26 11:27:46No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: GlesneEmail Address: matthew.glesne@lacity.orgAffiliation: Los Angeles -Department of City PlanningSubject: definition of povertyComment:The Federal Government has recently come up with what many believeto be a superior measurement of poverty compared to the standardversion, which the ARB includes in its disadvantaged communitiesdraft methodology through the use of Cal-EnviroScreen. The newCensus Supplemental Poverty Measure looks much more closely at bothincome supports and overall costs to try to get a better picture ofthe actual resources available to households. Work in California bythe PPIC and CPI (the California Poverty Measure) has shown how thethis new methodology forces us to change our thinking aboutdisadvantaged communities in the State. It actually "flips thepoverty map" towards high-cost coastal communities, reflecting thereality that housing costs play a huge role in limitingdiscretionary income. Low-income households in high costscommunities have been shown to be statistically more disadvantagedthan those with the same incomes in low cost areas. This importantfact needs to be included in the final methodology. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-27 09:27:12No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: MasseyEmail Address: pmassey@treepeople.orgAffiliation: Grants Director, TreePeopleSubject: Comments on Enviroscreen 2.0Comment:Following are two comments provided by TreePeople, a non-profit,environmental organization serving Los Angeles County.  

1) We agree with Method #1 as the most appropriate of the 4choices; it coincides with similar mapping we’ve conducted relatedto socio-economic factors and low tree canopy cover in Los Angeles,as well as our own on-the-ground experience in inner-city areas ofLos Angeles.

2) We ask the program administrators consider adding low treecanopy cover, high percentage of paved surfaces and/or surfacetemperature spikes (or urban heat islands) as future indicators ofenvironmental concern.

Let me know if you have any questions, and thank you for creatingthis tool!

Yours,
Peter Massey

ABOUT TREEPEOPLE
Thirty years ago TreePeople created the much-emulated CitizenForester model to transform Los Angeles County, one that empowersordinary people to green their neighborhoods, parks and schools.Historically we’ve worked with volunteers to plant more than 2million trees across LA County. At present, we annually work with9,000 volunteers, 10,000 members and more than 200 schools. 

We’ve moved our programs into our region’s more under-servedneighborhoods by creating and using culturally-sensitive techniquesto address the real needs and desires of residents, and bysupporting local partner organizations with expertise andresources. TreePeople has targeted areas of Los Angeles that areboth environmentally and economically challenged, including lowtree canopy cover, absence of open space, chronic flooding, andpoor air quality.   We know first-hand the challenges faced bythese communities, including the significant resources required tobring about lasting change.

At the same time, TreePeople has effectively demonstrated it isfeasible to change the way Los Angeles manages its waterinfrastructure by using a nature-based, urban watershed approachwith strong community participation. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-27 10:58:13No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: SandlerEmail Address: mike@carbonshare.orgAffiliation: CarbonShare.orgSubject: Cap and Trade proceeds can help low-income households with dividendsComment:Dear ARB,

Returning proceeds to disadvantaged communities iswell-intentioned, but will the funds actually help individuals,households, and communities who carry a disproportionate  burden ofemissions, poverty, and future regressive carbon price impacts? Please consider these issues below as rules for distributing capand trade funds are developed.

1) Emissions reductions paid for with cap and trade revenues willresult in no net emission reductions.  This may soundcounterintuitive, but the reason is because the cap sets theemissions level, and so additional emission reductions paid forwith cap and trade funds will result in a lower price forallowances, but that reduction in price signal will encouragecompanies to increase emissions back to the level of the cap.  Thelesson here is that cap and trade funds should be put towards othergoals of AB32, not just emission reductions.  One of those goals isto alleviate impacts on disadvantaged communities and households,so the State can still fulfill its noble goals there, whilepreserving a higher carbon price signal.

2) Is it better to create programs for low-income and disadvantagedcommunities, or is it better to return the funds directly to thosehouseholds?  Most government workers and program administratorswill say the programs are preferred (by them), but it would beuseful to ask non-program-affiliated individuals and families inthose areas if they would rather have certain programs, or if theywould prefer a cash transfer that allows them to decide what to dowith the money (a climate "dividend").  In the absence of such asurvey, it is only speculation that programs are preferred by thecommunities themselves.  Skepticism that the money would actuallyreach families may lead some respondents to hesitate in theiranswer.  This is a reflection of the unfortunate history ofappropriation of funds that do not reach the intended recipients. That skepticism is understandable.  The cap and trade funds providean opportunity for ARB to improve the perception of the cap andtrade program overall by ensuring the funds are returned directlyto people.  In the international development field, researchers arestudying the effects of programs that provide direct cash transfers(a well-known one is called "Give Directly") on the poor.  The sadcounterpoint is the funds sent to Haiti for relief efforts, with nodocumented outcome.  The goal here would be to alleviate impacts onlow-income and disadvantaged communities and provide a template fora future national cap and dividend program.  How do regulators inSacramento know if a family has health care expenses, or need fundsfor bus fare, or any number of other impacts that a carbon pricemay have.  The families that receive a climate dividend can makethat decision the best.  Would the funds be "wasted" on big screenTVs?  Once again, it doesn't matter, since the cap sets the levelof statewide emissions.  But the State can encourage families tospend their dividends on low-carbon products such as Energy UpgradeCalifornia, or potentially transit subsidies, etc.  But it shouldbe up to the individuals receiving their share of the atmosphericcommons to decide how to spend their windfall.  Further informationmay be found in the recent book by Peter Barnes, "With Liberty andDividends for All" and on my website www.carbonshare.org.

This is a hugely important topic, how to alleviate poverty whileaddressing climate change.  They are interconnected.  

Thank you for your consideration.

Mike Sandler
www.carbonshare.org










Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-29 10:24:10No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RalphLast Name: HernandezEmail Address: rphernandez@marincounty.orgAffiliation: Marin CountySubject: Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds for Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:
Dear Dr. Faust,

Attached please find a letter from the Marin County Board ofSupervisors respectfully requesting that OEHHA work with the AirDistrict to incorporate the disadvantaged communities in the BayArea when determining the CAP and Trade Auction ProceedsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/9-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDcBZgZrVWMKfFU0.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEPA Letter re Disadvantaged Communities.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-08-29 16:08:28No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmyLast Name: CohenEmail Address: amycohen339@gmail.comAffiliation: Bay Area Environmental Health CollaboratSubject: Investment of cap-and-trade revenue to benefit impacted or “disadvantaged” communities Comment:I am writing on behalf of the Bay Area Environmental Collaborative(BAEHC), a broad partnership among diverse organizations working toprotect public health in communities most heavily impacted by airpollution in the San Francisco Bay Area region. BAEHC’s mission isto ensure better health for residents through measures to reduceair cumulative pollution, particularly in heavily burdened areasand for those especially vulnerable to the impacts of exposure.  

BAEHC strongly supports prioritizing state funds to benefitcommunities most impacted or “disadvantaged” by the adverse effectsof air pollution. We strongly support the development andimplementation of the CalEnviroScreen, which could be an effectivetool to evaluate cumulative impacts and identify such communities.We have vital concerns, however, about the statewide applicationand scoring of a tool that fails to identify as “disadvantaged”areas known to be the among the poorest and most burdened by airpollution in the densely populated Bay Area region. 

While BAEHC does not support the “cap and trade” approach topollution reduction, it is critical that revenue generated underthe state program actually benefit communities suffering thegreatest pollution impacts, as envisioned under the law. SB535requires 25% of funds to benefit “disadvantaged” communities and atleast 10% to be directly invested within these communities. CertainBay Area communities have already been identified as among the mostaffected in the region, with some of the greatest health impacts inthe state, yet are omitted by the current proposal. The applicationof the CalEnviroScreen tool on a statewide basis with the proposedscoring method is therefore flawed and insufficient to determinewhich “disadvantaged” communities should benefit under SB535. Withhundreds of millions of investment dollars at stake, it is vitalthat CalEPA/CARB make a proper determination, as envisioned underthe law, to benefit the most heavily burdened communities –including parts of West Oakland and Richmond, and Bayview HuntersPoint in San Francisco, which suffer some of the greatest healthimpacts and are among the poorest areas in our urban region.
 
According to the BAAQMD, the proposed CalEnviroScreen scoringmethod identifies less than 3% of Bay Area census tracts in the top20% statewide, despite serious health burdens that rank in the top20% statewide, such as asthma and low birth weight infants (twohealth indicators used in the CalEnviroScreen). Even with a 25%threshold, the proposed scoring method would only identify 5% ofcensus tracts in the region as “disadvantaged.” The tool as appliedfails to designate areas with some of the worst pollution healthimpacts in the state as “disadvantaged,” underrepresenting the BayArea region by omitting communities that should certainly benefitfrom funds under SB535. 

BAEHC supports recommendations to improve application of theCalEnviroScreen to ensure that the most impacted areas in thehardest hit regions will benefit from investments of revenuegenerated under state programs. We strongly support use of regionalrankings rather than statewide rankings, taking into accountlocalized impacts in each of the most burdened regions, todetermine which communities are “disadvantaged” and should benefitunder SB535. Similarly, a population based approach would moreequitably allocate funds than an across the board statewideapproach.  

The proposed scoring method also fails to consider the relativeimportance of indicators (with limited exception for environmentaleffects, weighted at half value). Weighting certain indicators suchas health impacts and other social determinants affectingvulnerability including poverty would more accurately identifycommunities that are “disadvantaged” by pollution, such as thoseomitted by the proposed method even though they rank among thepoorest and most exposed in the Bay Area region. 

The poverty indicator also fails to take into account the risingcost of living in the Bay Area region, including housing costs,security and other socioeconomic factors that should be included inthis important indicator. Ignoring regional differences in cost ofliving inequitably substantially biases low-income populations thatmay be more vulnerable to pollution impacts. 

In addition, certain exposure indicators should be weighted toincorporate their relative significance. The local impact fromexposure to diesel-PM is direct and far greater than exposure toozone, for instance. Prioritizing exposure to more harmfulpollutants would be more accurate and would highlight Bay Areacommunities currently omitted, despite that they are among theworst in the state. 

Finally, the thresholds under consideration should be broadened toensure that the most impacted communities in the most populated andburdened regions will benefit. While we strongly support regionalrankings rather than a statewide approach, a 30% threshold shouldbe used with a statewide approach, rather than proposed thresholdsof up to just 25%. 

BAEHC looks forward to broad application of the CalEnviroScreentool to help achieve Environmental Justice in the Bay Area regionand across California. With the above recommendations, we believethis could be a vital tool for communities and agencies to betterunderstand and address cumulative pollution impacts, and in thisinstance, provide guidance for determining how to prioritize statefunds to benefit the most impacted or “disadvantaged” communities.Thank you for this opportunity to provide input. 


Best regards,
 
Amy S. Cohen
On behalf of the Bay Area Environmental Health Collaborative
 


Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/10-sb-535-guidance-ws-AGICZVQwWGMEYQVa.pdfOriginal File Name: BAEHC CalEnviroScreen 090214.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-02 22:42:17No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Teagan Last Name: CliveEmail Address: teaganclive@mac.comAffiliation: Subject: Rodeo - Crockett in Same Census TrackComment:I noticed something significantly different between theEnviroScreenTool 1. and 2.
that could impact the eligibility for the community of Rodeo.Somehow, it's been coupled with Crockett in the same Census Tract.

Both towns exist alongside the Phillips 66 refinery on the SanPablo Bay, and both of them are unincorporated.  That's about wheretheir similarities stop.  Rodeo is
a blighted communitity with shoestring services provided by theCounty.
It's socioeconomics, education level, unemployment, hazardouswaste, TRI rating, medical treatment services, community functionsand political representation
couldn't be lower.  In fact, it's home to one of the largestHousing Authorities in America.  Each time the town tries to pass ameasure to improve the schools -- or
any helpful tax measure -- Phillips 66, the largest landowner,shoots it down. Thus, the central gathering place is a liquor storewhere people sit on garbage cans drinking out of paper bags firstthing in the morning.  Even Safeway, the only source of fresh foodfor the community, is preparing to close this year.  For mostresidents, the only way out is a commuter bus that passes throughseveral times a day. 

This is a sincere request for help.  Please note the differencesbetween Crockett and
Rodeo as soon as possible.  Because Rodeo's problems are so unique,and Crockett has their own seperate issues, we can't be combinedwith them -- or any other place.  Thanks for your consideration.   Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-03 07:36:41No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AdamLast Name: WalterEmail Address: adam.walter@propelfuels.comAffiliation: Director of ConstructionSubject: Propel Fuels comment letterComment:Propel Fuels (Propel)  would like to thank the CaliforniaEnvironmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) and the California AirResources Board (CARB) for the groundbreaking analysis and workthat has led us to this point in the exciting conversation aboutfueling California’s future.   

The company appreciates the opportunity to participate in theseworkshops and to submit for consideration its comments relating tothe impact on disadvantaged communities in accordance with SenateBill (SB) 535 (De León, Chapter 830, Statute of 2012).  A morethorough discussion is provided below, but the essence of thecompany’s comments are as follows: 

•	Propel fully supports the utilization of the CalEnviroScreen 2.0tool to identify disadvantaged communities; 
•	The company favors giving equal consideration to pollution andpopulation characteristics in determining which projects providebenefits to disadvantaged communities; 
•	Propel strongly believes that the most effective way to maximizethe benefit of cap-and-trade proceeds for disadvantaged communitiesis to provide greater access to low-carbon Flex Fuel and biomassbased diesel fueling infrastructure as an onramp to California’semerging low carbon economy; and 
•	Propel recommends public alternative fueling infrastructure beincluded in all future Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (GGRF)investment plans. 

Please note our more substantive responses in the letter attached. Thank you.  
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/12-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDNQN1Q5AjRXIQlo.docxOriginal File Name: CalEPA - ARB Disadvantaged Community Workshop Comment Letter Final 9-3-14.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-04 10:01:21No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ColleenLast Name: EdwardsEmail Address: colleen.edwards1234@yahoo.comAffiliation: Affordable Housing DeveloperSubject: DRAFT: Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Page 12 of the Draft Guidelines lists the programs andappropriations expected to benefit disadvantaged communities.Please be aware that the programs are not all equal in nature. Someare direct benefit to end users such as weatherization (assumingthis program will target consumers directly). Others such asaffordable housing projects financed in the Sustainable Communitiesprogram are very highly leveraged. Every $1 of Cap-and-Tradeinvestment in affordable housing will be matched by $3-$4 ofoutside sources to create housing in these communities. Thereforeif 50% of the Sustainable Communities funds went to projects indisadvantaged communities (15-20% of census tracts), it couldresult in almost 50% of ALL affordable housing projects in thestate going to 15-20% of census tracts in the state. That doesn'tseem equitable to the remaining 80-85% of census tracts. ThereforeI suggest that the program take into account leveraging in thefinal allocation of funds to affordable housing projects indisadvantaged communities.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-04 14:52:51No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ClaireLast Name: BroomeEmail Address: cvbroome@gmail.comAffiliation: Adjunct Professor Emory UniversitySubject: Identification of Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:As a professor of public health,  I am concerned that youaccurately identify disadvantaged communities with the greatestlikelihood of suffering health impacts from air pollution andgreenhouse gases.  I therefore recommend that you modify theproposed method using the CalEnviroScreen to address several majorlimitations of that method.  
Changes needed include:
1)	indicators should be weighted to account for the health impactof the pollutant
2)	the poverty indicator should be adjusted for regionaldifferences in the cost of living
3)	I suggest removing the pesticide indicator, since urbanapplication of pesticides is not considered, although agriculturaluse is included.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-05 14:12:23No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KarenLast Name: QuidachayEmail Address: karenq@innercite.comAffiliation: Subject: DDefinition of Disadvantaged Communities Excludes Foothill RegionsComment:I am writing regarding the Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds,Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidanceto Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies.  Iwould like to register my organization’s concerns about the use ofthe CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Tool in assessing Disadvantaged Communitiesfor the purpose of the distributing these funds.  By using thistool, seriously disadvantaged communities in our region and thewhole Sierra will not, and cannot, be considered as a DAC. Thisputs our region at an unfair disadvantage when applying forfunding. We urge instead that you use the DAC status determinedbased on the DAC definition provided in DWR's Proposition 84 and 1EIRWM Guidelines, dated August, 2010.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-10 09:51:57No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LukeLast Name: HuntEmail Address: lhunt@amrivers.orgAffiliation: American RiversSubject: DAC DefinitionComment:I am writing regarding the Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds,Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidanceto Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies.  Iwould like to register American Rivers' concerns about the use ofthe CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Tool in assessing Disadvantaged Communitiesfor the purpose of distributing these funds.  By using this tool,seriously disadvantaged communities in California's most importantsourcewater areas, including the entire Sierra will not beconsidered as a DAC. This puts these communities at an unfairdisadvantage, when applying for funding. We urge instead that youuse the income-based DAC status determined based on the DACdefinition provided in DWR's Proposition 84 and 1E IRWM Guidelines,dated August, 2010.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-10 11:12:42No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Danielle Last Name: SchmitzEmail Address: dschmitz@nctpa.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the CalEnviro definition of Disadvantage Communities Comment:Please find attached comment letter from the Napa CountyTransportation and Planning Agency on the CalEnviroScreen Method 1identification of Disadvantage Communities for the Cap-and-TradeProgram.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/17-sb-535-guidance-ws-VTtSNwN2BCcBZlMM.pdfOriginal File Name: NCTPA comment letter on CalEnviro DAC 9-11-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-10 17:09:34No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: WilliamsonEmail Address: chris.williamson@ci.oxnard.ca.usAffiliation: City of OxnardSubject: Identification of Disadvantaged Communities for Administering Greenhouse Gas (GHG) ReductiComment:Dear CalEPA and ARB Staff:

Thank you for providing an opportunity for local jurisdictions tocomment on approaches to identifying Disadvantaged Communities (DC)pursuant to implementing SB 535.  The City of Oxnard, population203,000, is largely surrounded by year-round agriculturalproduction and is home to a farmworker and blue-collar populationof low and modest incomes.  

The CalEnvironScreen v. 2.0 list of DC census tracts identifies onefive Oxnard tract above the 95 percentile screen, two tractsbetween 91 and 95 percent, and two between 81 and 85 percent.  TheCity supports using the CalEnvironScreen v. 2.0, Method 4, thatincorporates both pollution burden and population characteristics.  As an alternative, the City supports Methods 1 and 2.   

Do the proposed selection methods include recognition of EPASuperfund sites, closed landfills, and large power generationfacilities, especially an overconcentration of these type ofhistoric sources of pollution in minority communities, i.e. anhistoric environmental justice situation?  Oxnard has one EPASuperfund site that needs significant funding to fully remediate(Halaco), two once-through cooling (OTC) power plants (NRG Mandalayand NRG Ormond Beach) that may cease operations but may not beremoved, and two closed regional landfills.   

While it is likely emissions from the two NRG power plants areincorporated into the CalEnvironScreen methodology, it is notlikely the Halaco site, which is capped and inactive, and the twoclosed landfills, both of which are capped and have ongoing methanecapture systems, and factored into the CalEnvironScreenmethodology.   Removal of the 26-acre Halaco slag pile with over700,000 cubic yards of waste is a priority of the City, our StateRepresentative and Senator, and U.S. Senator Feinstein.   The Cap &Trade funds may be a source of funding, either through the DCset-aside or another funding category.   
In a similar manner, the two NRG OTC power plants are likely tocease operations at the end of 2020 and, potentially, remain inplace as “gigantic beach eyesores” that could be at risk of damagefrom storm events and sea-level rise.  The City, and otherjurisdictions with similar OTC coastal power plants, may needfunding assistance should the private energy companies somehowabandon the OTC facilities in the future.

Please feel free to contact me regarding this comment letter at(805) 385-7868, or by e-mail at chris.williamson@ci.oxnard.ca.us. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/18-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjUFewNsBDZVIVI2.pdfOriginal File Name: Oxnard comment on DC Methodology.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 11:28:21No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: PygeorgeEmail Address: pypy@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Rodeo Citizens AssociationSubject: Rodeo Ca 94572 needs to in the 25% of disadvandage  areaComment:Rodeo Citizens Asso. has acquired their 501C3 non-profit statusrecently.  Our org.has accomplished many enviromental projects.  Weneed help in this community. We have a high rate of poverty ,.lowincome.   Refinery toxic air, our marina,beach is contaminated. Our wrecking yard has oil leaching into creek, and on to the bay,violation never enforced.  Rodeo was not listed as disadvandagecommunity.   WE relocated our school from the border of Unocal atthe time of their catacarb spill in 
1994, and citizens relocated.  There were times we had to put ourchildren to shelter in place.   At night, I had people calling whensirens blew, and they ask "should I put towel around the  windows"  We know Refinery's can do better.  People don't want theircommunity to have a stigma of bad air.   They love it here, and donot want their home values down.   We want to enjoy clean air. Many people and the children have asthma.
Thank You
Janet Pygeorge  RCA PresidentAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 13:46:30No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Eric Last Name: McCarthy Email Address: EMcCarthy@proterra.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds in Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:We, Proterra Inc, appreciate the opportunity to provide comments onthe Draft Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds Interim Guidance toAgencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies (DraftSB 535 Guidance). Please see our comment letter attached.   Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/21-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzNQJFMzVmNQIgRb.pdfOriginal File Name: Draft SB 535 Guidance Comments _Proterra.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 14:23:50No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RickLast Name: RamacierEmail Address: ramacier@countyconnection.comAffiliation: County Connection, CalACTSubject: SB535 Interim Guidance CommentsComment:I provide comments as:

Rick Ramacier
General Manager
County Connection
2477 Arnold Industrial Way
Concord, CA 94520

and:

Chair of the Board
California Association of Coordinated Transportation (CalACT)

We appreciate the level of thoughfulness that is in the draftinterim guidance. We note that public transit providers throughoutCalifornia are well poised to deliver projects and programs thataddress many of the needs identified in Table 3 on page 17 of thedraft document. 

We also note that public transit is ideally positioned to deliverthe types of projects inherent in draft lists of 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3of Appendix 1. 

We appreciate the acknowledgement in Figure 2 on page 20 thatprojects funded under the Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds do notalways have to benefit a DAC as long as they demonstrate reductionsin GHG emissions. 

Specifically, I would like to comment on SB1018 requirement forentities receiving Action Proceeds to prepare an expenditure reportas well as the need to show GHG reductions. We urge ARB to designand develop metrics that are easily applied and take advantage ofthe wealth of data already reported and collected. WE urge youbuild on existing reporting processes wherever possible to workensure that preparing expenditure reports not be overly burdensomeon smaller transit systems. I personally suggest you look at whatCaltrans, the State Controller's Office, and the Federal TransitAdministration already collect from transit operators of all sizeand shapes. You will likely find that much of the data you willwant to use is already in the hands of those agencies.

When you look at measuring the level of GHG reductions from aparticular transit project, we urge you to recognize how publictransit is often provided. For example:

* Many transit lines will be begin within a DAC, but end outside ofone. 
* Public transit must always remain open to anyone who wishes touse it.
* Fare reduction programs will often have to be coordinated withfederal requirements under Title VI of the federal civil rights law- which classifies disadvantaged communities in different mannerthan the CalEnvrioScreen tool.
* Fare reduction strategies work best when entire systems areincluded as opposed to select lines of service. 

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment. Should you haveany questions, you contact me at: ramacier@countyconnection.com or925-680-2050.

Sincerely,

Rick Ramacier
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 14:18:47No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GavinLast Name: FeigerEmail Address: gavin@sierranevadaalliance.orgAffiliation: Sierra Nevada AllianceSubject: Comments: Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds, Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:On behalf of the Sierra Nevada Alliance, we write to providecomments on the “Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds, Investments toBenefit Disadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidance to AgenciesAdministering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies – Draft forComment.” Since 1993 the Sierra Nevada Alliance has been protectingand restoring Sierra lands, water, wildlife and communities. Ourmission is to protect and restore the natural resources of theSierra Nevada for future generations while promoting sustainablecommunities. We are truly an Alliance, with over ninety-five MemberGroups and nearly 10,000 individuals that span the entire 400 milemountain range. Our member groups work on a broad range ofconservation issues including watersheds and energy. We also workwith and coordinate all 12 of the Sierra Region Integrated RegionalWater Management (IRWM) groups through the Sierra Water Workgroup.

As you know, over 60% of California’s developed water comes fromSierra watersheds and we provide nearly half of the state’s timberresources. The Sierra Nevada region is home to a disproportionatelylarge number of disadvantaged communities (DACs). Using the medianhousehold income (MHI) indicator, our region’s income is at orbelow 80% of the state’s (MHI). According to 2010 Census Data, over40% of the range’s (based on Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s boundary)communities and nearly 70% of our individual residents lives indisadvantaged communities, which is concerning as compared to otherregions of the state. Given the geographically dispersed nature ofthe range, disadvantaged communities within the Sierra lack theresources necessary to adequately quantify, monitor and protecttheir resources. The Sierra Nevada region accounts for about 22% ofCalifornia’s land area, but less than 7% of the state’s population.This makes it very difficult for Sierra sustainability efforts tocompete with large population centers.

The Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds will provide much-needed fundingfor communities across California and we thank you for thisopportunity to provide input. Our top concern with the Draft is theproposed DAC criteria. The CalEnviroScreen tool is not a goodindicator of disadvantage. It almost exclusively precludes SierraNevada and other rural areas in the state. Median household income(MHI) should be the primary indicator for directing funding to DACsuntil a tool that ensures more equity is developed. 

We thank you for taking public comments and look forward to therelease of the final guidelines.

Gavin Feiger 
Acting Executive Director
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/23-sb-535-guidance-ws-UTIHYFAhUy0DZABu.pdfOriginal File Name: Cap-and-Trade Proceeds Comments_Sierra Nevada Alliance.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 15:04:00No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FrankLast Name: BrosnanEmail Address: frankbrosnan@netzero.netAffiliation: Subject: CONCERNS WITH THE CalEPA's SCORING METHODSComment:I request that BAAQMD's "Option 6" be considered in calculatingdisadvantaged communities so communities like Crockett and Rodeocan be considered based on the following:
- Economic disparity and high unemployment
- High asthma rates
- Proximity to one of the worst polluters in Northern California(there is no buffer zone between Tormey/Crockett, Rodeo andPhillips 66)
- Exposure to fine particulate matter from refineries
- Superfund site within our town limits:  Selby Slag inSelby.Crockett (a capped area of 2.3 million cubic yards of nickel,cadmium, lead, etc. that leeches chemicals out into the Bay and isconsidered the biggest polluter to Bay Waters)
- Negative environmental impacts from Diesel emissions traffic(highway 80 splits our 2 towns)Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 16:46:52No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Niccolo Last Name: De LucaEmail Address: ndeluca@townsendpa.comAffiliation: City of EmeryvilleSubject: Comments from the City of Emeryville regarding Disadvantged CommunitiesComment:Attached is a letter from the City of Emeryville regarding thedefinition of disadvantaged communities. Thank you for theopportunity to submit comments.

Sincerely,

Niccolo De Luca on behalf of the City of EmeryvilleAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/25-sb-535-guidance-ws-AGxQM1MmACdSMQJw.pdfOriginal File Name: Letter to Cal EPA Disadvantaged communites.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 17:40:59No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndrewLast Name: AldenEmail Address: geology@andrew-alden.comAffiliation: Subject: Earthquake vulnerability of disadvantaged communitiesComment:I urge CalEPA and the Air Resources Board to consider vulnerabilityto earthquake effects as a criterion for disadvantaged communities.Major earthquakes do most of their damage through fires and thedestruction of residential structures of unreinforced masonry andsoft-story designs, effects that disproportionately afflict thedisadvantaged. Sustained funding of the statewide earthquakeearly-warning system from cap-and-trade money would benefit mostCalifornians, but it would especially help disadvantagedcommunities by reaching a population that is served predominantlyby smartphone. This population is already threatened by pollutionfrom ambient and industrial sources that would be greatly increasedduring and after major earthquakes. The earthquake threat is wellcharacterized and the benefits of early warning are clear: reducedcasualties from building failures and fires. The time has come forCalifornia to act in accordance with its geological nature.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-11 19:04:27No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ConnieLast Name: GallippiEmail Address: cmgallippi@caufc.orgAffiliation: California Urban Forests CouncilSubject: California Urban Forests Council Comments on Cap-and-Trade Implementation and SB 535 Comment:Hello,

Please find a letter attached from the California Urban ForestsCouncil and our seven Regional Councils in California regarding 

1. Cal EPA Options for determining disadvantaged communities, and 
2. Air Resources Board Interim Guidance for Cap-and-TradeImplementation and SB 535.  

Thank you,

Connie Gallippi
Program Director
California Urban Forests Council
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/27-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjEGYQRwWG0BZANc.pdfOriginal File Name: CaUFC_EPA-ARB Letter_Draft Guidance for Cap-and-Trade DACs_9.12.14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 11:28:07No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 26 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: David Last Name: ArmijoEmail Address: mparacha@actransit.orgAffiliation: Subject: Re: CalEPA Identification of Disadvantaged Communities & ARB Interim Guidance Comment:
*PLEASE SEE THE ATTACHED LETTER*

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/30-sb-535-guidance-ws-BmpRMlQhACdXNFAi.pdfOriginal File Name: Letter to California Air Resources Board 9.12.14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 14:20:28No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: ImhofEmail Address: pimhof@sbcag.orgAffiliation: SBCAGSubject: SBCAG Comments on "Disadvantaged Communities" GuidanceComment:Attached please find comments from the Santa Barbara CountyAssociation of Governments (SBCAG) on CalEPA's and ARB's draftguidance concerning the identification of "disadvantagedcommunities" and evaluation of benefits to "disadvantagedcommunities" under SB 535.

Thank you in advance for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Peter Imhof
Deputy Director, Planning Division
Santa Barbara County Association of Governments Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/31-sb-535-guidance-ws-BjRVYwc3UTYAKwc3.pdfOriginal File Name: 2014-09-10 Disadv Communities Ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 14:21:57No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NancyLast Name: RieserEmail Address: gofindnancy@yahoo.comAffiliation: Crockett-Rodeo UnitedSubject: Eligibility Standards/Cap and Trade workshop commentsComment:I am writing on behalf of the members of Crockett Rodeo United toDefend the Environment/C.R.U.D.E.(http://crockett-rodeo-united.com) to provide comments on theCalifornia Environmental Protection Agency’s (CalEPA’s)identification of disadvantaged communities for priorityinvestments of Cap-and-Trade auction proceeds and on the CaliforniaAir Resources Board’s (CARB’s) interim guidance for State agenciesto maximize benefits in disadvantaged communities, includingcriteria to determine which projects benefit disadvantagedcommunities as prescribed by Senate Bill 535 (SB 535; De León2012).

C.R.U.D.E. strongly supports prioritizing funding to disadvantagedcommunities. However, while supporting the goals of SB 535 andCalEnviroScreen, we are very concerned that the current proposedmethods significantly understate the number of disadvantagedcommunities in the Bay Area. Many Bay Area Communities with some ofthe highest poverty rates and greatest health burdens (asthma ratesand low birth weight) are not identified. For example, currentapproaches for scoring CalEnviroScreen indicators fail toidentify:

•	Portions of Richmond and Rodeo and Crockett that sit squarely inthe refinery corridor, known by locals as “Gasoline Alley”.   Inaddition, the far Western border of Crockett is actually aSuperfund site, called Selby Slag.  Located along the bay at themouth of the Carquinez Strait.  It is currently capped and wouldserve as an ideal site for a solar/wind farm that could easilyprovide power all the households for both of these economicallydisadvantaged communities.  If the federally designated Selby SlagSuperfund site has not been recognized by EPA as a site that shouldbe included in the EPA program “Re-powering America’s Land”(http://www.epa.gov/renewableenergyland/), then every effort shouldbe taken by responsible agencies to correct that error.  
•	Bay View/Hunter’s Point in San Francisco,
•	Portions of West Oakland adjacent to the Port of Oakland,
•	Portions of East Palo Alto and San Jose.

In fact, CalEnviroScreen Method 1 using a 20% threshold identifiesfewer than 3% of Bay Area census tracts as disadvantaged, althoughmany more are truly disadvantaged.  Also, while CARB’s proposal tomap zip code areas adjacent to identified census tracts as areas“benefitting” disadvantaged communities does expand the number ofBay Area communities that would be eligible for funding, it stillfails to include some of the region’s most disadvantagedcommunities, such as the towns of Rodeo and Crockett.   Moreover,this expansion would only apply to projects “benefitting”disadvantaged communities, not to projects that would directlybenefit residents “within” impacted communities.

Instead of using the one of the 5 methods currently proposed byCalEPA to identify impacted communities, Crockett-Rodeo United toDefend the Environment strongly favors use of the Bay Area AirQuality Management District’s “Method 6.” This method, which stillrelies on the CalEnviroscreen indicator data, ensures thatcommunities with top ranks in a few indicators will be betterrepresented. For example, of the top 10 most impoverished censustracts in the Bay Area — where poverty rates exceed 70 percent— nota single one is identified by CalEPA’s Method 1; utilizing Method6, half of these census tracts are now identified.   C.R.U.D.E.believes that using Method 6 is therefore the most consistent withSB 535’s intent to identify disadvantaged communities with the topscores in either pollution burdens or economic/health burdens.

Additionally, C.R.U.D.E. believes that the use of the AirDistrict’s Method 6 must also be accompanied by the followingchanges to the CalEnviroscreen Methodology:

•	Supplement the Poverty indicator with a cost-of-livingadjustment, and/or include a Housing Affordability indicator totake into account substantial cost-of-living differences withrespect to housing affordability, namely the share of “rentburdened households,” which the Census Bureau defines as thepercent of households that spend over 50% of their income on rent.
•	Increase relative weights for diesel PM emissions indicators andTraffic Density indicators or remove ½ weights from EnvironmentalEffects indicators.
•	Supplement the Pesticide Use indicator with urban pesticideexposure data, or drop the Pesticide Use indicator altogether.
•	Set the threshold for determining disadvantage at the top 30%,rather than the top 20% or 25%. This will reduce the risk ofoverlooking disadvantaged communities.
C.R.U.D.E. also believes that, in order to maximize benefits toimpacted communities, State agencies should:
•	Form Regional Investment Boards with representation fromdisadvantaged community members to help prioritize projects withintheir communities; and 

…we thank you for your time and attention to this important issue. I hope you will take the comments here into consideration.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 14:29:58No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Nathan Daniel Last Name: StoutEmail Address: nathanstout@sonic.netAffiliation: Solano Advocates Green EnvironmentsSubject: Method Six and DACsComment:To us, method six appears to be the best method, for the reasonthat this method takes into account all of the factors ofpopulation and pollution, and does not weight any particularvariable over another.  Please use method six when determining whatDACs qualify for grants, etc.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 14:33:39No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JackLast Name: BroadbentEmail Address: jbroadbent@baaqmd.govAffiliation: Bay Area Air Quality Management DistrictSubject: Bay Area AQMD Comments: Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to Prioritize InvestmentsComment:Bay Area AQMD Comments: Identifying Disadvantaged Communities toPrioritize InvestmentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/34-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDYHYAN7V1sLbFMh.pdfOriginal File Name: Bay Area AQMD Comments - Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to Prioritize Investments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 14:46:45No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GailLast Name: ChurchEmail Address: gail@treemusketeers.orgAffiliation: Tree MusketeersSubject: CalEPA and CARB Guidance on Cap-and-Trade Implementation and SB 535 Comment:We are pleased that advocacy efforts of those of us in California’surban forestry community resulted in a significant role for urbanforestry in the State’s Cap-and-Trade expenditure plan for 2014/15and beyond. We do have some comments regarding implementation.

Of the options proposed for identifying disadvantaged communities,we urge that methods 1, 4, 5, and 6 be given the greatestconsideration.  These address the intent, requirements and spiritof SB 535.  We do not believe that methods 2 and 3 meet thestatutory requirements of SB 535.

We also believe that the Air Resources Board suggestion that $10.5million (or 55%) of the Urban Forestry funds be dedicated todisadvantaged communities would allow CalFire to meet or exceed therequirements of SB 535. 

As for the percentage of the funds that could be spent on projectsthat “benefit disadvantaged communities,” we encourage you tothoughtfully consider the broad array of benefits that are notspecific to a narrowly-defined geographic area. 

Finally, in consideration of the magnitude of work done by trees inexisting canopy, we believe it is important to include funding inthe Urban Forestry program guidelines for management andmaintenance of standing urban trees. 

California needs both new trees and our existing canopy to reachour AB 32 goals. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 15:57:02No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: PittoEmail Address: mpitto@rcrcnet.orgAffiliation: RCRCSubject: identification of disadvantaged communitiesComment:Please find attached our comments on the investment ofCap-and-Trade auction proceeds in disadvantaged communities, theidentification of disadvantaged communities, and the evaluation ofbenefits to disadvantaged communities in accordance with SenateBill (SB) 535 (De León, Chapter 830, Statute of 2012)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/36-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjZWOQd1WWsFZwRy.pdfOriginal File Name: Disadvantaged_Communities_Ltr_to_ARB_09122014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:18:04No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EricLast Name: GarcettiEmail Address: Derek.Mazzeo@lacity.orgAffiliation: Mayor of Los Angeles, CASubject: Disadvantaged Community GuidelinesComment:Please see the attached file for the formal comments by Mayor EricGarcetti on behalf of the City of Los Angeles.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/37-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjlRNlQnWWhXDlc2.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB and CalEPA Disadvantaged Communites Cap and Trade September 2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:31:54No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KeithLast Name: McAleerEmail Address: keith@treedavis.orgAffiliation: Tree Davis, Executive DirectorSubject: CalEPA and CARB Guidance on Cap-and-Trade Implementation and SB 535Comment:Dear Dr. Alexeeff and Ms. Livingston,

I writing to you on behalf of Tree Davis, a small non-profitorganization based in Davis, California.  We are very excited aboutthe upcoming opportunity for urban forestry made possible bycap-and-trade auctions.  We look forward to seeing this significantinvestment come to fruition in California communities.  We alsolook forward to better air and water quality, energy savings,reduced pollution, and ultimately happier, healthier Californians! Thank you for all of your work to make this happen.

While Davis is not a disadvantaged community, we strongly supportthe effort to focus 55% to 70% of cap and trade funds for urbanforestry into communities defined as disadvantaged through methodssuch as CalEnviroScreen. The CalEnviroScreen 2.0 tool is a verythorough method of analyzing which communities are being confrontedwith both environmental and poverty challenges (which unfortunatelytend to go hand in hand).  

While the CalEnviroScreen tool and other methods of determiningwhat communities are disadvantaged are very impressive, we do notbelieve that it is possible for any of them to be completely valid. For this reason, we believe there should be some flexibilityconcerning what percentage of cap-and-trade funds go to communitiesdefined as disadvantaged.

Recently, we heard that 100% of the funds would be directed tocommunities defined as disadvantaged and that disadvantaged may bedefined as the top 15% or 20% of CalEnviroScreen scores.  To beclear, we do believe that all of the funds should go todisadvantaged communities, but we think there is no perfect methodof determining which communities are disadvantaged, so there shouldbe some flexibility when it comes to CalEnviroScreen scores.  Thisis why we support the lower threshold of 55% to 70% of the fundsbeing directed to communities that have the highest 20% ofCalEnviroScreen scores (or whichever method ends up being the onewhich defines disadvantaged).

For example, we want to help Yolo County Housing plant trees on tenof their sites around Yolo County.  These sites are not all in oneplace, but scattered within different census tracts.  TheCalEnviroScreen scores for these sites range from 40%-70%, but webelieve this is misleading.  The average household income forresidents at these sites is around $20,000 and there are asignificant number of elderly and disabled people.  While thecommunities that surround them are not in the top 20% of scores,they are still moderate to very high.  It was great that the 2.0CalEnviroScreen tool focused on census tracts to analyze smallerunits of analysis, but there are also large disparities even withincensus tracts.  

So, we propose a strategy where 55%-70% of monies are directed tothe top 15 or 20% of CalEnviroScreen scores, with the rest beingmore flexible to give urban foresters an opportunity to helpresidents who may have been missed such as those who live in YoloCounty Housing.  Thank you!

Sincerely,

Keith McAleer
Executive Director
Tree Davis
keith@treedavis.org
(530)758-7337


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:00:17No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JudyLast Name: FarrisEmail Address: judyfarris.uucod@verizon.netAffiliation: Green Sanctuary UU Church of the Desert Subject: CalEPA Identification of Disadvantaged Communities and CalEnviroScreenComment:I attended the 9/10/14 Public Workshop in Mecca re: the investmentof cap-and-trade auction funds. I was impressed withCalEnviroScreen 2.0 and the work that has gone into gathering dataon a wide variety of indicators in every census tract and thencompiling it into scores to readily allow comparison. But duringthe meeting, the data gap for a number of indicators for theCoachella Valley became apparent. An example is emergencydepartment visits for asthma. The eastern part of our valley has noemergency departments - nor any hospitals or urgent care. Otherindicators may have data gaps due to insufficient air monitoring -we are a major freight corridor, both truck and rail, are subjectto seasonal heavy winds, and have the Salton Sea and all its manyenvironmental problems at our eastern end. In addition, there aremany parcels of tribal sovereign land not subject to the samestatutes, reporting, etc. as surrounding properties. 

It is likely that other areas of the state have data gaps, forthese or different indicators, due to sparse population inunincorporated rural communities. If these gaps could be filled,their CES scores would no doubt be higher. For this reason, I urgeyou to select the top 25% of disadvantaged communities for receiptof cap-and-trade funded projects to help insure that those in need,and deserving, of reduction in the health issues caused bygreenhouse gas emissions will not inadvertently be left out due toinadvertently lower scores. 

As to the five methods for using the score components to identifythe communities, I think pollution burden only, and populationcharacteristics only, undermine the great effort that has gone intoCES to provide a balanced assessment of environmental risk andshould not be used. (I do not have sufficient knowledge ofstatistics to weigh in on the other three methods.)Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:45:26No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: LaneEmail Address: michael@nonprofithousing.orgAffiliation: Non-Profit Housing Association of Nor CASubject: Comments on Draft Interim Guidance on Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:September 12, 2014
 
The Honorable Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board

Re: Comments on Draft Interim Guidance on Investments to BenefitDisadvantaged Communities

Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the Air Resources Board:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and toparticipate in the stakeholder process for development of thedefinition of benefit to disadvantaged communities particularlywith regard to the Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities(AHSC) program.

The Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California (NPH) isthe collective voice of those who support, build, and financeaffordable housing. We promote the proven methods of the nonprofitsector and focus government policy on housing solutions for lowerincome people who suffer disproportionately from the housingcrisis.

While we appreciate the work that the Office of EnvironmentalHealth Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) did in creating theCalEnviroScreen 2.0 tool, we are very alarmed that although “rentburden” is explicitly called out as a factor to be considered inthe language of SB 535, it is not included as an indicator todetermine disadvantaged communities.

In fact, as the San Francisco Bay Area’s four regional agencieshave noted, the income thresholds used in the poverty indicator inCalEnviroScreen 2.0 are uniform throughout the state even thoughlarge regional differences in the cost of living exist inCalifornia.

This flaw in CalEnviroScreen 2.0 must be addressed if this tool isto be used to direct affordable housing investments in an equitableway that truly targets need and avoids further concentratingpoverty.

We concur with and support the comments submitted to you by the 535Coalition that the ARB Guidance must avoid using location/geographyor census tract as the sole criterion for assessing whetheraffordable housing provides a benefit to disadvantagedcommunities.

Investments in affordable housing that offer low-income andminority populations access to what the U.S. Department of Housingand Urban Development (HUD) calls “communities of opportunity” areessential to “affirmatively furthering fair housing” and providingequal opportunity for lower income people to access affluentcommunities with high quality transit, good schools, parks and jobcenters.

The fact is homes affordable to lower income households benefitdisadvantaged communities wherever they are built, as they increasechoices, mobility, and access to opportunities for disadvantagedcommunities and low-income households in more affluent communitieswhile reducing segregation and the concentration of poverty.Affordable homes also improve health outcomes for lower incomefamilies and improve children’s academic performance. This isalready explicitly noted in the list of needs identified bycommunity advocates (see item 8 on p. 17 of draft guidance), butinexplicably is not included in the draft criteria for evaluatingaffordable housing projects (see page 1-2 in Appendix 1).

We urge ARB to refine its definition of what it means to “provide abenefit to a disadvantaged community” to include benefits todisadvantaged households and populations as this is both the intentand explicit language of AB 1532 and SB 535.

The language on page 15 addressing all agencies receiving GGRFfunds should be changed to read: “Target funding, to the extentfeasible, for projects that benefit disadvantaged communities andhouseholds, whether or not these investments are within communitiesin the top tier of disadvantaged communities that qualify for SB535 funding.” We recommend that ARB’s GGRF Guidance includeprioritization for investments that benefit:
·      Census tracts with overall CES scores in the top 40%;
·      Census tracts with an indicator in the top 40%, if theproject will address that indicator; and
·      Low-, very low-, or extremely low-income households, asdetermined by Area Median Income (AMI).

The construction of affordable homes in all locations across ourstate helps avoid gentrification and displacement especially inhigh cost areas, promotes racial and socioeconomic integration,improves the quality of life for low-income individuals andfamilies and directly benefits disadvantaged households andpopulations. Acknowledgement and recognition of these many benefitsof affordable housing to disadvantaged households and populationsshould not be limited to particular census tracts.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Michael Lane, Policy Director
Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California (NPH)
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:56:57No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FederalLast Name: GloverEmail Address: Paul.adler@bos.cccounty.usAffiliation: Subject: SB 535Comment:September 9, 2014

Honorable Matt Rodriquez 
Secretary, Cal EPA
California Environmental Protection Agency
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Mary Nichols
Chairman, California Air Resources Board
California Air Resources Board 
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Secretary Rodriquez and Chairman Nichols:
I am writing to express concerns about how CalEnviroScreen (CES)version 2.0 is being used to allocate state cap-and-trade revenue. As the Contra Costa County Supervisor who represents constituentsthat live in the unincorporated communities of three differentrefineries, Phillips 66, Shell-Martinez and Tesoro, I am extremelydisappointed that the current California Environmental ProtectionAgency’s (CalEPA’s) identification of disadvantaged communities forpriority excludes the communities of Rodeo, Crockett, Tormey, VineHill, Pacheco and Clyde in CES 2.0’s analysis.

I strongly support prioritizing funding for these disadvantagedcommunities because of the need to improve the quality of life forthese county residents. Many Bay Area Communities with some of thehighest poverty rates and greatest health burdens (asthma rates andlow birth weight) are not identified in this model andCalEnviroScreen Method 1 used a 20% threshold that identified fewerthan 3% of Bay Area census tracts as disadvantaged.

I would like to request that you direct your staff to makecommon-sense corrections to CES 2.0 that will reflect the realitiesof disadvantaged constituents around the state.  Specifically, Irequest that:
CES 2.0 not be applied for allocating funding until your staff hashad the opportunity to correct flaws identified by our regionalagencies that clearly bias the tool against many urban region ofthe state.
Funds be initially apportioned on the basis of regionalpopulations, who can then use more precise tools developed locallyto delineate disadvantaged neighborhoods or overlay CES 2.0 withinthat region.
Thank you for your time and attention to this important issue.  Ihope you will take the comments here into consideration.
Sincerely,
Federal D. GloverAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 16:55:33No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Niccolo Last Name: De LucaEmail Address: ndeluca@townsendpa.comAffiliation: Townsend Public AffairsSubject: Comments submitted by the Transbay Joint Powers Authority regarding the definition of disaComment:On behalf of the Transbay Joint Powers Authority, attached is aletter from the Executive Director respectfully requesting that theAir Resources Board amend the Draft Project Evaluation Criteria torecognize the substantial benefits large projects, such as theTransbay Program, provide to Disadvantaged Communities.  This willensure that benefits to Disadvantaged Communities are maximizedwhen awarding grants to affordable housing and sustainablecommunities projects and to low-carbon transit projects.  

Thank you.

Niccolo De Luca
Director of Northern California
Townsend Public Affairs, Inc.
O: 510-835-9050 M: 510-681-7306 
ndeluca@townsendpa.com
www.townsendpa.com
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/42-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzRUM1UmBDUGX1Q3.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Cap and Trade comment letter Sept 12 2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 17:20:45No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: PetitEmail Address: mary_petit@yahoo.comAffiliation: Incredible Edible Community GardenSubject: SUPPORT DECISION OF CAL-EPA AND CARB Comment:As the founder and co-executive director of the Incredible EdibleCommunity Garden, a 501(c)3 non-profit volunteer-run organizationthat works in underserved and marginalized communities in SanBernardino County, I whole-heartedly support CalEPA and CARB andtheir decision to provide 100% of the funds for disadvantagedcommunities. These communities deserve serious consideration sincethey typically do not have the canopy cover of the well-heeledcommunities. My experience is that tree plantings and fruit parksspark a sense of well-being and pride in disadvantaged communities,especially if the communities are engaged from the beginning toparticipate in the design and plantings of trees. The use of shadetrees to reduce utility costs of mixed-income and low-incomehousing helps reduce stress, enhance health and well-being, andbring people out of their homes to enjoy their communities andprovide positive social interaction. I applaud CalEPA and CARB fortheir thoughtful consideration of disadvantaged communities whichwill be appreciated for generations to come. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 17:37:38No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamieLast Name: HallEmail Address: jhall@calstart.orgAffiliation: Subject: CALSTART comments on SB 535 GuidanceComment:CALSTART appreciates the opportunity to provide input on cap andtrade investments in Low Carbon Transportation, and we commendstaff for the work to date. The greenhouse gas and air qualitybenefits of these investments are substantial, both fordisadvantaged communities and for the state more broadly, and thecap and trade proceeds provide an unprecedented opportunity todrive progress. A broad interpretation and streamlinedimplementation strategy in the first year of investments willincrease the chances of successful investments and benefits for allCalifornians. 

CALSTART's full comments are attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/44-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDNWMQNuV3dQIgRl.pdfOriginal File Name: CALSTART comments on cap and trade benefits to disadvantaged communities.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-12 21:06:45No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Teagan Last Name: CliveEmail Address: teaganclive@mac.comAffiliation: C.R.U.D.E. Subject: Rodeo is Home to the No.1 Toxic Offender in the StateComment:That's right.  Phillips 66 in Rodeo, has the highest TRI scores inthe State.  Yet,
the refinery's fenceline neighbors, Rodeo and Crockett hardlyappear on ANY of the eligibility 5 eligibility maps.  How did thathappen?  What can we do to correct it?  
Environmental justice starts here. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/45-sb-535-guidance-ws-Wj8HcVw8BwsCdgJn.pdfOriginal File Name: EPA Report on Toxic Releases from Refineries.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-13 08:39:23No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Jean Last Name: HigakiEmail Address: jhigaki@smcgov.orgAffiliation: C/CAG of San MateoSubject: Comments regarding identification of disadvantaged communitiesComment:To CalEPA and ARB,

Attached is a comment letter regarding the identification ofdisadvantaged communities for Cap and Trade auction proceeds.  Thiscomment letter was also emailed to GGRFProgram@arb.ca.gov.  

Thank you,
Jean Higaki
Transportation Systems Coordinator
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/46-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjFVMFIyBzNVDFIx.pdfOriginal File Name: CCAG CalEnviroScreen comment letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-14 10:42:24No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoshLast Name: LeeEmail Address: jlee@sanbag.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: SANBAG Comment to Cap-and-Trade Auction ProceedsComment:Dear Chair Nichols and Board Members,
 
The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) has reviewedboth the draft Interim Guidance to Agencies AdministeringGreenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies and the draft Approaches toIdentifying Disadvantaged Communities. SANBAG understands thatthere is no single methodology that would perfectly define,identify, and address all of the disadvantaged communities inCalifornia. However, representing a county with significant airquality, environmental, education, and socio-economic challenges,SANBAG strongly suggests that CalEPA and CARB use the currentlyavailable CalEnviroScreen Tool (v.2.0) to define disadvantagedcommunities (Method 1).
 
SB 535 is very clear about how the definition of disadvantagedcommunities should occur:
 
(Section 39711 Health and Safety Code) These communities shall beidentified based on geographic, socioeconomic, public health, andenvironmental hazard criteria, and may include, but are not limitedto, either of the following:
(a) Areas disproportionately affected by environmental pollutionand other hazards that can lead to negative public health effects,exposure, or environmental degradation.
(b) Areas with concentrations of people that are of low income,high unemployment, low levels of home ownership, high rent burden,sensitive populations, or low levels of educational attainment.
 
SB 535, Section 1(g) further states that resources are to bedirected “to the state’s most impacted and disadvantagedcommunities to ensure activities taken pursuant to that authoritywill provide economic and health benefits to these communities asoriginally planned.” It is quite clear that disadvantagedcommunities should be defined as communities with the greatestsocioeconomic challenges who are also impacted by “environmentalpollution and other hazards”. The final definition must includeboth elements. Therefore, out of the five proposed methods, Method1 most closely mirrors the basic intent of the SB 535.
 
Recently, the California Transportation Commission (CTC)encountered the identical set of issues when defining disadvantagedcommunities for the Active Transportation Program. The CTC allowedthree concrete definitions (CalEnviroscreen 1.1, median householdincome, and percentage of students eligible for the Free or ReducedPrice Meals Program).  The Commission also allowed a fourthdefinition whereby the applicants could propose an alternativedisadvantaged community determination method. By allowing a broaderdefinition of the disadvantaged communities, many of the applicantsused that opportunity to define disadvantaged communities in verycreative ways. In the end, certain communities were able to qualifyas disadvantaged under the CTC guidelines, when in reality onewould have to question whether this was appropriate. This led to 86percent of the applicants being classified as disadvantaged.  Thiswas clearly not the intent of the disadvantaged community criteria. SANBAG would strongly suggest that the definition be keptconsistent with the intent of SB 535 and be based on the extensivework conducted in CalEPA’s development of CalEnviroScreen.Therefore, rather than having multiple methodologies for definingdisadvantaged communities, SANBAG would recommend the use of Method1.
 
As mentioned in the draft GGRF interim guidelines, the purpose is“preliminary guidance on approaches that agencies can use tomaximize the benefits of investments to disadvantaged communities.”Currently, the GGRF Expenditure Plan looks at investment plans thatwill achieve the GHG reduction goals and targets while looking atinvestments that facilitate feasible and cost-effective GHGreductions. Since AB 32 is an air quality/GHG program, the airquality, GHG, and environmental burdens of a community should bethe primary emphasis when investing on various projects. In otherwords, disadvantaged communities with these environmental burdensshould be the priority of the program. The only methods that fullyanalyze the environmental burdens are CalEnviroScreen Method 1 andMethod 5. However, in the interest of simplicity, SANBAG wouldagain recommend that Method 1 be used as the single definition.
 
SANBAG understands that improving the health of disadvantagedcommunities is important and that socioeconomic factors play asignificant role in determining the health of a community. SANBAGworks very closely with the San Bernardino County Department ofHealth in addressing these socioeconomic issues throughpartnerships and collaboration. However, it is important to pointout that the GGRF program is not a social service program, but aprogram to reduce GHG. According to the American Lung Association2012 and 2013 State of the Air report, our county is ranked thesmoggiest in the nation. In San Bernardino County, more than150,000 adults and children have asthma, 60,000 residents havechronic bronchitis, 23,000 have emphysema, and 420,000 suffer fromheart disease. The state needs to recognize the true disadvantagedcommunities that have the most significant environmental impactsand make sure that these communities are not overlooked in fundingopportunities. In that regard, Method 1 best captures the essenceof the impacts. SANBAG requests that rather than utilizing aseparate methodology, the CalEnviroScreen Tool be used for itsintended purpose.

Thank you for considering comments from SANBAG
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 00:05:49No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 45 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Andy Last Name: HorneEmail Address: andyhorne@co.imperial.ca.usAffiliation: County of ImperialSubject: Comment Letter Regarding Cap and Trade Auction ProceedsComment:Please see the attached comment letter from the County of Imperial.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/49-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjkCZVEiVmcFXAlq.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Cap and Trade Comment Letter 9-9-14 Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 09:01:17No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TinaLast Name: MarchettiEmail Address: tina@beniciatrees.orgAffiliation: Benicia Tree FoundationSubject: Criteria for determining the allocation of funding for urban forestryComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed guidelinesfor investment of Cap-and-Trade auction revenue as it relates tothe determination of disadvantaged communities and urban forestryfunding. In its present iteration, the guidelines for determinationare significantly limited, as they seem to address economic statuswithout equally relevant consideration for levels of GHG emissionsand environmental hazard criteria; especially when consideringCalifornia’s children. 

Our children have no say in the socio-economic status or‘community’ that they are born into – yet they will be the onesmost greatly impacted if we do not take measures now to ensure asustainable future. The economic status of a child’s parent shouldnot determine what efforts the State makes to mitigateenvironmental hazards to our children; rather we feel that thefocus should be placed on communities with high levels of thesehazards, projects which will have the greatest overall impact inreducing GHGs, and projects with the greatest likelihood forlong-term success.

While the present guidelines attempt to identify “disadvantagedcommunities” by a few relevant but limited factors, I propose thatall of California’s youth are collectively a “disadvantagedcommunity” by virtue of the environment that they are born into –which is becoming increasingly hazardous. It is thereforeimperative that focus be placed on areas which have high levels ofvehicular traffic within close proximity to schools; areas whichhave high levels of airborn and other environmental hazards, andareas where schools are in close proximity to oil refineries;regardless of a community's residents' economic status.

In addition to the consideration of our children’s future and thehealth risks that they face, the presently proposed determinationmethod for DACs also fails to address communities where commutingis prevalent. In California, in this day and age, few citizens arefortunate enough to live and work in the same community. Therefore,areas with high levels of pollution expose its workforce to theseenvironmental toxins, yet may not be regarded as ‘disadvantaged’due to the fact that most working adults travel more than ½ mile toand from work.

It is for these reasons that I urge you to reconsider themethodology of determining a DAC and how the grant funds for urbanforestry will be allocated.


As AB 32 and SB 535 seek to reduce GHGs, address climate change andprovide for a sustainable future; it is critical that the abovementioned factors be considered when reviewing the criteria for howgrants will be awarded. We must act now to protect our childrenfrom an increasingly dangerous environment. Urban forestrydevelopment gives us an unparalleled opportunity to mitigatetoday’s ever-present health hazards while also building community,fostering environmental stewardship, and creating an overall saferenvironment for all of California’s children. By placing a heavyemphasis on projects that will have the greatest impact on GHGreductions, the funding will surely benefit all communitiesregardless of socio-economic status and most successfully fulfillthe goals of AB32 and SB535.

Sincerely,

Tina Marchetti
Executive Director
Benicia Tree FoundationAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 09:33:26No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MauraLast Name: TwomeyEmail Address: mtwomey@ambag.orgAffiliation: AMBAGSubject: Disadvantaged Communities Formal Comment LetterComment:Dear Ms. Livingston and Mr. Faust:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the CaliforniaEnvironmental Protection Agency’s (CalEPA) proposed “Approaches toIdentifying Disadvantaged Communities” and the California AirResources Board’s (ARB) draft Interim Guidance concerning“Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities.”  

Please see the attached formal comment letter.

Sincerely yours,

Maura Twomey
Executive Director
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments (AMBAG)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/52-sb-535-guidance-ws-VTRVPlAzUGIAYVAP.pdfOriginal File Name: AMBAG_DisadCommunities_FormalCommentLetter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 10:42:13No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - A.First Name: LisaLast Name: RheinheimerEmail Address: lrheinheimer@mst.orgAffiliation: Monterey-Salinas TransitSubject: Cap and Trade Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:See attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/14-capandtrade14-UTUAb1AiUmAAYlIk.pdfOriginal File Name: Disadvantaged Communities Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 08:29:45No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: CohenEmail Address: janet@commaction.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds and DACsComment:I am writing regarding the Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds,Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidanceto Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies.   Iwould like to register my serious concerns about the use of theCalEnviroScreen 2.0 Tool in assessing Disadvantaged Communities forthe purpose of distributing these funds.  The tool is still underdevelopment and currently contains no DACs in a huge swath of thestate including the Sierra region where I live and work - notbecause there isn't persistent rural poverty and disadvantagedcommunities in the Sierra, but because there is not enoughdocumentation available to establish DAC status in our region andbecause the criteria favor urban areas. This tool effectivelydisqualifies all communities in the Sierra from applying for fundssuch as these, despite the fact that DACs in our region haveextremely urgent needs that could be funded with funds such asthese.  It seems especially egregious that, in the region thatsupplies most of the state's water and contains most of the state'sforests, no community in this vast region will be able to qualifyfor watershed or fire prevention monies. I urge that you use theDAC status determined based on the DAC definition provided in DWR'sProposition 84 and 1E IRWM Guidelines, dated August, 2010. Thisdefinition uses a much fairer methodology which includes ALLregions of the state. Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:10:46No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YolandaLast Name: LewisEmail Address: yolewis@irgreentech.comAffiliation: Subject: Public Comments Cap and trade Auction Proceeds in Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:September 15, 2014

Public Comments RE:  Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds Investments toBenefit Disadvantaged Communities Interim Guidance to Agencies

Written comments provided by Yolanda Lewis, CEO of InnovativeResources Inc. 
6120 Hellyer Ave. Suite 100 San Jose CA 95135 (800) 408-7988

Solutions
In support of the stated goals of AB 1532 and SB 535, InnovativeResources Inc. (IR) has identified several unique proprietarytechnologies proven as “Best in Class”, to be brought to market. IR, a California disadvantaged woman owned business own technologyimplantations will exceed the stated goals and objectives suggestedfor the Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds listed as follows:  

•	Reduce GHG emissions
•	Maximize economic, environmental, and public health benefits tothe State
•	Foster job creation by promoting in-State GHG emission reductionprojects &#8232;carried out by California workers and businesses
•	Complement efforts to improve air quality
•	Direct investment toward the most disadvantaged communities andhouseholds &#8232;in the State
•	Provide opportunities for businesses, public agencies,nonprofits, and other &#8232;community institutions to participatein and benefit from statewide efforts to &#8232;reduce GHGemissions
•	Lessen the impacts and effects of climate change on the State’scommunities, &#8232;economy, and environment
•	Provide &#8232;benefits to disadvantaged communities
•	Projects will be located within &#8232;disadvantaged communities

IR has secured rights to deliver these proprietary proventechnologies and to have manufacturing facilities created inCalifornia.  Our goal is to support participation by diversecommunities in the push for solutions that are effective,sustainable, and safe but most importantly Made in America.  
 
These technologies will address the critical problems plaguing ourstate and nation with water shortages and water quality issues. Ourtechnologies will help to recharge the water tables, createmeaningful career jobs, increase the number of disadvantaged firmsactually doing business and help to improve access and quality toour water and air. Resulting to positively impact the overallquality of life for disadvantaged communities.

Solution Benefits
•	Limited listing of the benefits that our technology solutionswill address: 
•	Reduce nitrites from wastewater treatment plants to dischargelocations
•	Recharge groundwater supplies
•	Eliminate bio solids from wastewater treatment
•	Eliminate toxins generated by rubber tires by replacing withurethane 
•	Virtually eliminate disposal costs related to rubber tiredisposal
•	Introduce proven technology to replace industrial rubber tireswith technology that is proven, inert, reliable, cost effective andsustainable
•	All technologies made in the USA
•	Ensure the delivery of clean water at the point, includingemergency situations
•	Bring clean manufacturing to California that utilizes Near NetZero water and energy technologies that are scalable andsustainable.   


Our team is developing a comprehensive plan that addresses thecritical issues outlined in the stated categories to be addressedthat include:
•	Sustainable Communities and Clean Transportation
•	Energy Efficiency and Clean Energy
•	Natural Resources and Waste Diversion

Please visit www.smartbizmatch.com for details of thesetechnologies.  

Sincerely,



Yolanda Lewis
CEO
Innovative Resources Inc.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/55-sb-535-guidance-ws-AXgBaFM+BDZSOgNn.pdfOriginal File Name: Yolanda LewisComments 9-15-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:22:44No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SofiaLast Name: RecaldeEmail Address: srecalde@sta-snci.comAffiliation: Subject: STA comment on DAC definition and Interim GuidanceComment:Attached please find the Solano Transportation Authority's commentson the Interim Guidance and definition of DACs.  Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/56-sb-535-guidance-ws-AnFdLwRkBQkGY1c4.pdfOriginal File Name: STA comment on ARB def of Disadvantaged Communities.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:19:50No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: PastoreEmail Address: jpastore@dudek.comAffiliation: SCAPSubject: Comments on SB 535 Public Workshops, Approaches to Identifying Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Please find atttached comments from the Southern CaliforniaAssociation of POTWs (SCAP).

We appreciate your consideration of our comments, and look forwardto continuing further discussions on the approaches to identifydisadvantaged communities and CalEnviroScreen in general.  If youhave any questions regarding these comments, please do not hesitateto contact John Pastore at (760) 479-4880.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/57-sb-535-guidance-ws-UiFdOANjUnFQCVAz.pdfOriginal File Name: SCAP Comment Letter SB535.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:17:02No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NiccoloLast Name: De LucaEmail Address: ndeluca@townsendpa.comAffiliation: Townsend Public Affairs/City of San PablSubject: Comments on the CalEnviroScreen (CES) version 2.0 from the City of San PabloComment:On behalf of the City of San Pablo, I thank you and your agency forits efforts to address how to effectively allocate Cap and Traderevenue, and would like to provide some recommendations.

The City of San Pablo has put forward many policy initiatives thatstrengthen our efforts to mitigate climate change. As a city we areplanning for and building out transit oriented development andinfill housing, we have many successful city initiatives supportingefforts to improve public health and environmental quality, and wehave recently cleaned up brownfields and turned them intoproductive sites.

As the California Environmental Protection Agency moves forwardwith the CalEnviroScreen (CES) version 2.0, we are very concernedthat the formulas used may not support our efforts to provideservices to disadvantaged communities in San Pablo, Contra CostaCounty, and the entire East Bay region.  We observe that CES 2.0overlooks a large number of urban communities that are some of themost polluted and disadvantaged in the State and the neighborhoodsthat surround them. According to the Metropolitan TransportationCommission, San Pablo is a Community of Concern, a defined minorityand low-income community. Low-income populations, defined if 30% ormore of the households earn below 200% of the poverty level and if70% or more of the persons in the households were African American,Asian American, Hispanic or Latino.

The City of San Pablo respectfully recommends the inclusion ofcriteria regarding projects adjacent to disadvantaged census tractsor a priority focus for projects in the same ZIP code that servedisadvantaged neighborhoods. This change would significantly helpdisaggregate poverty while serving the most impoverished in theEast Bay. For example, San Pablo shares a border with Richmond.There are zip codes encompassing both cities, have many high risksfactors, such as poverty, poor air quality, and unemployment. However, the adjacent census tract does not account for many ofthose residents needing services offered in San Pablo.

Given these facts, we request that the following steps be taken toavoid CES 2.0 unfairly impacting Bay Area disadvantagedcommunities:
	
1.	CES 2.0 not be used for funding allocations until flawsidentified by regional agencies have been corrected.
2.	Funds be initially apportioned by regional populations and thenallocated within the region by equitable tools to delineateddisadvantaged communities and adjacent communities serving them. 
3.	A new public workshop be held later in September or Octoberincorporating discussion of alternatives to CES 2.0.

Thank you.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:52:05No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BernadetteLast Name: AustinEmail Address: bernadette@domusd.comAffiliation: Domus DevelopmentSubject: Comments on AHSC Draft Guidelines - DAC DefinitionComment:Attached is a Word document reflecting comments on behalf of DomusDevelopment. Please contact me if there are any problems with thetransmission. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/59-sb-535-guidance-ws-BWFVOlUnVWcBYwVz.docxOriginal File Name: Disadvantaged Communities Comments.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 11:40:33No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DennisLast Name: OsmerEmail Address: dennis@energyservices.orgAffiliation: Central Coast Energy ServicesSubject: Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Central Coast Energy Services respectfully submits the followingcomments on the identification of disadvantaged communities. We area not for profit organization providing direct weatherizationservices to low income communities in Monterey, San Benito, SantaCruz and San Mateo counties with federal Low Income Home EnergyAssistance Program (LIHEAP) funding from the State Department ofCommunity Services and Development.  We also provide SoftwareServices for program management in 22 other agencies deliveringenergy assistance services in California.  
1.	5 Methods of Identifying Disadvantaged Communities Presented atPublic Workshop – Program Appropriate Application
In regard to the five methods introduced at recent publicworkshops, we hope the board will consider applying specificmethods that are appropriate to each of the programs to be funded.Adopting a single method and applying it to each of the programsregardless of the targeted goals of each program would introduce anunnecessary difficulty in accomplishing those goals in everyprogram from the start. The programs are diverse in theiranticipated impact and the method of identifying disadvantagedcommunities most in need should be tailored to each programindividually.
2.	Method of Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to Benefit fromWeatherization/Renewables - Low Income Weatherization Program

In regard to a method applied to the Weatherization/RenewablesProgram and specifically the Low Income Weatherization Program(LIWP), we advocate for any method making all households within theCalEnviroScreen top scoring 25% of census tracts eligible. The LIWPwould offer yet another weatherization program competing with theCPUC mandated Energy Savings Assistance Program and the Low IncomeHome Energy Assistance/Department of Energy Program (LIHEAP/DOE)administered by the State Department of Community Services andDevelopment. This will certainly increase customer confusion andlack of acceptance of both programs implementers currentlyexperience. The potential for leveraging existing programs ishighly overrated. A broader eligibility criteria will provide formore efficient service delivery and greater value to people indisadvantaged communities using investment funds. This approachwould also make the goal of committing 100% of theWeatherization/Renewables funds to directly benefit disadvantagedcommunities a reality.



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 12:00:04No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Yvonne M.Last Name: Williams, et alEmail Address: Non-web submitted commentAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535 GuidelinesComment:Please see attached comment letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/61-sb-535-guidance-ws-VCdWMlF9UDZRZFVg.pdfOriginal File Name: sb-535-guidelines.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 12:13:23No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoyceLast Name: DillardEmail Address: dillardjoyce@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments Auction Proceeds-Workshops on ARB Guidance due 9.15.2014Comment:attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/62-sb-535-guidance-ws-WzgHbgBsV2lVNlI8.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments Auction Proceeds-Workshops on ARB Guidance due 9.15.2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 12:17:39No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: MasseyEmail Address: pmassey@treepeople.orgAffiliation: Grants Director, TreePeopleSubject: CARB Guidance on Cap-and-Trade Implementation and SB 535Comment:Dear Ms. Livingston:

We are writing today to provide comments, including support forcomments provided by the California Urban Forest Council in theirletter dated September 12, 2014 (Item 2) regarding the AirResources Board Guidance for Cap-and-Trade and SB 535, andconsideration of the many benefits of urban forestry.  

We are very pleased that Urban Forestry, Land Use, and Water UseEfficiency have a significant role in the State’s Cap and Tradeexpenditure plan for 2014/15 and beyond.  To that end, we alsoprovide comments (attached) to support the use of urban forestry toachieve many aspects of these roles to benefit disadvantagedcommunities through the combined effort of tree planting, landscapetransformation and parcel-level stormwater capture.  

Please let us know if you have any questions, and thank for yourconsideration of our comments.

Yours,
Peter Massey
Director of Grants
TreePeopleAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/63-sb-535-guidance-ws-UiYBdVA0UGZWIAFk.pdfOriginal File Name: TreePeople - comments Draft Guidance for Cap&Trade DAC 9.15.14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 12:45:41No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DouglasLast Name: ShoemakerEmail Address: dshoemaker@mercyhousing.orgAffiliation: President, Mercy Housing CaliforniaSubject: Comment on SB 535 GuidanceComment:Commissioners:

I write on behalf of Mercy Housing California, a statewideaffordable housing developer active in Southern California, the SanFrancisco Bay Area and the Sacramento Valley.  We have developedover 10,000 affordable homes in California, and currently have over3,000 affordable homes in development.  We appreciate theopportunity to comment on the design of the Affordable Housing andSustainable Communities Program (AHSCP) and in particular on thekey definitional issues related to Disadvantaged Communities.

While we have comments on the definition of DisadvantagedCommunities, our comments are focused on the critical issue of thedefinition of benefit.   Mercy Housing provides affordable housingand services to over 13,000 people with an average household incomeof $15,000 per year.  As such we are all too familiar with thechallenges that lower income individuals face in terms ofenvironmental conditions, health care access, school quality, andjob access.   

Based on our experience, it would be a mistake to define the DACbenefits of affordable housing in particular as simply based ongeographic location in a disadvantaged community.   
Rather, we would encourage the Air Resources Board to definebenefit in broad terms that account for the many ways that lowerincome families choose to improve their lives and the lives oftheir children.

We believe there are at least two critical ways to determine theDAC benefits of affordable housing: 1) location in or within onemile of a DAC; or 2) location in non-DAC communities that providelow income populations with increased access to transit, qualityjobs, schools, and healthy environmental conditions.

We have worked in many disadvantaged communities in which lowerincome residents advocated for environmental clean-up, betterschools or improved transit, only to be displaced by the lack ofpermanent, affordable housing.   For those reasons, it’s criticalthat some of these funds be used in part to create permanentlyaffordable housing in transit-rich locations that typicallygentrify when local conditions improve.

Conversely, we have worked with many families who would prefer tohave opportunities to move into affordable housing in other, lessimpacted communities with less pollution, higher performingschools, and/or more high-quality jobs.   We are currently leasingup a family property in the Mission Bay neighborhood of SanFrancisco (a former brownfield), and had over 3,000 applicationsfor 150 apartments.    Mission Bay is 70% market rate housing withapartments renting for $3,000-$5,000 per month.  What makes MissionBay so desirable?  Quick transit access via Muni, CalTrain and BARTto over 1 million jobs in downtown San Francisco, Oakland, andSilicon Valley. 

For that reason, we believe it is also critical to define benefitin terms of transit-oriented affordable housing that serveshouseholds earning less than 60% of median income.    Ideally theAir Resources Board would count housing produced within 5 miles ofa DAC or within a key transit-served commute shed that ensures thatDAC residents have equal access to those housing and transitopportunities.  

As it relates to infrastructure, we encourage the Air ResourcesBoard to maintain a link to affordable housing production whenconsidering funding through this program. As noted by manycommentators, expensive infrastructure improvements with no link toequity goals like affordable housing are unlikely to benefit lowerincome people in the medium to long term.

At the workshops, we heard that the AHSC should catalyze thedevelopment of affordable housing and infrastructure at a districtor neighborhood scale, and generate significant environmentalbenefits with that approach.  Mercy Housing California, inpartnership with Related California and the Cities of San Franciscoand Sacramento and their housing authorities, as well as otherpartners, is working on redeveloping two large, severely distressedpublic housing developments where the housing and infrastructurehave aged beyond repair and physical, social and economic isolationof these sites have led to extreme poverty for its residents.   LosAngeles, San Joaquin, Sacramento, San Francisco and Sutter Countiesare all just some of the areas in which there are large publichousing communities that are physically isolated and underserved bytransit, services and quality housing.  

We believe that these types of projects would be ideal for thisfunding source as they address environmental contaminants like leadpaint and asbestos, and numerous conditions leading to asthma,respiratory illnesses and other indicators of poor health.  Thesepublic housing communities are also characterized by extremepoverty, linguistic isolation and high unemployment.  Given theunique histories of environmental harm and vulnerable populationsassociated with public housing, we would respectfully request thatCalifornia Air Resources Board consider any public housing projectas a unique category that should be considered a DAC regardless ofcensus tract location.

Lastly, in terms of defining Disadvantaged Communities, weencourage the Board to use a definition that blends populationcharacteristics and pollution characteristics.   While we do nothave a strong preference for which of the methodologies (#1, #4, or#5) that could be used, we feel strongly that the Board shoulddefine DAC in terms of the top 25% of communities in any of theformulas.  We encourage more inclusiveness because it is nearlyimpossible for any statistical sorting process to account for themany local conditions and arbitrary boundaries that census tractsmay present as it relates to poverty and pollution.   Choosing amore inclusive definition will increase the likelihood thatlegislative intent will be met.
 
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to provide our comments andsuggestions. Please contact me at DShoemaker@mercyhousing.org or(415) 355-7151 if you have any questions.  



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 12:48:37No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LaurieLast Name: BroedlingEmail Address: lbroedling@earthlink.netAffiliation: Tree San DiegoSubject: CARB’s discussion draft for Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities Comment:Tree San Diego, the urban forestry non-profit for the San DiegoCounty region, strongly supports the comments submitted by theCalifornia Urban Forestry Council and California ReLeaf. Inaddition we would particularly like to note the need for anapproach to benefiting disadvantaged communities based on currentconditions. The drought is paramount on the minds of people in ourregion. Water is increasingly expensive, and the communities leastable to pay for it are the disadvantaged ones. Factoring the waterissue into decisions about grant requirements for urban forestry iscritical to the success of urban forestry in our region and all ofSouthern California. Examples include projects for flood controland for stormwater mitigation which are outside DACs but impactthem; projects supporting existing mature tree care which uses lesswater and provides strong GHG reductions.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:06:52No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KarenLast Name: FinkEmail Address: kfink@trpa.orgAffiliation: Tahoe Metropolitan Planning OrganizationSubject: Identification of Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the CaliforniaEnvironmental Protection Agency’s “Approaches to IdentifyingDisadvantaged Communities.” We appreciate the significant amount oftime that CalEPA staff, and ARB staff have invested to develop themethodologies for identifying disadvantaged communities and forevaluating benefits to disadvantaged communities. Please find ourcomment letter attached.   Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/66-sb-535-guidance-ws-AGwAY1MmAyQEZwJw.pdfOriginal File Name: letter_CalEPA_disadvantaged_communities_TMPO.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:22:37No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ElenaLast Name: DeLacyEmail Address: elena@arconservancy.orgAffiliation: American River ConservancySubject: Cap and Trade Auction ProceedsComment:I am writing regarding the Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds,Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidanceto Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies.  Iwould like to register my organization’s concerns about the use ofthe CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Tool in assessing Disadvantaged Communities(DAC) for the purpose of the distributing these funds.  By usingthis tool, seriously disadvantaged communities in our region andthe whole Sierra will not, and cannot, be considered as a DAC. Thisputs our region at an unfair disadvantage when applying forfunding. We urge instead that you use the DAC status determinedbased on the DAC definition provided in DWR's Proposition 84 and 1EIRWM Guidelines, dated August, 2010.

Thank you,

Elena DeLacyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:27:09No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: David Last Name: WilkinsonEmail Address: davwilk@pacbell.net Affiliation: Woodland Tree Foundation Subject: SB535 Cap-Trade Implementation GuidanceComment:To: CalEPA and CARB

Woodland Tree Foundation fully supports using the majority of CapTrade funds for tree planting in Disadvantaged Communities (DACs).However, we would prefer the funding for DACs be capped at the55-70% range, leaving monies available for communities likeWoodland (Yolo County) that have few DACs but are working hard tomeet the tree planting goals in the City's Climate Action Plan.Woodland Tree volunteers have successfully implemented several CA.Releaf grants for community tree planting and we are ready toparticipate in the Cap Trade program to reduce greenhouse gasesthrough additional tree planting and stewardship. 
Woodland's existing tree canopy would also benefit greatly fromfunding to ensure the younger trees are pruned properly to growinto healthy trees to combat global warming. 
Thank you for considering this request. 

Sincerely, 
David Wilkinson
President, Woodland Tree Foundation Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:20:39No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmberLast Name: CrabbeEmail Address: amber.crabbe@sfcta.orgAffiliation: SFCTASubject: Comments to CalEPA on Cap and Trade GuidanceComment:Please see the attached letter from Tilly Chang, the ExecutiveDirector of the San Francisco County Transportation Authority.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/69-sb-535-guidance-ws-WikFZVQ2VXJXMAVa.pdfOriginal File Name: SFCTA letter CalEPA disadvantaged communities FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:29:25No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmberLast Name: CrabbeEmail Address: amber.crabbe@sfcta.orgAffiliation: SFCTASubject: Comments to ARB on Cap and Trade GuidanceComment:Please see the attached letter from Tilly Chang, the ExecutiveDirector of the San Francisco County Transportation Authority.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/70-sb-535-guidance-ws-UCMBYQRmWX5QNwJd.pdfOriginal File Name: SFCTA letter ARB benefit DAC FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:29:25No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: RawsonEmail Address: mrawson@pilpca.orgAffiliation: The Public Interest Law ProjectSubject: Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund MoniesComment:The Public Interest Law Project
449  15th Street, Suite 301
Oakland, CA  94612

September 15, 2014

Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board


Re:  Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse GasReduction Fund Monies

Dear Members of the Board:

	The Public Interest Law Project is a state support center forlocal legal services and other public interest law programs servinglower income households in California.  We write on behalf ofpersons throughout the state in need of affordable housing in safe,healthy and “high opportunity” neighborhoods with access toaffordable transit and proximate to good jobs.   Our comments areintended to supplement those filed by other organizations andgroups that have filed comments asking that the Interim GuidanceMaximizing Benefits to Disadvantaged Communities and Appendix berevised to better ensure the SB 535 investments provide benefits toCalifornia’s disadvantaged communities without resulting indisplacement of existing households or substantial or unmitigateddemolition of blocks and neighborhoods.

	The final Interim Guidance, while including important socialequity provisions, unfortunately omits eligibility criteria thatwould require all projects funded by the GGRF to protect theexisting residents from displacement and ensure that all projectswith residential components include affordable housing.  Amendingthe Interim Guidance is essential to secure consistency withRECOMMENDATIONS OF THE REGIONAL TARGETS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (RTAC)PURSUANT TO SENATE BILL 375 [“RTAC Report”], the state’s ANALYSISOF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING [“Analysis of Impediments”], theCommunity Redevelopment Law, state and federal fair housing lawsand the rules of the Federal Transportation Administration. Amendments to the project eligibility requirements of InterimGuidance to achieve the requisite consistency should include:

For All Projects:

Projects must not result in the displacement of lower incomehouseholds, either directly or indirectly, unless:

•	Displacement is necessary to achieve an essential purpose of SB535
•	There is no feasible alternative that would result in no orlesser displacement
•	If the project would have a discriminatory effect on groups ofresidents protected by California and federal fair housings laws,the displacement is necessary to achieve an important purposesufficiently compelling to override the discriminatory effect andeffectively carries out the purpose it is alleged to serve
•	Any housing affordable to lower income households that is removedor converted will be replaced 1:1 within two years and madeavailable at a cost affordable to the households displaced, withthe displaced households receiving a first right of occupancy
•	All residents who must be displaced will be provided withcomparable replacement housing prior to displacement in the samecommunity unless their choice is to move to another community

For Projects with Housing:

•	Projects with a residential component must include housingaffordable to lower income households


A.	The Interim Guidance is Inconsistent with the Recommendations ofthe RTAC

       As the Board is aware, ARB’s Regional Targets AdvisoryCommittee (RTAC) determined that a guiding principle in theimplementation of SB 375 was to “maximize social equity.”  (RTACReport at p. 3.)  Without amendment to ensure inclusion ofaffordable housing in funded residential projects and prevention ofdisplacement in all projects as described above, the InterimGuidance would undermine rather than maximize social equity.  Asthe RTAC found: 

       Inequitable land use practices and inadequate public transitaccess as well as economic and racial segregation can result inexclusion, limitations on employment opportunities, sprawl andexcess VMT….  Land use based greenhouse gas reduction strategies,however, could have beneficial or adverse effects on social equityconcerns such as housing affordability (increased land prices),transportation access and affordability, displacement,gentrification, and a changing match between jobs, required skilllevels and housing cost….  Implementation  of SB 375, accordingly,should, at minimum avoid facilitating or exacerbating any adverseconsequences…. [RTAC Report at 28.]
	
B.	The Interim Guidance is Inconsistent with the State Analysis ofImpediments to Fair Housing.

	As a condition of receiving Federal housing and communitydevelopment funds, states must certify that they are affirmativelyfurthering equal opportunity in housing for individuals and groupsprotected by the federal Fair Housing Act of 1968 and itsamendments (42 U.S.C §3601 et seq.).  (24 C.F.R Part 91)  Therequirements apply to all state actions, not just the ones fundedwith federal monies.   In preparation for making this certificationCalifornia accordingly adopted its Analysis to Impediments to FairHousing in September 2012.  

	The Analysis of Impediments found that the number one impedimentto fair housing choice in California is the “inadequate supply ofaffordable housing available to lower-income and minorityhouseholds.”  (Analysis of Impediments at p. Exec. 2)  The adoptionof an Interim Guidance that fails to require production ofaffordable housing in funded projects or provisions preventingdisplacement except as a last resort will only exacerbateCalifornia’s existing critical shortfall in housing affordable tohouseholds in the disadvantaged communities where the GGRF moniesare directed.

	Moreover, the third most significant impediment to fair housingidentified in the Analysis of Impediments was the “shortage ofsubsidies and strategies to promote affordable, accessible housingfor low, very low, and extremely low-income households, includingprotected classes.”  (Ibid.)  Although the SB 535 funds willinclude a set aside for affordable housing development, these fundsare insufficient to ensure that affordable housing will be includedin all projects with housing in disadvantaged communities.  If GGRFfunds flow into limited areas in disadvantaged communities, withouta requirement that affordable housing be a component of a fundedresidential project, the land values, housing demand and attendantrents and housing costs will rise, creating very impedimentsidentified by the Analysis of Impediments.  As the stateacknowledges in the Analysis in Impediment # 7:

   Low-income households may be at risk of displacement in areassubject to strong new development pressure or activity.  [Analysisof Impediments at Exec. p. 3.]

      And the clear corollary to that impediment is Impediment # 8recognizing the “inadequate access for minority households tohousing outside of areas of minority concentration.”  (Ibid.) Unless projects funded outside of disadvantaged communities mustinclude affordable housing, this significant impediment will onlybe exacerbated. 

C.	The Interim Guidance Must Reference the Obligation ofDevelopment Projects in Existing Redevelopment Areas to Comply withRedevelopment Law.

	Although redevelopment agencies were dissolved by AB1x 26, theywere replaced with successor agencies charged with fulfilling allthe obligations of the prior agencies and subject to the state’sCommunity Redevelopment Law (CRL).  (Health and Safety Code §33000et. seq.)   Accordingly, any new development occurring in aredevelopment area is subject to the requirements of the CRL, andmany of disadvantaged communities identified through SB 535 willcontain existing redevelopment areas.  

	Health & Safety Code §33413 requires residential development inall redevelopment project areas to include affordable housing inproportion to the total number of housing units developed.  TheInterim Guidance, in addition to making eligibility for GHRF fundsconditioned on inclusion of affordable housing in residentialdevelopments, must conform to the CRL and reference thisrequirement.

D.	The Interim Guidance Must Reference and Incorporate theObligation that Governmental Actions Do Not Have a DiscriminatoryEffect on Minorities and Other Groups Protected by the Fair Housingand Civil Rights Laws.

	California and federal fair housing laws and state civil rightslaws also prohibit land use and development actions that have theeffect of discriminating against groups protected under those laws. California’s Fair Employment and Housing Act  and the federal FairHousing Act  prohibit land use actions by local government thatdiscriminate on the basis of race, national origin, disability andfamily status among other protected classes.  And CaliforniaGovernment Code §11135 prohibits discrimination based on each ofthose categories except family status by recipients of statefunding.  These overarching proscriptions against discriminationand affirmative requirements must be acknowledged and incorporatedin the Interim Guidance.  This critical to ensuring that GGRFmonies will not perpetuate segregation or have a disparate impacton persons of color, families with children and other protectedgroups. 
   
E.	The Interim Guidance Must Ensure that Allocation of the GGRFAffirmatively Furthers Fair Housing. 
 
	As explained under the discussion of the Analysis of Impediments,above, the Fair Housing Act requires recipients of funding from theDepartment of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) to administertheir programs in a manner to affirmatively further fair housing. 42 U.S.C. § 3608(e)(5).  Actions that will affirmatively furtherfair housing are activities that “will reduce racial segregationand concentration of poverty, employing regional- ormetropolitan-level strategies, when applicable.”    Directing GGRFmonies to disadvantaged or advantaged communities withoutsufficient protections against displacement and requirements forproduction of affordable housing would be plainly inconsistent withthe duty of the state government to affirmatively further fairhousing.

	As former HUD Secretary Donovan has explained:

Sustainability also means creating “geographies of opportunity,”places the effectively connect people to jobs, quality publicschools, and other amenities. Today, too many HUD-assisted familiesare stuck in neighborhoods of concentrated poverty and segregation,where one’s zip code predicts poor education, employment, and evenhealth outcomes.  These neighborhoods are not sustainable in theirpresent state. 

F.	A Requirement to Include Affordable Housing in GGRF FundedProjects Would Achieve Consistency with the Rules of the FederalTransportation Administration.

	The federal Transportation Administration (FTA) has incorporatedthe provision of affordable housing in projects funded with federaltransportation monies into its rules describing the measures usedfor project evaluation.  Appendix A to Part 611 of Title 49 of theCode of Federal Regulations provides that evaluating economicdevelopment projects must include consideration of:
Local plans and policies in place to support maintenance of orincreases to affordable housing in the project corridor;  [49 CFRPart 611 I (g)(ii)]

        Just as the federal government has recognized thataffordable housing is critical in new development funded by thefederal transportation funds, the Interim Guidance should strivefor consistency with the federal rule, especially because many ofthe projects funded with GGRF will likely also be receiving federaltransportation funds.

	Thank you very much for all the hard work evidenced by the draftrule and for this opportunity to comment.   Please let me know ifyou have any questions about our comments. 
 
Sincerely,

Michael Rawson
Director, The Public Interest Law Project
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:48:02No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LizzethLast Name: RosalesEmail Address: lrosales@saje.netAffiliation: Strategic Actions for a Just EconomySubject: Comment letter re draft interim guidelines for cap-and-trade auction proceeds Comment:Attached please find our comment letter on the draft interimguidelines for how cap-and-trade auction proceeds can benefitdisadvantaged communities.
Feel free to contact me if you have any questions.
Best,
Lizzeth Henao Rosales
Assistant Director of Equitable Development
Strategic Actions for a Just Economy (SAJE)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/72-sb-535-guidance-ws-VSZdOgBrVmADWlQ3.pdfOriginal File Name: SAJE Comment Letter Sept 15 2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:48:11No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: DutraEmail Address: sdutra@lodi.govAffiliation: Subject: 2014-15 CAL FIRE Urban and Community Forestry ProgramComment:As the current president of Tree Lodi and the City of Lodi ParkSuperintendent, our community like many others, are in need ofUrban Tree program funding. We support SB 535 and its commitment todisadvantaged communities such as Lodi. All disadvantagedcommunities in California should have an equal opportunity tocompete for urban tree funding grants. We support the request thata portion of such funding be available for competition through theCAL FIRE Urban and Community Forestry Program.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 13:08:36No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TracyLast Name: DelaneyEmail Address: tdelaney@phi.orgAffiliation: Public Health Alliance of Southern CASubject: Public Health Departments Disadvantaged Communities Comment LetterComment:(Please refer to the formatted PDF of this letter and itsattachment submitted via the web).

Dear Secretary Rodriguez and Chairman Nichols: 

This letter is being sent on behalf of two regional alliances ofPublic Health Department representatives from across the State ofCalifornia, actively advancing chronic disease prevention andhealth equity through a health in all policies approach.  Wewelcome the opportunity to comment on the recent documents releasedby the CalEPA/ARB regarding the identification of disadvantagedcommunities for the purpose of prioritizing investment of theGreenhouse Gas Reduction Funds per SB 535.   We understand that theimplementation of this legislation is progressing under rapidtimelines and appreciate the Air Resources Board’s commitment tononetheless provide thoughtful deliberation to address publicfeedback.

As public health professionals engaged in efforts to reduce thestark disparities in health that exist across California, animportant focus of our work is identifying and improving conditionsin health disadvantaged communities.  Evidence suggests that socialfactors, which include income, unemployment, education and rentburden, are the most significant drivers of health and wellbeing(US Burden of Disease Collaborators. The state of US health,1990-2010: burden of diseases, injuries, and risk factors. JAMA.2013 Aug 14; 310(6):591-608.) We are concerned that neither Method1 (overall CalEnviroScreen (CES) score) nor the other alternatemethods presented in the recently released methodology report,“Approaches to Identifying Disadvantaged Communities”, adequatelyidentify populations that are highly disadvantaged based on thesesocial factors, collectively referred to as the social determinantsof health.  

The importance of employing a methodology that adequatelyidentifies and weights disadvantage based on the socialdeterminants of health is further elevated given the importancecommunity stakeholders place on income, unemployment, education andrent burden in defining the common needs of disadvantagedcommunities.  In Table 3 “Common Needs of Disadvantaged Communities(As Identified by Community Advocates)” of the August 22, 2014document  “Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities,” thebulk of the needs given are economic—improved jobs to increasefamily income, better workforce preparation, reduced housing andenergy costs and improved transportation access.  The needs thatare not economic are couched in economic terms—health harms likeasthma and obesity are “suffered disproportionately by low-incomeresidents/ communities.”  

Stakeholders understand what the scientific evidence clearlydemonstrates; that social determinants are the largest contributorto health and quality of life.  The Public Health Alliance ofSouthern California, with technical assistance from the CaliforniaDepartment of Public Health (CDPH), has conducted an analysis todetermine whether communities identified as disadvantaged based ona high (top 15%) overall CES score are also the most disadvantaged(top 15%) in terms of poverty. Our analysis suggests that only56.5% of these most impoverished (top 15%) census tracts would beidentified as disadvantaged based on their top 15% overall CESScore (please see analysis (a) Poverty in the attachment below,“Poverty, Population Characteristics and CES 2.0”). Further, only52.5% of census tracts identified as disadvantaged based on theoverall CES score fell into the top 15% of census tracts based onpoverty level.  Both of these results suggest deficiencies in howthe tool is being used to identify socioeconomic vulnerability and,hence, public health disadvantage.

A second analysis (see Attachment below, analysis (b) “PopulationCharacteristics”) also suggests a relatively poor statisticalcorrelation between pollution-burden and populationcharacteristics, as currently measured, among census tracts in CES2.0.  Only 61.8% of the census tracts with a top 15% populationcharacteristic score are also in the top 15% in terms of theiroverall CalEnviroScreen Score.  This poor statistical correlationcan be seen visually in Figure 2 of "Approaches to IdentifyingDisadvantaged Communities” report where the scatterplot diagram formethod 1, overall CalEnviroScreen Score does not show a linearclustering (i.e., pollution burden scores tracking equally withpopulation characteristic scores) but rather a diffuse cloud, withmany communities that score high on one criteria but not onanother. 

The fundamental approach utilized in CalEnviroScreen (CES), toincorporate both pollution burden and social determinant criteriainto a single score through multiplication, creates a number ofmethodological concerns.  First, the multipliers don’t alwaysreflect identified biologic or risk interactions between pollutionand population characteristic factors.   Additionally, theassignment of weights such that an equal 10 point scale is given toboth the pollution burden and population characteristics means thatthe primary (social) determinants of health are undervalued basedon their proportional contribution to health outcomes, and thatpollution burden is disproportionately over-weighted.  Finally, thepopulation characteristic score includes health outcomes stronglyassociated with environmental exposures while omitting criticalchronic disease health outcomes that contribute to the majority ofhealthcare expenditures (Galea S, Tracy M, Hoggatt KJ, DiMaggio C,Karpati A. Estimated deaths attributable to social factors in theUnited States. Am J Public Health. 2011;101:1456-1465.)
 

This analysis is not meant to suggest that pollution burden shouldbe discarded as a measure of disadvantage.  Instead, it suggeststhat pollution burden and population characteristic data areindependent and should be weighted according to their share ofattributable mortality and morbidity in the United States. 

Our two Alliances are currently developing an evidence-based methodfor identifying health disadvantaged communities.  This is adeliberate process undergoing scientific review, and as such is notexpected to be completed prior to ARB’s September decision point. Given that, we understand that our index will not be considered asa qualifying option in this first year’s criteria. However, we wantto ensure that in future years, an evidence-based healthdisadvantage metric is included into the methodology for definingdisadvantaged communities.

In the development of future year’s disadvantaged communityidentification methodology and allocation protocols, we wouldsuggest the formation of a working group that includesrepresentatives from public health and low-income communities toprovide input on the implementation of SB 535, ranging fromcontinued refinement in the identification of disadvantagedcommunities, to SB 535 guidance document updates, and theevaluation of the effectiveness of awarded projects in addressingdisadvantage.  This will provide critical input needed to botheffectively achieve greenhouse gas targets and maximize benefits todisadvantaged communities.

For the purposes of this year’s allocation only, we ask CalEPA/ ARBto consider the use of a one-time temporary measure that weightsthe current CES indicators based on the relative magnitudes oftheir demonstrated impacts on health and well-being as reflected inthe research literature. 

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.  There is atremendous opportunity to effectively address climate change and tocreate transformative change in disadvantaged communities acrossCalifornia.  We welcome the opportunity to partner with CalEPA/ARBnow and in the future to ensure that we meet or exceed greenhousegas targets while optimizing the greatest evidence-basedco-benefits for disadvantaged communities.

Sincerely, 
 

Susan Harrington M.S., R.D.
Director, County of Riverside Department of Public Health
Co-Chair, Public Health Alliance of Southern California 

Cheryl Barrit, M.P.I.A .
Preventive Health Bureau Manager
Long Beach Department of Health and Human Services
Co-Chair, Public Health Alliance of Southern California

Tracy Delaney, Ph.D., R.D.
Executive Director, Public Health Alliance of Southern California

Chuck McKenty, Ph.D.
Alameda County Department of Public Heatlh
Co-Chair of BARHII

Michael Stacey, MD
Solano County Public Health Department
Co-Chair of BARHII

Sandi Galvez, MSW
BARHII Executive Director
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/74-sb-535-guidance-ws-UzIHcwZlVVlQNVMy.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB CalEPA DAC Methodology Comment Letter Alliance BARHII 9.15.14 + Analysis.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:11:47No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ValLast Name: MenottiEmail Address: vmenott@bart.govAffiliation: San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit DisSubject: BART Comments on CalEPA and ARB Disadvantaged Communities GuidanceComment:Please find attached BART's comments on both CalEPA's proposeddefinition of Disadvantaged Communities, and ARB's guidance onInvestments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities. Thank you for theopportunity to comment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/75-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzVdOlckByAKUwVm.pdfOriginal File Name: BART Comments on CalEPA and ARB Disadvantaged Communities Guidance 9-15-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:16:51No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TessLast Name: LengyelEmail Address: tlengyel@alamedactc.orgAffiliation: Alameda County Transportation CommissionSubject: CalEPA Identification of Disadvantaged Communities and ARB Interim GuidanceComment:Please find attached comments on the identification ofdisadvantaged communities (DACs) proposed by the California
Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) pursuant to Health &Safety (H&S) Code 39711 and the
Interim Guidance proposed by the Air Resources Board (ARB) forstate agencies administering
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund monies pursuant to H&S Code 3971 fromthe Alameda County Transportation Commission.
Thank you.
TessAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/76-sb-535-guidance-ws-VjdQOgFhU2NWJAdk.pdfOriginal File Name: AlaCTC_EPA_ARB_CapandTradeCommentLetter_FINAL_SIGNED.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:25:31No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Hernan Last Name: MolinaEmail Address: hmolina@weho.orgAffiliation: City of West Hollywood Subject: City of West Hollywood comments on SB 535 guidelinesComment:To Whom It May Concern:

Please find attached the City of West Hollywood's comments/positionon the guidelines related to SB 535, Chapter 830, Statute of 2012. We thank you for allowing our City to provide comments on thisimportant piece of legislation. 

Should you have any questions, please contact Andi Lovano at323-848-6865 or me at 323-848-6364.

Sincerely

Hernan Molina, Sr. Management Analyst
City of West HollywoodAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/77-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDcGaQZzWHIDWgNs.pdfOriginal File Name: City of West Hollywood comments on SGC guidelines on SB 535.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:28:28No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TessLast Name: LengyelEmail Address: tlengyel@alamedactc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Corrected letter RE: CalEPA Identification of Disadvantaged Communities and ARB Interim GuComment:The Alameda County Transportation Commission (Alameda CTC)respectfully offers the attached comments on the identification ofdisadvantaged communities (DACs) proposed by the CaliforniaEnvironmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) pursuant to Health &Safety (H&S) Code 39711 and the Interim Guidance proposed by theAir Resources Board (ARB) for state agencies administeringGreenhouse Gas Reduction Fund monies pursuant to H&S Code 39715.
Thank you.
TessAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/78-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjtcNgBgBTUDcQJh.pdfOriginal File Name: AlaCTC_EPA_ARB_CapandTradeCommentLetter_FINALSIGNED_1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:43:00No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 75 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ShwetaLast Name: BhatnagarEmail Address: bhatnagars@samtrans.comAffiliation: SamTrans/Caltrain/SMCTASubject: Comments on the Cap and Trade Program GuidelinesComment:Attached please find comments to CalEPA and CARB regarding the Capand Trade guidelines on behalf of the San Mateo County TransitDistrict, the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board and the SanMateo County Transportation Authority.

Thank you,
Shweta Bhatnagar
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/80-sb-535-guidance-ws-AXIFblU3AiUAYglW.zipOriginal File Name: SMCTD CARB Comment Letter.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:10:32No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Muntu Last Name: DavisEmail Address: muntu.davis@acgov.orgAffiliation: Alameda County Public Health DepartmentSubject: Comments on SB 535 GuidanceComment:Please see attached comment letter from Alameda County PublicHealth Department.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/81-sb-535-guidance-ws-AnFSNgRaUDYHMgA1.pdfOriginal File Name: SB 535 Implementation - ACPHD letter Final 9-15-14 MD.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:17:53No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: RobinsonEmail Address: matt@caltransit.orgAffiliation: California Transit AssociationSubject: Comments on Interim GuidanceComment:Attached please find the California Transit Association's commentletter on the Air Resourced Board's Investments to BenefitDisadvantaged Communities: Interim Guidance to AgenciesAdministering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund Monies, as well asuggested revisions to the draft evaluation criteria. Please feelfree to contact me with any questions.   Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/82-sb-535-guidance-ws-BmVVMgNdWH8GcgFg.pdfOriginal File Name: CA Transit Assoc Comment letter on Draft DAC Guidelines 9-15-14 with attachment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 14:41:54No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NancyLast Name: PfefferEmail Address: nancy@networkpa.netAffiliation: Gateway Cities Council of GovernmentsSubject: Gateway Cities Comment to CARB regarding the “Interim Guidance" on SB 535Comment:Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the “InterimGuidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction FundMonies” released August 22, 2014.

The Gateway Cities are 27 cities and unincorporated communities inSoutheast Los Angeles County with a total population of about 2million residents.  Taken together, the Gateway Cities would be thefifth largest city in the United States.  We are home to the Portof Long Beach and neighbor to the Port of Los Angeles, and we housemuch of the transportation and distribution infrastructure thatsupports the movement of goods into and through our region to therest of the nation.

The Gateway Cities are one of the most impacted areas of the statewhen considering disadvantaged communities.  According toCalEnviroScreen results, on a census tract basis 1.18 million ofour residents – more than half – live in disadvantaged communities. On a zip code basis, this is true for three-quarters of ourresidents.  This means that almost any investment of cap-and-tradefunds directed to the Gateway Cities will either be located within,or will provide benefits to, disadvantaged communities.  Our highCES scores are driven by numerous factors, including highpercentages of minority and low-income residents, high pollutionburdens, and persistent high unemployment.

Through the Gateway Cities Council of Governments, the memberjurisdictions have collaborated for over fifteen years on regionalplanning efforts.  In recent years, the cities and communities havecollaborated on several major planning efforts that identifynumerous projects and investments that will reduce GHG emissions:

•	Subregional Sustainable Communities Strategy under SB 375, whichdemonstrated that we could meet the regional GHG reduction targetsthrough our local and regional investments
•	Air Quality Action Plan identifying strategies that will reduceGHG and criteria pollutant emissions
•	Comprehensive multi-modal Strategic Transportation Planidentifying investments such as smart arterials, travelerinformation systems, active transportation projects, transit lines,highway projects, and associated stormwater management
•	Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy update
•	Integrated Regional Water Management Plan and RegionalDisadvantaged Communities Incentive Program (through the GatewayWater Management Authority).
  
We have the following recommendations regarding the investmentcriteria proposed in the Guidelines document:

1)	Proposed investments should be prioritized or given extra pointsif they would represent an ongoing or multi-year commitment. Similarly, proposed investments should be prioritized or givenextra points if they are part of a regional plan that is supportedby multiple jurisdictions. These types of investment programs areessential if the state is to reach its long-term GHG reductiongoals.  The Gateway Cities planning efforts enumerated above eachidentify such multi-year, broadly supported programs that will getthe state closer to its emissions goal while also meeting thedisadvantaged community investment goals.

2)	Projects should be eligible for funding if they would reduce GHGemissions by means of enhancing transportation efficiency throughtechnology, for example in the arena of goods movement.   TheGateway Cities have developed and demonstrated intelligenttransportation systems and related technologies that will reduceport-area congestion and thus reduce GHG and criteria pollutantemissions.  Several other such projects could be implemented usingcap-and-trade funds and should be eligible.

3)	The funds should also be made available for investment ininfrastructure that will support the deployment of alternativetransportation fuel/energy sources, such as natural gas, hydrogen,and electricity.  Without sufficient supporting fueling or charginginfrastructure, these alternative technologies are unlikely to beadopted, thus hampering progress towards state emissions goals.

4)	Funding for home retrofits such as weatherization should beprioritized for homes near railyards and similar industrialfacilities.  In these locations, this type of energy efficiencyproject can have a dual benefit of also reducing the noise impactsfrom proximity to industrial sites.

5)	As regulations are developed, we would recommend that if thefunds are to be invested in disadvantaged communities, no localmatching funds should be required.  To require such a match wouldbe contrary to the spirit of the legislation in directing resourcesto communities in need.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this importantinitiative.

Submitted September 15, 2014, by Nancy Pfeffer, Director ofRegional Planning, Gateway Cities Council of Governments.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:19:13No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GordonLast Name: GarryEmail Address: ggarry@sacog.orgAffiliation: Sacramento Area Council of GovernmentsSubject: Comments on the methodology for identification of disadvantaged communitiesComment:Attached is a letter with recommendations for improving theCalEnviroScreen 2.0 model for identifying disadvantagedcommunities.  Our goal in submitting these recommended changes isto focus the community designation so the maximum benefits can beachieved from the Cap-And-Trade funds.  

Gordon Garry
Research Director 
SACOG
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/84-sb-535-guidance-ws-UyBVMlMxUm5QMVIN.pdfOriginal File Name: SACOG Rodriquez ltr 9.15.14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:06:23No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: StewartEmail Address: jim@EarthDayLA.orgAffiliation: Earth Day Los AngelesSubject: Scoring criteria must include the CES scoreComment:Scoring criteria must include the CES score.  We note that the mostdisadvantaged of all the communities listed in Method 1 receivedCES scores above 80, while the cut off for the top twentypercentile is only 39.8.  Thus the most needy communities are morethan twice as disadvantaged as the ones at 80%.  To disregard thesedifferences in need is contrary to the intent of SB535.  CES scoremust be included in priority rankings for projects.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:25:20No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmyLast Name: LethbridgeEmail Address: amy.lethbridge@mrca.ca.govAffiliation: Mountains Rec. & Conservation AuthoritySubject: CalEnviroScreen 2.0 CommentsComment:The Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority (MRCA) hasjoined a comment letter with other individuals and organizationsworking on environmental justice and community development issuesin the Los Angeles area. In addition to the group letter, we drawyour attention to a few additional items:

As stated in our letter, we support the use of Method 1, as itaddresses both socioeconomic vulnerability and environmental healthhazards in a way that is both fair and supported by existingscientific evidence. However, we do not believe these two factorsalone should make up the entire analysis. First, we recommend thatany analysis of socioeconomic vulnerability take into account dataregarding race, color, and national origin. People of colordisproportionately live in the areas with the highest pollutionburden, and an analysis of which populations are the mostunderserved must factor in all of these elements to capture thefull picture. 

In addition, we recommend that CalEnviroScreen 2.0 include accessto green space as an indicator in calculating scores. “Park poor”neighborhoods that lack walkable access to green or open spaces aredeprived of a basic amenity which provides recreational and socialopportunities for residents, while also improving public health,air qualify, and relief from the heat island effect. The publichealth and environmental benefits of parks and green space shouldbe considered and weighed in this analysis.

Thank you,

Amy Lethbridge
Deputy Executive Officer
Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:31:16No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StefaniLast Name: CoxEmail Address: stefani@urbanhabitat.orgAffiliation: Urban HabitatSubject: Urban Habitat Comments on ARB Draft Guidance on Disadvantaged Community InvestmentsComment:Dear Mary Nichols,

Please see the attached letter from Urban Habitat as comment forARB's Draft "Interim Guidance on Investment to BenefitDisadvantaged Communities."

Sincerely,
Urban HabitatAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/87-sb-535-guidance-ws-Wi9dMwBeWGpWIlU3.pdfOriginal File Name: UH ARB Auction Proceeds Comment Letter on Disadvantaged Communities 9_15_14 FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:32:48No Duplicates.



Comment 83 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KateLast Name: BreenEmail Address: kate.breen@sfmta.comAffiliation: SFMTASubject: ARB Interim Guidance for state agencies administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund moniesComment:Please see attached letter with comments from the San FranciscoMunicipal Transportation Agency regarding Interim Guidance forstate agencies administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund moniesfrom California's cap and trade program.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/88-sb-535-guidance-ws-WikFZQdrUXYCZQJd.pdfOriginal File Name: SFMTA 14-0915 California Air Resources Board - ARB Interim Guidance.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:34:57No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Arleen Last Name: NovotneyEmail Address: anovotney@accesadmin.comAffiliation: Subject: : Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantage Communities Comment:To: California Air Resources Board
Regarding: Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit DisadvantageCommunities 
From: Association of California Community and Energy Services(ACCES)

ACCES is an association of public and private non-profit, profit,county agencies that provide weatherization to the low-incomecommunities throughout the state. Most of these agencies andcounties have provided these services for over 25 years.  These arethe entities who see the outcomes and benefits of the servicesdirectly to the disadvantaged households.  Our comments are inconcern of the following.

Definition of Disadvantage Communities: 
•	Opening up the definition of Disadvantage communities is anecessary step in establishing a successful program. Although thereare five current methods proposed in identifying disadvantagecommunities, we feel they are still unable to capture the lowincome population as a whole in the state of California.   
•	We are concerned that the current Cal Enviro Screen tool fails toidentify all the disadvantage communities throughout the state,leaving many areas unable to benefit from the cap and traderevenues. We understand the parameters that went into designing thetool, however, we feel it fails to fully support the benefitcertain direct impact projects can have, such as weatherization.Expanding to areas beyond what is currently defined as adisadvantage community will allow more opportunities to reducegreenhouse gas emissions and provide healthier and safer livingconditions for many low income Californians. 
•	ACCES proposes that to be considered a disadvantage communitythey only have to meet one criteria characteristic within the highpollution category or population characteristic. In its currentform money will be disproportionally spent throughout the stateleaving many areas without much needed help.  The heavy weight onthe intersections has eliminated many areas.  We understand thatthe funding is limited now but still feel once a definition is inplace it will be difficult to change.  The inclusion of all of thestate’s low income to at the least having access to these benefitsfrom this funding is how we see the intent of the dollars and theprograms.  It will be a very difficult task to have a neighboracross the street from a DAC census tract denied because oflocation. The programs are diverse in their anticipated impact andthe method of identifying disadvantaged communities most in needshould be tailored to each program individually.


Respectfully Submitted,
 

Arleen Novotney
Executive Director
Attachment: Original File Name: ACCES CAP and Trade Comments.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:36:57No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: WhittickEmail Address: janetw@cceeb.orgAffiliation: CCEEBSubject: CCEEB comments on CES and GGRF, Investing in Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Please find attached two letters from the California Council forEnvironmental and Economic Balance (CCEEB) on (1) CalEnviroScreenand its use identifying disadvantaged communities for SB 535purposes and (2) ARB's interim guidance to agencies administeringGGRF monies. Please distribute to the appropriate Cal/EPA, OEHHAand ARB staffs and board members. Any questions can be directed toJanet Whittick of CCEEB. Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/90-sb-535-guidance-ws-B2RVNlwuV2VVPQBk.zipOriginal File Name: CESandGGRF_CCEEBcomments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:46:00No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EllenLast Name: TimberlakeEmail Address: Ellen.Timberlake@santacruzcounty.usAffiliation: County of Santa Cruz Human Services DeptSubject: Recommendations for revising disadvantaged population determinationsComment:As presently conceived, the proposed CalEPA approaches toidentifying disadvantaged communities will entirely leave out many,real disadvantaged populations around the state. The proposedCalEnviroScreen methods are highly selective and result in seriousgeographic inequity in the identification of disadvantagedpopulations.  There is inequity because many excluded areas,including most of Santa Cruz County, actually do have populationsthat should be recognized as “disadvantaged”, and are recognized assuch under most understandings of the term such as those set by HUDfor CFBG, UC Davis Center for Regional Change metrics (ratio oflow-wage jobs to affordable housing units), Department of WaterResources, California Transportation Commission (CTC), and U.S.DOT. In area's with a high cost of living, poverty is not a goodmeasure of income. Instead more accurate methods for getting at acommunity's low-income (or financially disadvantaged) populationwould be to look at the % of income spent on housing (housing costburden), homelessness per capita, persons living in overcrowded orinadequate living conditions; or housing affordability (for saleand rental).  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:43:17No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MartinLast Name: EngelmannEmail Address: mre@ccta.netAffiliation: Contra Costa Transportation AuthoritySubject: Comments on CalEPA Proposed Method for Identification of DACsComment:See Attachment for signed letter on CCTA letterhead:

Dear Secretary Rodriquez and Chairman Nicols:
The Contra Costa Transportation Authority respectfully offers thefollowing comments on the identification of disadvantagedcommunities (DACs) proposed by the California EnvironmentalProtection Agency (CalEPA) pursuant to Health & Safety (H&S) Code39711 and the Interim Guidance proposed by the Air Resources Board(ARB) for state agencies administering Greenhouse Gas ReductionFund monies pursuant to H&S Code 39715.
While the Authority strongly supports the goal of investing for thebenefit of disadvantaged communities, we have serious concernsabout using the CalEnviroScreen’s 20% cutoff (Method 1) to identifythese communities. Clearly, current law allows CalEPA to usepopulation-based or environmental metrics when establishing itsdefinition of disadvantaged communities. By requiring that a censustract score relatively high on virtually all 19 criteria, CalEPA’sproposed Method 1 would eliminate too many low-income andenvironmentally-burdened communities in Contra Costa and the BayArea from potential funding. 
Many communities that are severely disadvantaged in terms ofincome, air quality, asthma rates, low birth weight and otherfactors nonetheless fall outside of the top 20% threshold. Consider the following counterintuitive results of Method 1: 
&#61607;	Of the top 10 most impoverished census tracts in the BayArea — where poverty rates exceed 70 percent— not a single one isincluded in CalEPA’s definition. 
&#61607;	Of the 46 census tracts that are identified by Method 1,20 are census tracts where the poverty rate is actually less than50 percent. 
In Contra Costa, some of our most disadvantaged communities falloutside the top 20% boundaries from CalEPA’s Method 1. They includelarge portions of the cities of Richmond, San Pablo, Pittsburg andAntioch as well as the unincorporated communities of Rodeo, TaraHills and Bay Point. 
We respectfully urge you to consider the alternative put forward bythe Bay Area Air Quality Management District as “Method 6,” as wellas their recommendation to remove the pesticide variable as it isunfair that Bay Area residents exposed to pesticide are ignoredsimply because the exposure isn’t in an agricultural context. Inaddition, we agree that whatever tool is adopted ought to accountfor cost of living differences and that the use of “rent burden” isan appropriate way to make this adjustment given that the cost ofliving differences are largely due to the cost of housing. Lastly,we urge you to set the threshold for determining disadvantage atthe top 30% rather than 20% or 25% so as to minimize overlookingdisadvantaged communities whose scores might be on the cusp of thestricter thresholds.   
We are aware of the extensive time and energy that OEHHA and CalEPAstaff has spent creating and improving upon CalEnviroScreen overthe last two years. Rather than asking that the CES be jettisonedaltogether, Method 6 builds on that work. 
What does Method 6 look like for the Bay Area? 
&#61607;	It includes 221 census tracts, home to approximately938,000 Bay Area residents. 
&#61607;	90% are transit priority areas where the region is tryingto focus growth.
&#61607;	71% have 30% or higher concentration of households livingin poverty.
&#61607;	62% are considered “rent-burdened,” where at least 15% ofhouseholds are spending 50% or more of their income on rent 
&#61607;	Over 2/3 are MTC Communities of Concern
Finally, we respectfully encourage you to take more time toidentify disadvantaged communities and the method for determiningproject benefit so that you can carefully consider public commentsbefore you make a final decision. Given the millions of dollars inhigh-profile public funds at stake and the scores of worthyprojects that will be vying for funding, it is imperative thatstate agencies develop the program guidelines in a transparentmanner that allows for meaningful public input. 
ARB’s scheduled adoption of its interim guidance on September 18 —just two full days after the close of public comment— leaves littleopportunity for ARB staff to consider these comments beforefinalizing their proposal.  CalEPA has indicated a similarly rushedschedule with plans to finalize identification of DACs by the endof September. It is not clear to us why these decisions need to bemade so quickly, and we therefore respectfully ask for an extensionof the timeline for adoption of the interim guidance.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed guidance.

Sincerely,

Randell H. Iwasaki
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/92-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjEFbAZqWGYEZwln.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment on CalEPR Disadvantaged Community Method 1 - 2014.09.15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:54:53No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NaomiLast Name: IwasakiEmail Address: naomi@chc-inc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Re: SB 535 Guidelines to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Please find attached a comment letter from five organizations inLos Angeles regarding the proposed guidelines for disadvantagedcommunities under SB 535.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/93-sb-535-guidance-ws-AXJdOVwCVjBXYgUw.pdfOriginal File Name: SB 535 Letter 1.0 with sign on.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:51:35No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NaomiLast Name: IwasakiEmail Address: naomi@chc-inc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Re: SB 535 Guidelines to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Mary Nichols, Chair  
California Air Resources Board 
 

Re: SB 535 Guidelines to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities


Dear Chair Nichols and Board Members,


We would like to applaud the California Air Resource Board (CARB)for your work on developing SB 535 guidelines, which will supportthe equitable distribution of Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds (GGRF)to benefit to the state’s most disadvantaged communities. CommunityHealth Councils (CHC) supports the reduction of greenhouse gasemissions, particularly in low-income communities of colordisproportionately exposed to toxic air emissions with fewerresources or opportunities to mitigate pollutions. The inauguralyear of the GGRF marks an important time in California tostrategically reduce air pollution and provides an opportunity toensure that health and resource equity are reflected in thesestatewide funding policies. 

Low-income communities of color often live in neighborhoods withhigher levels of air pollutants and toxic air emissions sources.Many communities in Southeast Los Angeles City and County,including the neighborhoods of Boyle Heights, Wilmington andSoutheast Los Angeles and the cities of Long Beach, Vernon,Huntington Park, and Commerce feature heavy manufacturing usesadjacent or in close proximity to residential neighborhoods. Theseindustrial uses are generally clustered near the I-710 Freeway, amajor arterial for heavy diesel-fueled vehicles transporting cargofrom the Ports of Long Beach and Los Angeles, adding furthercumulative impacts. 
 
It is no surprise that the respiratory illness and chronic diseaserates in these neighborhoods are also disproportionately higherthan the general population. Asthma rates for children living inport-adjacent communities such as Long Beach are almost twice ashigh as the rest of the U.S.  Pollution related to the ports andgoods movement in California causes more than 2,400 prematuredeaths annually and cancer risk rates up to 20 times higher thanfederal clean air standards. These conditions pose serious healthrisks for the residents and children living in theseneighborhoods.
 
CHC supports the SB 535 Coalition comment letter to the CaliforniaAir Resource Board (CARB), dated August 20, 2014. This letteroutlines a four-step framework to ensure that GGRF investmentsresult in tangible benefits for disadvantaged communities.Framework steps include: 1) Establish a process with indicators andmetrics for project development, selection and evaluation; 2) cleardemonstration of how proposed investments will address the needs ofthe most vulnerable residents of identified disadvantagedcommunities; 3) disadvantaged community benefits of the proposedinvestment must significantly outweigh its adverse impacts on thedisadvantaged community; and 4) clarify the relationship betweenthe location of an investment and its benefit (i.e., care must betaken to ensure that the benefits of otherwise beneficialinvestments are not reduced by locating them in proximity to harm).By implementing the SB 535 Coalition’s four-step framework,agencies can significantly meet critical economic and quality oflife needs for historically underserved, overburdened communities. In order to create transformative investments in disadvantagedcommunities, the undersigned organizations and individuals alsorespectively submit additional recommendations to further ensurethe equitable distribution of GGRF and greater emphasis on activetransportation in the criteria of benefits.

Identifying Disadvantaged Communities

Recommendation: Identify disadvantaged communities with theCalEnviroScreen’s population characteristics and pollution burdenmeasures. Identifying high-need areas based on communities’environmental health and socioeconomic status is not only requiredby SB 535 but is also a scientifically-backed method forunderstanding an area’s pollution exposure and vulnerability toenvironmental health stressors.  To fulfill SB 535’s mandate,disadvantaged communities should be selected with one of CaliforniaEnvironmental Protection Agency’s (CalEPA) proposed methods thataccount for both pollution burdens and sensitive populations(Methods 1, 4, or 5, defined in more detail below).
-	CalEPA Method 1: Using combined pollution burden   scores andpopulation characteristics  scores to identify disadvantagedcommunities statewide
-	CalEPA Method 4: Using a high pollution burden score andpopulation characteristics score to identify disadvantagedcommunities by region 
-	CalEPA Method 5: Identification of disadvantaged communitiesusing a categorical approach (high scores for both pollution andpopulation, high score for pollution/medium score for population,and medium score for pollution/high score for population), byregion

Recommendation: Identify disadvantaged communities on a statewidebasis. With AB 32 and SB 535, the state legislature mandatedensuring the most impacted and disadvantaged communities receiveeconomic and health benefits from policies addressing climatechange. The severity of environmental health stressors,socioeconomic status, and sensitive population concentration variesgreatly across the state, as evinced by the distribution ofCalEnviroScreen scores.  If disadvantaged communities were definedon a regional basis, rather than a statewide basis, communities inregions with high concentrations of under-resourced communities maygo unrecognized while better-served areas receive GGRF. Only bydefining disadvantaged communities on a statewide basis canCalifornia ensure the most disadvantaged communities benefit fromAB 32. 

Defining Benefits to Disadvantaged Communities

Recommendation: Expand Sustainable Communities and CleanTransportation Criteria 1.1 (Low-Carbon Transit Projects) toinclude active transportation infrastructure and incentivesprojects.
Safe and accessible active transportation options, such as improvedbicycle and pedestrian amenities, can encourage travelers to avoidprivate vehicles for all types of trips, including work commutes,running errands, visiting friends and taking children to school orday care. In Los Angeles County, nearly 20% of all trips arecompleted on foot or by bicycle, yet only 1% of regional planningfunding is dedicated to pedestrian and/or bicycle projects .Funding generated from the GGRF could support a number of activetransportation projects and programs, such as implementing bicyclefacilities, improving sidewalks and streetscapes for pedestrians,and installing design treatments on streets to reduce vehiclespeeding. Further, walking and bicycling are the most affordablemodes of travel and are often a necessity for households with zeroor one automobile. Building safe and practical activetransportation options into daily activities could reduce theamount of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in neighborhoods with thehighest needs.


Recommendation: Include commercial uses that will encourage localjobs and employment opportunities as well as provide neighborhoodamenities, such as retail, banks, and healthy eating establishmentsin Criteria 1.2 (Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities).In addition to affordable housing and employment centers in thevicinity of high-quality transit service and active transportationinfrastructure, local commercial and retail uses would furtherbolster reductions in vehicle miles traveled. Nearby neighborhoodamenities reduce the need for residents and employees to drive topurchase food or access services and also cultivate a strongersense of geographic and social community.

Recommendation: Include park development as projects or initiativesthat would benefit disadvantaged communities, particularly“park-poor” neighborhoods, in Criteria 1.7 (Urban Forestry).

The Quimby Act, a California state law, allows jurisdictions tocharge a development impact fee, equivalent to providing a minimumof 3 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents for new development.This is generally used as a standard for park level of service.While certain neighborhoods greatly exceed this standard, a“park-poor” neighborhood such as Southeast Los Angeles has lessthan one-half of an acre per 1,000 residents . This is made moredisparate when considering that Southeast Los Angeles has apopulation of over 250,000 residents . Including park developmentin the definition of projects and initiatives that would benefitdisadvantaged and “park-poor” communities would provide criticalpublic open space, greenery and physical activity opportunities forresidents across the state. Further, expanded parkland would leadto reduction in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for disadvantagedcommunities. 

Recommendation: In agreement with the SB 535 Coalition letter,establish that no intended or unintended harm will be imposed ondisadvantaged communities as a result of GGRF-funded projects orinitiatives. Examples of unforeseen or unintended harm wouldinclude, but not be limited to: 
-	Prevention of any transit service cuts within or servicing adisadvantaged community without replacing or improving transitservice to that community;
-	Prevention of new any street configuration design that wouldfavor the movement of automobiles over active transportation modes,without the safe and accessible inclusion of walking and bikinginfrastructure in that design; 

Ensure Minimum of 35% of GGRF Funds Dedicated to DisadvantagedCommunities 

Recommendation: Spend at least 35% of Auction Funds indisadvantaged communities. SB 535 requires the state to allocate aminimum of 25% of GGRF funds to projects that would “benefitdisadvantaged communities” and a minimum of 10% of funds “locatedin disadvantaged communities”. To avoid double-counting investmentsthat would serve the state’s most vulnerable communities, GGRFshould invest a total minimum 35% of available funds todisadvantaged communities. Nearly a quarter of the state’sresidents live in poverty and 40% live dangerously near roadwaypollution demonstrating a significant need for these investments. Whether due to politics, oversight, or institutionalized racism,policies have allowed disinvestment and disproportionate pollutionexposure in communities across California. Many of these samecommunities overburdened by pollution will also see greater airquality deterioration and heat island effects as the climatechanges. Agencies should reverse this disinvestment and burden byensuring disadvantaged communities receive at least, and ideallymore than, 35% of available funds.

Public Engagement

Recommendation: Include community engagement processes in allinfrastructure projects eligible under Sustainable Communities andClean Transportation Criteria 1.1 (Low-Carbon Transit Projects),Criteria 1.2 (Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities) andCriteria 1.3 (Low-Carbon Transportation). To reduce unforeseen harmfrom all funded projects intended to reduce GHG emissions,community engagement and input should be required forinfrastructure and operations changes within and affectingdisadvantaged communities. These recommendations could also lead toimproved effectiveness and efficiency of proposed projects byensuring they are implemented in communities where they will beutilized and supported by local residents and businesses.

Recommendation: Encourage broad public engagement by accepting“telecomments” at the Air Resources Board Meeting. Many residentsand community-based organizations are interested in the GGRFguidelines as demonstrated by the robust attendance at the relatedCap-and Trade Auction Proceeds workshops. Due to scheduling andfinancial constraints, attending and commenting at a Sacramentohearing is infeasible for many residents outside the area. Werequest the Air Resources Board  (ARB) accept telecomments througha website portal to allow broad input. Although this may beimpossible for the September meeting, moving forward, efforts likethis will help allow impacted communities meaningfully engage indecisions that impact their neighborhoods.
 
We, the undersigned community organizations and individuals,respectfully submit our recommendations to strengthen the criteriato determine whether GGRF projects are located within or providebenefits to disadvantaged communities in California. We lookforward to beginning efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions inan equitable manner and addressing disproportionately affectedcommunities’ environmental burdens by prioritizing pollutionreduction. We also hope to continue working with the statelegislature and state agencies to ensure that GGRF allocationscontinue to invest in sustainable projects to reduce air pollutantsin California and no other purposes.

Sincerely,

 
D. Malcolm Carson, General Counsel and Policy Director forEnvironmental Health
Community Health Councils

Alina Bokde, Executive Director 
Los Angeles Neighborhood Land Trust

Eric Bruins, Planning and Policy Director
Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition

Denise Hunter, President & CEO
FAME Corporations

Jaime Edwards-Acton
Executive Director

 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/94-sb-535-guidance-ws-WilWMgBeUzVVYFRh.pdfOriginal File Name: SB 535 Letter 1.0 with sign on.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:51:35No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TamsenLast Name: DrewEmail Address: tamsen.drew@sfgov.orgAffiliation: Office of Mayor Edwin M. LeeSubject: City and County of San Francisco - Comments to ARB and CalEPAComment:Please refer to the attached documents for comments submitted onbehalf of the City and County of San Francisco. 

Sincerely, 

Tamsen DrewAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/95-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjFVMFIgUWQHXlc0.zipOriginal File Name: CCSF Comments to CalEPA and ARB.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:07:15No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Rebecca Last Name: LongEmail Address: rlong@mtc.ca.govAffiliation: JPC/MTC Subject: Comments on EPA DAC Designation and ARB Interim Guidance Comment:Enclosed please find a comment letter from the Joint PolicyCommittee. 

For questions, please contact Rebecca Long, MTC Senior LegislativeAnalyst at rlong@mtc.ca.gov. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/96-sb-535-guidance-ws-BmcBdVU2BXsFZlIi.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB-EPA-JPCcomment-ltr_Sep15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:08:48No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Cindy Last Name: ChavezEmail Address: cindy.chavez@bos.sccgov.orgAffiliation: Santa Clara County SupervisorSubject: Identification of Bay Area Disadvantaged Communities for Cap and Trade fundingComment:Please see my attached letter.

Thank you,
Supervisor Cindy ChavezAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/97-sb-535-guidance-ws-U2pUfAY2UDYELAMy.pdfOriginal File Name: 9.15.14CalEPAdisadvantagedcommunitiestool.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:15:01No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KianaLast Name: BussEmail Address: kbuss@counties.orgAffiliation: Subject: investment of Cap-and-Trade auction proceeds in disadvantaged communitiesComment:Attached are comments on behalf of the California State Associationof Counties (CSAC) regarding the identification of disadvantagedcommunities for purposes of investing cap and trade auctionproceeds for GHG emissions reductions.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/98-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDdVIFc3ADAFXAZl.pdfOriginal File Name: CSAC CalEPA CARB SB 535 Comments_Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:19:23No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KerriLast Name: TimmerEmail Address: ktimmer@sierrabusiness.orgAffiliation: Sierra Business CouncilSubject: SB 535 Interim Guidance - SBC commentsComment:I am writing on behalf of Sierra Business Council (SBC), anon-profit network of 4,000 business, local governments andcommunity partners working to foster vibrant, livable communitiesin the Sierra.  We appreciate the chance to comment on the Draft“Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse GasReduction Fund Monies” related to investments to benefitdisadvantaged communities, released August 22, 2014.

While we understand the rationale and obvious need to focusresources on the state’s most disadvantaged communities, we areconcerned about a number of the indicators CalEnviroScreen 2.0 usesto identify those communities.  We support the CalEnviroScreen tool(Method #1) in general because it offers a scientifically basedscoring rubric; however, the current scoring criteria skew againstrural areas, meaning the screening system fails to meet the intentof the underlying legislation (AB 32) to reduce emissions andimprove conditions across the entire state.  Since CalEnviroScreenis being used to identify disadvantaged communities for purposes ofother funding sources, as well, it is critical for the tool toadequately address geographic and other disparities affecting thecurrent version.  

Per AB 32, global warming affects all parts of the state, posing a“serious threat to the economic well-being, public health, naturalresources, and the environment of California” [§38501].  As anexample, adverse impacts are already being felt on Sierra snowpack,which in turn affects water supply, water quality and majorindustry sectors, such as agriculture, wine, tourism, skiing,recreational and commercial fishing, and forestry.  In addition,warmer temperatures and drier conditions are creatingrecord-breaking wildfires in the Sierra, affecting local householdsand businesses, burning up stored carbon, and negatively impactingair quality, water quality and, in some cases, energy distributionin the Sierra and connected urban centers.

AB 32 clearly states that GHG emission reduction measures shouldmaximize additional environmental and economic co-benefits forCalifornia (§38562 and §38570).  In addition to 
“reductions in other air pollutants” – which is reflected in the“pollution burden” portion of the CalEnviroScreen scoring rubric,the list of co-benefits includes “diversification of energysources, and other benefits to the economy, environment, and publichealth,” which are not as robustly reflected in the scoringcriteria.
  
Disadvantaged rural communities will be paying into theCap-and-Trade Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund indirectly throughhigher prices for gasoline and other products that fall under thecap.  They should not be unnecessarily handicapped in achievingbenefit, as well.  As a result, we ask you to amend theCalEnviroScreen indicators to ensure that benefits accruethroughout the state – especially under the Affordable Housing andSustainable Communities Program, the Energy Efficiency programs,the Wetlands and Watershed Restoration Program and FirePrevention.

To that end, please see the attached letter outlining ourobservations and suggestions to more thoroughly address the letterand intent of the underlying laws.Attachment: Original File Name: SBC_ARB DAC_FINALcomments_2014_09_15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:23:41No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KerriLast Name: TimmerEmail Address: ktimmer@sierrabusiness.orgAffiliation: Sierra Business CouncilSubject: SB 535 Interim Guidance - SBC commentsComment:I am writing on behalf of Sierra Business Council (SBC), anon-profit network of 4,000 business, local governments andcommunity partners working to foster vibrant, livable communitiesin the Sierra.  We appreciate the chance to comment on the Draft“Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse GasReduction Fund Monies” related to investments to benefitdisadvantaged communities, released August 22, 2014.

While we understand the rationale and obvious need to focusresources on the state’s most disadvantaged communities, we areconcerned about a number of the indicators CalEnviroScreen 2.0 usesto identify those communities.  We support the CalEnviroScreen tool(Method #1) in general because it offers a scientifically basedscoring rubric; however, the current scoring criteria skew againstrural areas, meaning the screening system fails to meet the intentof the underlying legislation (AB 32) to reduce emissions andimprove conditions across the entire state.  Since CalEnviroScreenis being used to identify disadvantaged communities for purposes ofother funding sources, as well, it is critical for the tool toadequately address geographic and other disparities affecting thecurrent version.  

Per AB 32, global warming affects all parts of the state, posing a“serious threat to the economic well-being, public health, naturalresources, and the environment of California” [§38501].  As anexample, adverse impacts are already being felt on Sierra snowpack,which in turn affects water supply, water quality and majorindustry sectors, such as agriculture, wine, tourism, skiing,recreational and commercial fishing, and forestry.  In addition,warmer temperatures and drier conditions are creatingrecord-breaking wildfires in the Sierra, affecting local householdsand businesses, burning up stored carbon, and negatively impactingair quality, water quality and, in some cases, energy distributionin the Sierra and connected urban centers.

AB 32 clearly states that GHG emission reduction measures shouldmaximize additional environmental and economic co-benefits forCalifornia (§38562 and §38570).  In addition to 
“reductions in other air pollutants” – which is reflected in the“pollution burden” portion of the CalEnviroScreen scoring rubric,the list of co-benefits includes “diversification of energysources, and other benefits to the economy, environment, and publichealth,” which are not as robustly reflected in the scoringcriteria.
  
Disadvantaged rural communities will be paying into theCap-and-Trade Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund indirectly throughhigher prices for gasoline and other products that fall under thecap.  They should not be unnecessarily handicapped in achievingbenefit, as well.  As a result, we ask you to amend theCalEnviroScreen indicators to ensure that benefits accruethroughout the state – especially under the Affordable Housing andSustainable Communities Program, the Energy Efficiency programs,the Wetlands and Watershed Restoration Program and FirePrevention.

To that end, please see the attached letter outlining ourobservations and suggestions to more thoroughly address the letterand intent of the underlying laws.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/100-sb-535-guidance-ws-USJdOQNhUV0GYQl7.pdfOriginal File Name: SBC_ARB DAC_FINALcomments_2014_09_15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:23:41No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MicheleLast Name: PrichardEmail Address: mprichard@libertyhill.orgAffiliation: Liberty Hill FoundationSubject: Cap-and-Trade CES Method & CARB Interim GuidanceComment:Please see attached two letters combined in one PDF File providingcomments on "Approaches to Identifying Disadvantaged Communities"by CalEPA/OEHHA and comments on "Investments to BenefitDisadvantaged Communities: Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds InterimGuidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction FundMonies" by CARB. These letters are signed by 30 organizations inthe Los Angeles area.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/101-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjECZVU4UmQHcVAx.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEPA_Method and CARB_Interim Guidance SignOns -- FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:22:20No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JackLast Name: BroadbentEmail Address: jbroadbent@baaqmd.govAffiliation: Subject: REVISED: Bay Area AQMD Comments: Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to Prioritize InvesComment:Attached please find a "Revised" version of the Bay Area AQMDComments: Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to PrioritizeInvestments.

Revision was made to Page 2, Section "Overlooked Communities",third bullet which now reads:  Portions of Richmond and Rodeo.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/102-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDZWMVcvUFwGYVcl.pdfOriginal File Name: Bay Area AQMD Identifying Disadvantaged Communities to Prioritize Investments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:29:35No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Amelia Last Name: OliverEmail Address: aoliver@californiareleaf.orgAffiliation: California ReLeafSubject: California ReLeaf Comments of CAL-EPA Approaches to Identifying DACsComment:On behalf of California ReLeaf – a statewide non-profit thatsupports a network of ninety community groups engaged inon-the-ground urban forestry throughout California – we are writingto commend CAL-EPA for a thoughtful and transparent process inidentifying what constitutes a disadvantaged community.  This is anessential element that must be defined for the purposes of awardingcap-and-trade auction revenues for projects that meet the goals andobjectives of AB 32, AB 1532, and SB 535.  The August 2014discussion draft issued by CAL-EPA and OEHHA does a good jobtracing the history of the CalEnviroScreen Process, and providingstakeholders with options to evaluate in how CalEnviroScreenindicators are used to maximize opportunities for DACs now and inthe years to come.

The basic questions posed by this document revolve around theappropriate cutpoint for identifying what constitutes a DAC andwhich of the five “methods” presented by CAL-EPA and OEHHA bestreflect the goals and objectives of SB 535 and CalEnviroScreen. For California ReLeaf, these questions have fairly straightforwardanswers.

1.	 Cutpoint.  California ReLeaf supports 25% as the cutpoint forwhat constitutes a DAC for the purposes of awarding cap-and-tradeauction revenues for projects that are located within, or providebenefit to, a disadvantaged community.  We agree with the argumentput forward in the discussion draft that asserts “SB 535 requiresthe allocation of at least 25 percent of the available proceeds toprojects that provide benefits to disadvantaged communities.Therefore, we present cutpoints up to 25% to ensure disadvantagedcommunities receive at least a proportionate share of funds whencompared to the rest of the state.”

Furthermore, the 25% cutpoint broadens the scope of opportunityacross California, while still adhering to the goals and objectivesof SB 535.  Counties such as San Francisco, Butte, Imperial, SantaCruz and Tehama would be excluded from this process if a lower markof 15% or less was selected.  In short, an additional 15% of theState’s counties are afforded an opportunity to compete for fundingfrom cap-and-trade auction revenues by integratingdisproportionately burdened communities such as San Francisco, PaloAlto, Oroville, Watsonville and Daly City into the fold.  All ofthese communities, and many more that rank lower onCalEnviroScreen, would benefit from increased canopy cover that canimprove air quality and help mitigate urban heat island effect.

2.	Preferred Methods.  California ReLeaf does not support onespecific method identified by CAL-EPA and OEHHA in this discussiondraft.  Most reflect the spirit and statutory intent ofCalEnviroScreen and SB 535, respectively; and nearly all staywithin the heavily concentrated areas of the Central Valley,Southern California, and portions of the East Bay and SacramentoValley.  As a statewide organization representing community groupsthroughout California, we are not inclined to “pick favorites”, butrather offer some brief observations on some of the proposedmethods.

Methods 2 and 3 do not take into account all 19 indicators, andtherefore interpret state statute to assume “either or” isappropriate in regards to how pollution burden and populationcharacteristics are integrated into the final CalEnviroScreenmodel.  While this may or may not be a correct interpretation of SB535 (CAL-EPA and OEHHA seem split on this issue), it certainlyraises enough questions that could potentially slow thedistribution of auction revenues for projects, which was alreadydelayed by a year due to outcomes in the 2013-14 State Budget. Neither model seems particularly transformative in relation to theother methods (though Method 3 is certainly more inclusive ofNorthern California and the lower Inland Empire), and could sparkcontroversy, further delaying the process.

Method 5 is intriguing as it is the only model that integrates thepercentage cutpoints into the methodology.  While Method 5 stillrepresents a 25% cutpoint for projects, it does so in a way that“levels the playing field” for projects that are either highpollution-medium population or medium pollution-high population. This approach lends itself to a more competitive process for theseauction revenues, as only projects that are both highpollution-high population would rank higher.  In this sense,pollution and population are equally weighted.

Finally, “Method 6” – an alternative to the models developed byOEHHA which has been introduced by the Bay Area Air QualityManagement District – is not without merit.  This straightforwardapproach of multiplying each of the 19 indicators (and weightingeach equally) still follows the framework set forth by SB 535, butdoes produce some interesting results.  While the mapping of thismethodology still recognizes the disproportionate burden ofpollution and population placed on Los Angeles and the CentralValley, it also recognizes other underserved communities byexpanding the field of opportunity in portions of San Francisco,East Bay, San Diego and the Central Coast.  Consequently, thismethod would provide additional opportunities for Network partnersin the Bay Area and the South Coast to build upon the tremendousurban forestry efforts that have helped improve the quality of lifein these highly populated areas of the state.  

Currently, CAL FIRE is requiring 100% of urban forestrycap-and-trade auction revenues to be utilized for meeting the goalsand objectives of SB 535.  While this will be a subject of commentsaddressed to CARB regarding its discussion draft on whatinvestments benefit DACs, it is pertinent here for one simplereason.  The natural inclination for many organizations confined toa specific geography would be to ensure their field of operation isincluded in that geography, or that the area is as large aspossible.  For California ReLeaf and many of its Network members,we would rather see the spirit and statutory requirements of SB 535persevere, and work though other channels to ensure cap-and-tradeinvestments in urban forestry can benefit all Californiacommunities in the coming years.  Consequently, we believe Methods1, 4, 5 and 6 all meet the intent of SB 535. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 15:55:43No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanakiLast Name: JagannathEmail Address: jjagannath@crla.orgAffiliation: California Rural Legal Assistance, IncSubject: Comments on Draft Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction FundComment:To: 
California Air Resources Board
California Environmental Protection Agency

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft InterimGuidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas Reduction FundMonies and Approaches to Identifying Disadvantaged Communities. Wehave attached our comments on behalf of California Rural LegalAssistance Inc., Community Equity Initiative.
Please feel free to contact us with any questions orclarifications.

Janaki Jagannath
Community Worker
California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc. 
Community Equity Initiative

Laura S. Massie
Staff Attorney  
California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc. 
Community Equity Initiative 

Marisa Christensen Lundin 
Staff Attorney  
California Rural Legal Assistance, Inc. 
Community Equity Initiative 


Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/104-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjkAaVI+VGoBYlI8.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments to Draft GGRF Guidance _CRLA 9.15.2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:15:01No Duplicates.



Comment 100 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CesarLast Name: CamposEmail Address: cesar.campos.12@outlook.comAffiliation: CCEJNSubject: Support of Method 1 and 20% Cut-off Point -- SB 535 GuidelinesComment:Please confirm that you have received the attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/105-sb-535-guidance-ws-AWJSN1I2UWhXP1cI.pdfOriginal File Name: CCEJN_CommentsSB535.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:34:31No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PaiaLast Name: LevineEmail Address: pln456@co.santa-cruz.ca.usAffiliation: Planning Department,County of Santa CruzSubject: Comment on Proposed Identification of Disadvantaged CommuntiesComment:The County of Santa Cruz Planning Department regularly engages theneeds of disadvantaged communities in the course of our work. Weare concerned that the proposed method for identifyingdisadvantaged communities will fail to capture disadvantagedpopulations in Santa Cruz County that should be identified if theprogram is to reach those communities that are intended to beserved by Cap and Trade resources.  The technique of using aweighted average of characteristics to identify communities mayobscure  communities that are strongly  disadvantaged in someimportant categories but not broadly in all categories.
For example, disadvantaged populations in coastal areas are not aslikely to be located near identified polluted areas. However, inother important measures of social equity, such as housing costsand the economic and social cost of long commutes to jobs, thedisadvantage is extreme.  Santa Cruz County has the second mostexpensive cost of housing in the nation, when housing cost iscompared to income. 
Thank you for considering amending the proposal to consider allrelevant measures of social equity, to consider that disadvantagesvary among the different regions of California,  and to consideraccepting applications from communities that may not meet theCalEPA definition of disadvantaged community as  it is currentlyconceived.
Please contact me if additional information is needed.
Sincerely,
Paia Levine
Planning Department
County of Santa Cruz

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:16:32No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DarylLast Name: HallsEmail Address: dkhalls@sta-snci.comAffiliation: Subject: STA CalEPA & ARB Guidance LetterComment:Please find attached the letter RE: CalEPA Identification ofDisadvantaged Communities & ARB Interim Guidance.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/107-sb-535-guidance-ws-VSZcLlQ0UFxVfghX.pdfOriginal File Name: STA - CalEPA.ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:42:46No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RachelLast Name: MoriconiEmail Address: rmoriconi@sccrtc.orgAffiliation: SCCRTCSubject: Expand definitions of disadvantaged communitiesComment:Please see attached letter requesting modifications to howdisadvantaged communities are defined in order to ensure thatdisadvantaged communities and individuals in Santa Cruz County arenot excluded from benefiting from cap and trade programs.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/108-sb-535-guidance-ws-UzBQNwBxAj9RIwBy.pdfOriginal File Name: CapNTradeDisadvComDefinitionSCCRTC.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:17:04No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MeganLast Name: KirkebyEmail Address: mkirkeby@chpc.netAffiliation: Subject: Additional benefit definition for AHSCComment:Please see attached, thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/109-sb-535-guidance-ws-B2RdMwZ3WGhSC1c2.pdfOriginal File Name: CHPC_ARB_DACbenefitLtr091514.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:47:12No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PhoebeLast Name: SeatonEmail Address: pseaton@leadershipcounsel.orgAffiliation: Leadership CounselSubject: Comments to CalEPA Re methodology per 535Comment:Please find attached comments re Methodology for identifyingdisadvantaged communities Per SB 535Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/110-sb-535-guidance-ws-VTZWP1EiU3IDYAZ1.pdfOriginal File Name: Correspondence EPA_ Methodology.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:49:00No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarybelleLast Name: NzegwuEmail Address: mnzegw@publicadvocates.orgAffiliation: 535 CoalitionSubject: ARB Draft Interim Guidance on Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Comments AttachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/111-sb-535-guidance-ws-BzJdaFBkVFgCZwVq.pdfOriginal File Name: 535 Coalition and allies Comments on ARB Draft SB 535 Guidance.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:35:22No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SamuelLast Name: LongmireEmail Address: sam@myairdistrict.comAffiliation: Northern Sierra AQMDSubject: Use of CalEnviroscreen for Identifying Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:Please see the attached .pdf file.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/112-sb-535-guidance-ws-AHMFYQFfUzUBNFNm.pdfOriginal File Name: SB 535 Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:31:56No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DarylLast Name: HallsEmail Address: dkhalls@sta-snci.comAffiliation: Subject: STA CalEPA & ARB Guidance LetterComment:Please find attached the STA CalEPA letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/113-sb-535-guidance-ws-VCcFdwZmBQkHLAZZ.pdfOriginal File Name: STA - CalEPA.ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:53:19No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BillLast Name: MagavernEmail Address: bill@ccair.orgAffiliation: Subject: APPROACHES TO IDENTIFYING DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIESComment:

Matthew Rodriquez
Secretary, Cal-EPA
1001 I Street
P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, CA 95812-2815 

Re: APPROACHES TO IDENTIFYING DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

Dear Secretary Rodriguez:

CalEnviroScreen is an important tool for advancing environmentaljustice, and has been developed through a lengthy public process.It is methodologically strong and has been vetted by environmentaljustice experts for over five years.

For purposes of implementing SB 535, our goal is to assure thatfunding reaches the communities most in need of programs thatreduce pollution, deliver essential services and provide jobs.

We stand behind CalEnviroScreen as a science-based tool formeasuring cumulative impacts, something our groups have longsought. We support the use of CalEnviroScreen 2.0 to guide theinvestment of AB 32 funds pursuant to SB 535.

Fundamentally, we believe it is important to target those publicinvestments in the communities that most need the benefits to theirhealth and economy. We do not expect use of CalEnviroScreen to beperfect from the start, and we urge Cal-EPA to learn fromexperience and adapt the tool according to lessons learned fromexperience. We share concerns with community groups that certainareas that we know to be highly impacted communities, such as BayView-Hunters Point in San Francisco, are not highlighted, but feelconfident that Cal-EPA will work to continue improving the tool inthe coming year. This is a ground•]breaking effort to applycumulative-impacts assessment on a statewide level in a way thathas never been done before. 

Our groups have participated in virtually every opportunity forpublic engagement during the development of this tool, fromattending workshops to submitting public comments. CalEnviroScreenhas also been vetted by leading academic experts in environmentaljustice. The Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment(OEHHA) has used a sound scientific methodology that is wellestablished in academic literature.

CalEnviroScreen gives decision-makers for the first time a clear,credible scientific
methodology for the difficult task of identifying environmentaljustice communities. The environmental justice movement has longpushed for state and national agencies to develop a morecomprehensive way of looking at the range of  burdens facingcommunities, rather than treating single issues in isolation.Environmental regulations and decisions usually look at pollutionon a facility-by-facility basis, but that is not how ourcommunities experience pollution. Facility or media-specificanalyses make it impossible to look at how different pollutants,such as air and water emissions, combine to become more deadly,especially when overlaid with socioeconomic vulnerabilities. Toadvance environmental justice, it is critically important that thestate have a cumulative impact screening tool such asCalEnviroScreen.

It is also important to remember that the disadvantaged communityset-aside created by
SB535 is only one part of the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fundspending. Most of the $832 million in GGRF funding for 2014-2015can be used without CalEnviroScreen targeting.

Governmental responsiveness to environmental justice issues varieswidely across the state, and thus necessitates a statewide tool toidentify disadvantaged communities. In some places, local agenciesare very unresponsive to community concerns and thus may developregional methodologies that do not prioritize environmental justiceconcerns. Even for agencies that have already developed local toolsfor identification, it is important to consider how effectivelythese tools have been used to benefit environmental justicecommunities.

We support making the 25% highest-scoring census tracts eligiblefor SB 535 funding, as we believe that that level balances thegoals of inclusiveness and concentration of resources in theneediest communities.

We know that Methods 1 and 5 presented by OEHHA, along with thealternative method proposed by the Bay Area Air Quality ManagementDistrict, are under active discussion by community groups, and webelieve each of these methods has some merit. We do not believeMethods 2, 3 and 4 meet the needs of SB 535 implementation orutilize CalEnviroScreen to the best of its design. 
We do not have enough information on the ramifications of each tochoose one at this time. For example, it appears the Census Tractdata in the Bay Area Air Quality Management District•fs proposedmethod may differ from Census Tracts used in OEHHA•fsmethodologies, as discrepancies have been identified. Our groupsseek to support policies that best serve all the environmentaljustice communities in the state, rather than engaging in regionaldisputes over which methodology best serves different geographicareas. We emphasize that the overriding consideration in selectinga methodology should be whether it identifies the highly impactedcommunities throughout California.
We urge Cal-EPA to consider the needs of all those communities andto fulfill both the letter and spirit of SB 535.

Respectfully Submitted,
Bill Magavern, Policy Director
Coalition for Clean Air

Amy Vanderwarker, Co-coordinator
California Environmental Justice Alliance

Diane Takvorian, Executive Director
Environmental Health Coalition

Vien Truong, Environmental Equity Director
The Greenlining Institute

Mari Rose Taruc, State Organizing Director
Asian Pacific Environmental Network 

Marybelle Nzegwu, Staff Attorney
Public Advocates Inc.
Attachment: Original File Name: CalEnviroScreen comment letter final 9.15.2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:54:06No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EileenLast Name: TuttEmail Address: eileen@caletc.comAffiliation: CalETCSubject: Interim Guidance for Auction ProceedsComment:From: California Electric Transportation Coalition
To: Cal/EPA and CARB
Comments on Interim Guidance for Auction Proceeds

The California Electric Transportation Coalition (CalETC)appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Interim Guidancebeing developed by the California Environmental Protection Agencyand California Air Resources Board. CalETC is a non-profitassociation with a board of directors that includes: Los AngelesDepartment of Water and Power, Pacific Gas & Electric, SacramentoMunicipal Utility District, San Diego Gas & Electric and SouthernCalifornia Edison.
CalETC strongly supports a portion of the auction revenue beingutilized to fight pollution and help the state’s disadvantagedcommunities enjoy the benefits of zero and near-zero emissiontransportation. We worked closely with the Administration,Legislature and other stakeholders in support of the 2013/14 budgetwhich allocated auction revenue to disadvantaged communities, inexcess of the SB 535 (De Leon) requirements.
We submit the following comments specific to the Cap-and-TradeAuction Proceeds, Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities,2014 Public Workshops, held in Fresno, Los Angeles and Oakland inAugust and early September 2014, and to CARB as they consider theitem September 18:
Transformational Low-Carbon Transportation Technologies
For the interim guidance period, fiscal year 2014/15, CalETCrecommends that zero- and near-zero emission vehicle technologiespurchased with Greenhouse Gas Reduction Funds, including plug-inelectric vehicles (cars, trucks and buses), count towards the SB535 requirement as benefitting disadvantaged communities becausethe vehicle will lower pollution in the whole region. The marketpenetration of plug-in electric vehicle technologies is currentlybelow one percent. To address the substantial air quality, toxicpollution and economic challenges in California, by 2030, almostevery vehicle sold must be zero- or near-zero emission. 
Vehicles, cars, trucks and buses, are mobile. It is almost certainthat zero- and near-zero emission vehicles will travel through andnear disadvantaged communities, and will reduce transported air andtoxic pollutants in disadvantaged communities. Further, it is oftenthe case that residents of disadvantaged communities purchase usedvehicles. The market for used vehicles cannot grow withoutsubstantial sales of new vehicles. Therefore, acceleration in thenew vehicle fleet in these very early market stages is essential toensuring zero- and near-zero emission vehicles enter the usedvehicle market as quickly as possible.
Beyond fiscal year 2014/15 CalETC would like to continue to workwith community representatives through the Charge Ahead effort andwith CalEPA and CARB to best define the benefits low-carbontransportation to disadvantaged communities.
Defining Disadvantaged Communities
CalETC applauds Cal/EPA’s efforts to identify disadvantagedcommunities. The thorough and thoughtful development and use of theCalEnviroScreen 2.0 tool has helped communities and stakeholders inCalifornia better understand the plethora of socioeconomic andenvironmental challenges facing our state. 
CalETC is concerned that the methods being considered by Cal/EPAmay unintentionally exclude some communities that are heavilyimpacted by toxic and/or air pollutants and/or communities thatsuffer under extreme socioeconomic burdens. CalETC believes theintent of SB 535 (De Leon) was to ensure that disadvantagedcommunities receive greenhouse gas reduction funds. For thisinterim guidance, we suggest a methodology that recognizespreviously identified disadvantaged communities, particularly thosethat have very high levels of toxic pollution and/or poverty.Further refinement can and should be explored for 2015/16 andbeyond.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:56:03No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EmilyLast Name: GableEmail Address: Emilysgable@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap-and-Trade CES Method & CARB Interim GuidanceComment:My commentsa are provided with 2 letters following that weresubmitted by Liberty Hill of which I am in full support.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/116-sb-535-guidance-ws-BWYHYABtUmQHcVMy.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEPA and CARB Comments -- EG.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:22:20No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChuckLast Name: MillsEmail Address: cmills@californiareleaf.orgAffiliation: California ReLeafSubject: California ReLeaf Comments on CARB's Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering GGRF MoneyComment:On behalf of California ReLeaf – a statewide non-profit thatsupports ninety community groups that are committed to greening ourgolden state through urban forestry --  we are writing to providecomments on CARB’s discussion draft of Investments to BenefitDisadvantaged Communities, published August 22, 2014.
The interim guidance provided in this document will set the stagefor one of the most important governing tools CARB will everproduce related to AB 32 implementation:  a methodology forunequivocally demonstrating how cap-and-trade auction revenueinvestments will meet and exceed the goals of AB 32, and relatedstatutes that include AB 1532 and SB 535.  Consequently, CaliforniaReLeaf believes every effort should be made to get as much of thisinterim guidance right from the very start.

With respect to how this document addresses the role of urbanforestry in the overall process of GHG reductions and benefits todisadvantaged communities, there is much to applaud in thisdiscussion draft.  CARB’s acknowledgement on page 11 that allprojects come with administrative costs takes a reality-basedapproach to what is required to make the overall programsuccessful.  CARB’s suggestion on page 16 that “agencies could worktogether to combine transit improvement projects with otherprojects” represents progressive thinking that is critically neededif California is to truly embrace the goals of SB 375 and adoptmeaningful Sustainable Communities Strategies.   And CARB’sdirection throughout the first half of the document regarding earlyengagement and outreach is an absolute must if these projects areto succeed and sustain.

There are other meritorious directives through the document, butCalifornia ReLeaf would like to focus on three particular itemsrelated specifically to urban forestry.

1.	 Estimated GGRF Appropriation for 2014-15 Expected to BenefitDACs.

Table 2 on page 12 suggests CAL FIRE should direct 55% of its totalcap-and-trade auction revenues allocated for urban forestry toprojects that benefit disadvantaged communities, and 55% toprojects located within them.  Item 1 exceeds the SB 535requirement by more than 100%, while item 2 exceeds 535requirements by 550%.

California ReLeaf strongly supports both recommendations.   Infact, California ReLeaf, in its capacity as a lead advocate forthese funds throughout the state budget process in 2013 and 2014,has maintained that closer to 66% of these funds should be directedto projects that benefit DACs, which we still support.  In eithercase, CARB recognizes that a small portion of the urban forestfunds should remain competitive for all communities and therebyreflect CARB’s assertion on page 3 that notes “agencies can usetheir GGRF appropriations to fund projects that otherwise meet thestatutory requirements for investments, but do not meet thecriteria in this guidance."  Given that neither SB 862 (chapteredin 2014) or the 2014-15 State Budget bill signed by Governor Brownplace any statutory restrictions on how much of these urbanforestry funds be directed to DACs, this language and CARB’srecommendation in Table 2 are both appropriate and comply withstate law.

This point warrants further discussion, however, given CAL FIRE’sannouncement on August 28th that 100% of CAL FIRE’s urban forestryfunding be used to benefit DACs – without any public process ordebate.  For urban forestry stakeholders operating indisproportionately burdened areas (who have utilized now-exhaustedbonds) to support projects that don’t fall within the topCalEnviroScreen percentiles, this was a shocking revelation that isin direct conflict with messages communicated by the Legislatureand Administration – most specifically CARB’s discussion draftpublicly released six days prior (and still available on itswebsite).  Even if CAL FIRE were to utilize its Urban and CommunityForestry Program as the sole element within the suite of CAL FIREprograms funded with $42 million in cap-and –trade auctionrevenues, the minimum requirement would be $10.5 million. As amember of the 535 coalition, California ReLeaf supports up to $12.5million for these purposes, and encourages efforts to ensure 535targets represent the floor, not the ceiling, for DAC investments. 

But 100% goes too far. It eliminates the opportunity to addressdrought by keeping water in terrestrial systems that don’t neatlyfall within CalEnviroScreen.  It excludes many underserved areas inEast Bay, San Francisco, and even San Diego from even competing forfunds.  And it removes the opportunity for CAL FIRE to judge allapplications on their merit and their ability to promote the bestecological decisions for all communities.  A letter signed by 30urban forestry leaders scattered throughout California was sent toCAL FIRE on this matter, and forwarded to Ms. Cynthia Marvin andMs. Shelby Livingston at CARB (see attached).

As the control agency on this matter, and the administrator of GGRFdollars, we encourage CARB to work with the Administration andResources Agency to ensure the majority – not the entirety – ofurban forestry funds be directed to projects that benefit, or arelocated within , disadvantaged communities, as reflected in thediscussion draft.  

2.	Scope of eligible urban forestry projects

California ReLeaf strongly supports the list of urban forestryprojects identified in Appendix 1-7 deemed by CARB as eligibleactivities “that will achieve GHG reductions though net increasesin carbon sequestration…”  We would encourage CARB to consideradding tree inventories and management plans to that list, as bothare critical tools in identifying means to support a healthy,thriving urban forest, and determining the net GHG reductionbenefit in aggregate for California communities.
More specifically, we want to thank CARB for its recognition of“tree maintenance” as an eligible use of these funds.  

California’s current urban forest sequesters approximate 4.5million metric tons of carbon dioxide each year, with another 1.8million metric tons avoided through energy conservation andmitigation for urban heat island effect.  These impressive figuresare based on sustaining our existing mature trees in urban areasthroughout the state, which are at risk from disease, neglect,drought, and land use development.

For example, many cities have looked to their parks and publicworks departments to deliver cost-savings through natural resourcesbudget cuts. Consequently, as cities continue grappling with achallenging economy, they are requiring property owners to care fortrees growing along city streets.  In San Francisco, a seven-yearprocess is currently in place to turn over responsibility for23,700 street trees to its residents due to budgetary constraints. Therefore, tree maintenance must be a component of this effort ifCalifornia ifs to sustain the immense GHG reductions provided byour urban forest.

3.	Draft Criteria to Evaluate Urban Forestry Projects.

California ReLeaf supports many components of these criteria aspresented in Appendix 1-7, including CARB’s assertion that treesplanted in DACs inherently provide benefits to that DAC, andtherefore meet both elements of the 535 requirement.  However, wewould argue that all urban forestry projects located in a DAC (i.e.maintenance, inventory) provide benefit to that DAC, which wouldextend well beyond tree planting.  For this reason, we wouldencourage CARB to amend Item A in Step 1 to reflect the eligiblescope of urban forestry projects, and to remain consistent withCARB assertions made on page 15 and page 19 of the document.

In addition, we would encourage CARB to replace the ½ mileproximity model reflected in Item A in Step 2 with a moremeaningful metric that specifically addresses the benefits urbanforestry can provide to adjacent and nearby disadvantagedcommunities that reflect priorities set forth in AB 32 and AB1532.

As an example, Item B in Step 2 of Appendix 1-6 (relating to LandPreservation or Restoration) notes that a project here “ProvidesBenefit To” a DAC if the “Project significantly reduces flood riskto one or more adjacent DACs.”  Verbatim, this language iscompletely appropriate for Step 2 of Appendix 1-7.  Trees interceptrainfall in their canopy, reducing the amount of rain that reachesthe ground. A portion of this captured rainwater evaporates fromtree surfaces.  In addition, trees take up water from the soilthrough their roots, which increases soil water storage potentialand lengthens the amount of time before rainfall becomes runoff. By incorporating stormwater best management practices (BMPs) suchas swales, retention grading, cisterns, infiltrators andstrategically-planted trees in building and landscaping designs, amultitude of benefits can be realized for communities located nearthe urban forestry project.  This includes improved water quality,a decreased risk of flooding, a reduced need for water importation,heat-island effect mitigation, an augmented supply of localgroundwater and, of course, a reduction in contributions to globalclimate change.

An additional consideration should be whether or not the facilityat which the urban forestry project occurs is servicing adisadvantaged community.  In and around disadvantaged communitiesin many of California’s most urbanized areas, it’s not uncommon fora public school servicing primarily students from a DAC to belocated just outside that DAC.  Does an urban forestry project thatis increasing shade for kids to play in, or create a healthier,cooler playground environment through urban heat island mitigation“Provide Benefit To” a DAC.  We believe the answer is yes, andshould be included in Step 2.

Concluding Comments  

In total, California ReLeaf supports CARB’s vision of how urbanforestry integrates into the larger mosaic of how all auctionproceeds will benefit disadvantaged communities. With someimportant modifications, as suggested in these comments, we believethe scope of eligible projects, and how they integrate into the 535model, is on track and much appreciated.  CARB’s commitment toensure the majority, rather than the entirety, of CAL FIRE’s urbanforestry funds be directed to DACs is essential to buildingstakeholder trust and engagement in a meaningful way that resultsin truly transformative investments.     
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/117-sb-535-guidance-ws-BnRdPlc6ADZWMQdh.pdfOriginal File Name: ReLeaf Network Letter to CAL FIRE.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:43:21No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: GarciaEmail Address: rgarcia@cityprojectca.orgAffiliation: Subject: Re: Include Race, Color, National Origin, and Green Access in CES 2.0 and SB 535 GuidanceComment:Dear Assistant Secretary Mataka: 

We support guidance and an improved CalEnviroScreen (CES) tool thatproperly considers race, color, and national origin, as well asgreen access, in order to identify underserved communities and todistribute cap and trade greenhouse gas reduction funds under SB535. 

We recommend the following steps to improve CES for the reasonsdiscussed below.   

(1)	Reinstate race, color, and national origin data as an indicatorin the CES score.

(2)	Include green access as an indicator in addition to pollutionburdens and population characteristics in CES.

(3)	Guidance documents on the distribution of greenhouse gasreduction funds under SB 535 should incorporate race, color, andnational origin, as well as green access.

(4)	Guidance documents, CES, and other public documents shouldrefer to “underserved communities,” rather than “disadvantagedcommunities.” 

“[W]hen society’s rewards – including the right to breathe cleanair[,] live far away from toxic wastes[, and live near parks andgreen space] – are systematically distributed by race, it is betterto know than to remain dangerously ignorant,” as USC Prof. ManuelPastor has written.  Good social research needs data on race andethnicity. There is no sound social science or technical reason toexclude such data. Federal law requires collecting, analyzing, andpublishing data based on race, color, or national origin where, ashere, there is evidence of racial and ethnic disparities regardingpollution burdens, vulnerability, and green access. No lawprohibits it. Claims that Prop 209 or other state laws prohibit orconstrain agencies from collecting, analyzing, and publishing suchdata to include in the CES or to distribute greenhouse gasreduction funds are false, prejudicial, and discriminatory. 

The Environmental Justice Screening Method (EJSM) developed by theUSC Program on Environmental and Regional Equity (PERE) includesrace and ethnicity. CES should too.

CalEPA should supplement statewide ranking of census tracts withregional scoring and ranking of census tracts, strengthen itshazard proximity analysis, and include EJSM’s land-use methodologyand climate change indicators in CES. See California EnvironmentalJustice Alliance (CEJA)’s June 2, 2014 letter to the Office ofEnvironmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA). As CEJA states,“[t]he impacts of climate change will be a critical issue forcommunities to contend with in the coming years, and we know thatlow-income communities and communities of color will be hit firstand worst and have least resources to adjust to climatic changes.CalEnviroScreen’s assessment of where the most vulnerablecommunities are located could greatly enhance the statewideconversation on where climate adaptation efforts and investmentsshould be focused, and we recommend CalEPA to begin to consider thedevelopment of an indicator on climate change in the next year.” 

The City Project joins in (1) the September 15, 2014, letter fromthe SB535 Coalition to the Air Resources Board (ARB) re Comments onDraft Interim Guidance on Investments to Benefit DisadvantagedCommunities; and (2) the September 15, 2014, letter from LosAngeles-based environmental justice groups to ARB re greenhouse gasreduction funds and SB 535 standards, to the extent those lettersare not inconsistent with the position described below. 

We write separately here on the need to explicitly address equityand disparities based on race, color, or national origin, andcompliance in the planning and implementation process with federaland state civil rights and environmental justice laws andprinciples.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/118-sb-535-guidance-ws-BWZdOgZrUGZSJAVk.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEPA public comments 20140915.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:55:25No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: GarciaEmail Address: rgarcia@cityprojectca.orgAffiliation: Subject: Re: Include Race, Color, National Origin, and Green Access in CES 2.0 and SB 535 GuidanceComment:Dear Chairwoman Nichols and Board Members:

The City Project joins in (1) the September 15, 2014, letter fromthe SB535 Coalition to the Air Resources Board (ARB) re Comments onDraft Interim Guidance on Investments to Benefit DisadvantagedCommunities; and (2) the September 15, 2014, letter from LosAngeles-based environmental justice groups to ARB re greenhouse gasreduction funds and SB 535 standards, to the extent those lettersare not inconsistent with the position described below. 

We write separately here on the need to explicitly address equityand disparities based on race, color, or national origin, andcompliance in the planning and implementation process with federaland state civil rights and environmental justice laws andprinciples. We fully incorporate by reference here the attachedSeptember 15, 2014, letter from The City Project to Arsenio Mataka,Assistant Secretary for Environmental Justice and Tribal Affairs reexplicitly addressing equity and disparities based on race, color,or national origin, and compliance in the planning andimplementation process with federal and state civil rights andenvironmental justice laws and principles. 

Sincerely, 
Robert Garcia
Founding Director and Counsel 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/120-sb-535-guidance-ws-UzAGYQNuUGZSJFIz.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEPA public comments to ARB 20140915.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:59:10No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JonathanLast Name: KuselEmail Address: JKusel@SierraInstitute.usAffiliation: Sierra Institute for Community and EnvrnSubject: commentsComment:Attached please find 
Comments on Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities
Interim Guidance to Agencies Administering Greenhouse Gas ReductionFund Monies and  
California Communities Environmental health Screening Tool 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/121-sb-535-guidance-ws-VjVSNVY7AjRSOgRy.pdfOriginal File Name: CalEnviroScreen_Comments_2014.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:59:41No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Charles Last Name: Davidson Email Address: charlesdavidson@me.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap-and-Trade funds for Solar Electricity to benefit residents of a refinery townComment:The use of Cap-and-Trade funds for economically-disadvantage andhighly pollution-impacted communities should be able to assistisolated refinery towns that have a dramatic bimodal incomedistribution pattern. 

I speak specifically of Rodeo California or collectively, the Rodeoand Crockett unincorporated county jurisdictions, that are bothadjacent to and inclusive of the Phillips 66 Refinery, having twozip codes (94547, 94572) and approximately 8,700 and 3,100residents, respectively. It is remarkable that Rodeo scores abovethe 20% cut-off point, when considering both the distribution ofpoverty and pollution.

I..Phillips 66 is the most polluting refinery in the state,1,097,117 pounds of toxic releases in 2012 versus Chevron inRichmond's 611,255 pounds, although it is less than half the size.Much of the reason for the Rodeo refinery's high pollution levelsis that Phillips 66 has a history of and capacity for utilizinglower-quality, higher-sulfur crude feedstocks than most otherrefiners in California

Rodeo also has a major interstate highway running through it thatseparates the lower income flat lands on one side of the highwayand the moderate income communities on the other side, where it ishilly and has a higher percentage of homeowners. It is beyondunderstanding that Rodeo does not qualify for use of Cap-and-Tradefunds under the CalEnviroScreen models, 1-5. To amend the problemthat leaves out thousands of low income Rodeo residents in thevicinity of Phillips 66, Option #6 should be used to includeasthma, age, gender and poverty on the refinery side of thehighway. in other words, option #1-5 lack resolution and haveincreased granularity for those factors and other reasons.

My read of the statistics are that The median income for ahousehold in the CDP was $60,522, and the median income for afamily was $63,151. Males had a median income of $46,077 versus$32,452 for females, indicating that female-only led householdswould be disproportionally impacted by poverty, even before the BayArea cost-of-living is factored into the equation. 

Both towns recently learned that their single supermarket, an oldSafeway store, that will be closing, so the at a new store will beopened by corporate headquarters in the next town over, Hercules.that has a much higher average household income of about $93,000.So therefore, both Rodeo and Crockett are food deserts as well asgrossly underserved by public transportation and subjected toInterstate 80 traffic and diesel particulate pollution. At the veryleast, the qualifying score should be raised for certaincommunities that the CalEnviroScreen algorithms 31-5 bias against,statistically.

As others have noted the problem with qualification methods #1-5, Iquote: "Many Bay Area Communities with some of the highest povertyrates and greatest health burdens (asthma rates and low birthweight) are not identified. For example, current approaches forscoring CalEnviroScreen indicators fail to identify:

•	Bay View/Hunter’s Point in San Francisco,
•	Portions of West Oakland adjacent to the Port of Oakland,
•	Portions of Richmond and Rodeo, and
•	Portions of East Palo Alto and San Jose.

In fact, CalEnviroScreen Method 1 using a 20% threshold identifiesfewer than 3% of Bay Area census tracts as disadvantaged."

Why is it important that Rodeo be included on the map, as couldCrockett that is certainly down wind of all refinery releases?Cap-and-Trade funds can be used to offset the cost of electricityfor low-income households that are about $200 dollars per month or$50 thousand dollars over 20 years. Thus, unbelievably, a lowincome family pays five times out of pocket for electricity than anupper middle class family pays to own outright a photo-voltaicsolar collectors and pays nothing else on a monthly basis. 

II. I intend to propose, under the DeLeon CA Senate Bill 535, forCap-and-Trade Investments to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities,that a solar farm be built in Rodeo/Crockett, perhaps on the64-acre asphalted superfund site of Selby Slew, The electricitygenerated from this site will primarily go to the mosteconomically-disadvantaged households, to markedly reduce theirelectrical bill and to reduce greenhouse gasses produced from theburning of natural gas at investor owned utilities. The projectwould be primarily local hire. 

Another portion of the funds could possibly be invested to improvepublic transportation, both within Rodeo and Crocket and for betterconnecting those two communities to BART, bus hubs and shoppingareas.

The entity that would operate the solar farm would be a non-profitCommunity Choice Aggregation (CCA) using non-fossil fuel-based andsustainable clean energy. The project would start with solar thatwould generate enough energy for about 1,000-2,000 people. The areais high in solar sunlight availability, and could also be sited, inthe future, for vertical axis wind generation that could be moreclosely spaced than larger horizontal wind towers. 

The CCA would distribute the electricity to the qualifiedhouseholds, in the communities of Rodeo and possibly Crockett, inthe form of Renewable Energy Credits (RECs) as spelled out by AB32,the 2006 California Clean Air Act.

Charles Davidson 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:59:39No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DarylLast Name: HallsEmail Address: dkhalls@sta-snci.comAffiliation: Subject: CAP & TRADE COMMENTSComment:Please find attached STA comments on disadvantaged communities.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/123-sb-535-guidance-ws-USJRI1ExAAwGLVQL.pdfOriginal File Name: STA - CalEPA.ltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 17:04:42No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PhoebeLast Name: SeatonEmail Address: pseaton@leadershipcounsel.orgAffiliation: Leadership CounselSubject: Comments to CARB re Benefits to DACsComment:Please find attached comments to CARB re defining benefits to DACs.

Phoebe Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/124-sb-535-guidance-ws-AGNUPVYlVXQFZgV2.pdfOriginal File Name: Correspondence CARB_Benefit to DAC.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-15 16:50:45No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RayLast Name: PearlEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CA Housing ConsortiumSubject: Comments on Disadvantaged CommunitiesComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/125-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDFUIFQ3Ag4LaVQ1.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB DAC Comment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:18:40No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DarrellLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: OCTASubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/126-sb-535-guidance-ws-UzIFcQZlUWEHbglk.pdfOriginal File Name: ARBComment.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:22:42No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JackLast Name: BroadbentEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/127-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjNWIlMwVStSMQFx.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB-EPA-JPCcomment-ltr_Sep15.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:26:42No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoanLast Name: BuchananEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CA LegislatureSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/128-sb-535-guidance-ws-UjBTNFwkU19QNwV3.pdfOriginal File Name: Bay Area delegation ltr on CES.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:29:48No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kevin Last Name: TokunagaEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Glenn County APCDSubject: Comment on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/129-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDNSNQFsVloGZQJs.docxOriginal File Name: cal enviroscreen letter.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:32:10No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArielLast Name: CollinsEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: The City ProjectSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/130-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjlQNQNjBzNXDlAz.pdfOriginal File Name: CCAG CalEnviroScreen comment letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:34:33No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WilliamLast Name: LindsayEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Richmond City Manager's OfficeSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:see attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/131-sb-535-guidance-ws-WjlUO1MmV30HXlc6.pdfOriginal File Name: City Manager Comments to ARB CalEPA.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:36:55No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EricLast Name: GarcettiEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of LASubject: comments on sb 535Comment:See attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/132-sb-535-guidance-ws-AWJcMwF0BS9XDgVq.pdfOriginal File Name: City of LA9-12.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:40:15No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TraceyLast Name: BriegerEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CPRSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/133-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzRXIQR3WScEcVAy.pdfOriginal File Name: CPR-SB535-CommentLetter-9-15-14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:48:20No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GretchenLast Name: BennittEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Northern Sierra AQMDSubject: Establishment of Rural Sustainability FundComment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/135-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDFcKQdyAzFRNQNv.pdfOriginal File Name: Establishment of rural sustainability fund.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:51:16No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarcLast Name: NemanicEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: 3CoreSubject: Establishment of a Rural Sustainability FundComment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/136-sb-535-guidance-ws-VSdXNANhBDgAawhl.docxOriginal File Name: Recommendations for Cap and Trade_Rural Sustainability Projects.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:56:47No Duplicates.



Comment 130 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GaryLast Name: GallegosEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: SANDAGSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/137-sb-535-guidance-ws-VyRUM1E+WG9VMgVi.pdfOriginal File Name: SANDAG Comments - Disadvantaged Communities.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 10:58:51No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DianneLast Name: SteinhauserEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: TAMSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/138-sb-535-guidance-ws-Wi4AZwBsVVkGbwln.pdfOriginal File Name: TAM on CalEPA Investments to Benefit Disadv  Comm .pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 11:01:37No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DebraLast Name: HaleEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: TAMCSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/139-sb-535-guidance-ws-BnJdKQFhBDlSJwBh.pdfOriginal File Name: TransAgencyforMontereyCountyltr.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 11:07:27No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JeanLast Name: QuanEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of OaklandSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/140-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzQCbVQhBy0BWAhn.pdfOriginal File Name: City of Oakland CalEPA CARB letter 9 15 14.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 11:22:33No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Rachele Last Name: MeliousEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535Comment:
I wanted to comment regarding the Urban Forestry grant fundingguidelines which are now slated to be used 100% to servedisadvantaged communities (DACs) as defined by CalEnviroscreen2.  Iwould first like to state that while I agree that there may be DACsas a whole, there are also vulnerable populations as well aspollution corridors which are not addressed by CalEnviroscreen2,both of which would be well served by Cap and Trade (C&T) funds andUrban Forestry (UF) initiatives.  
 
I have long been a proponent of trapping pollution at its sourceand with this in mind, it seems prudent to plant trees alongfreeways, where pollution is created.  In San Diego this has thepotential to reduce non-DAC created pollution that is blown inlandinto DACs.  Further, I pr¬¬¬¬opose that all who use freeways arevulnerable and that freeways are “pollution corridors” worthy ofC&T UF funding.  For example; those who use public transportationor have older vehicles that may not have air conditioning could becommuting from DAC communities.  In the heat of the summer, andheight of air pollution, they sit at bus stops near freeways(whether in their designated DAC or near work) and drive on thefreeway (often during rush hour) exacerbating any air/heat/autopollution related health issues.  Planting dense trees alongfreeways has long term pollution reduction and health improvementpotential.
 
However, I really want to bring up another issue, or two, which hasnot yet been addressed.  Primarily, the fact that all persons withallergies and asthma, young and old, and those yet to developallergies and asthma, are disadvantaged by climate change, airpollution and allergenic trees and have the potential to be furtherdisadvantaged if trees are not selected with human health in mind. 
 
Urban Forestry is a powerful tool, with multiple benefits, a mainone being to improve public health.  However, in all of the“Healthy” Urban Forestry presentations I have attended, none haveaddressed the issue of pollen pollution and its impact on humanhealth, health care costs, and the economy.  Simply using EmergencyRoom visits for asthma does not correctly identify those affectedor who will be affected if proper tree selections are not made. Allergy and asthma burdens a wide and varied population and arefrightening and costly diseases with potentially deadly outcomesand staggering costs associated with increased health care, lostproductivity and missed work/school.  
 
Childhood asthma is steadily rising as are food/pollen relatedallergies.  Pollen counts are on the rise as well and there is noindication of slowing.  Increased CO2 and heat causes plants togrow faster and produce more pollen at ever younger ages.  Climatechange is slated to dry the air creating additional respiratoryirritation.  Continued planting of high pollen trees will onlyserve to exacerbate skyrocketing pollen counts and associatedrespiratory diseases.
 
Avoidance is the only cure for allergies (and allergic asthma) yetin my pollen studies and public encounters it has become apparentthat the public has LITTLE ABILITY to do this.  The only way forpeople to avoid pollen triggers is to remove or limit them.  UrbanForesters, Planners, Landscape Architects and Arborists are in theunique position to do just that.  Yet, they are not schooled in thesophisticated relationship between the urban forest and humanhealth.   Their focus is on the health of the trees and sometimesthe ecosystem but never on the health of humans.  I urge the ARBand EPA to consider restrictions or limitations regarding theplanting (and perhaps removal and replacement) of known allergenic,asthmagenic and high pollen producing plants.  Perhaps a 10%maximum of known allergy trees (not species).  Those who sufferwith allergies and asthma caused by pollen are woefullydisadvantaged in all areas of the state, not just those defined byCalEnviroscreen2.  Additional disadvantaged “areas” or “corridors”could be those with high local pollen counts, an excess ofallergenic trees or high pollution sources.
 
Environmental justice for those with allergies and asthma is agrowing concern and litigation is on the horizon in other states. I urge the CARB and CalEPA to be on their toes with progressivepolicy regarding planting campaigns and further urge you toconsider that all schools be included in the designation as DACs oras “sensitive populations” to receive C&T funding due to thedamaging effects of both pollution and pollen on children’sdeveloping lungs.  Schoolyards are a prime location for large treebanks.  Campuses and the people who use them can benefitdramatically through Urban Forestry initiatives but only if properselection and human health are considered in the equation(s).  
 
Allergies develop after repeated exposure to allergens.  Quick andlight exposure does not cause allergy.  Repeated, heavy exposuredoes.  The type of exposure one might experience with allergenictrees at their home, workplace or school.  
 
Schools are primary places to create healthy environments usingtrees that reduce outdoor air pollution, respiratory irritants andare pollen and allergy neutral.  Children attend school during thehours of peak pollen release (10 am- 4 pm).  Sensitizing exposureis far more likely than at home.  Overplanting schools tocompensate for air pollution, and other factors likely to beexacerbated by climate change seems highly logical.  Children havedeveloping lungs, they breathe more air per body weight than adultsand have rapid lung development between the ages of 10 -18.  Theydeserve the cleanest air we can possibly provide.  I trust that theARB and EPA staff are familiar with the pollution/pollenrelationships shown in previous studies yet many schools arelocated near busy streets for convenience.  
 
Here are two very surprising observations regarding implementationof an allergy conscious approach to schoolyard landscaping. Because asthma causes more absenteeism than any other reason,schools can increase their bottom line and average daily attendanceby reducing these absences (which cost school districts millionsannually).  Treed campuses improve mental health, which should alsomake students want to be there.  Healthy trees improve air qualityand human health, reducing absences due to allergies, asthma andother respiratory ailments.  Additionally, an allergy consciousapproach has the potential to increase standardized test scoresbecause standardized tests are often administered in the height ofthe pollen season.  Anyone with allergies and asthma knows the“brain fog” created by allergies.  I propose that reducing pollenand asthma triggers has the potential to increase standardized testscores by reducing both allergy “brain fog” and “brain drain” aswell as allergy and asthma absences and exam make-ups.  
 
We have the opportunity to plant truly healthy urban forests; notjust healthy trees.  We can provide all of the common benefits andthen some.  Reducing the pollen load will slow and hopefullyreverse the pollen and childhood asthma trend.  This will helpmillions upon millions of people breathe easier while at the sametime reduce medical and other costs associated with allergies,asthma and COPD; all diseases exacerbated by pollen exposure,synergistic effects between pollen and pollution and theanticipated effects of climate change.   
 
I urge the ARB and EPA to make our urban forests work for and behealthy for all and to consider restrictions or limitationsregarding the planting (and perhaps removal and replacement) ofknown allergenic, asthmagenic and high pollen producing plants. Perhaps a 10% maximum of known allergy trees (not species) as thosewho suffer with allergies and asthma caused by pollen are woefullydisadvantaged in all areas of the state, not just those defined byCalEnviroscreen2.  Additional disadvantaged “areas” or “corridors”could be those with high local pollen counts, an excess ofallergenic trees or sources of high pollution, like freeways. 
 
I also urge you to consider all children as underserved, sensitivepopulations when it comes to urban forestry and to designate eachschoolyard and park (to increase outdoor play and reduce obesity)as an allowable underserved “community,” “service area” or“sensitive population.”  The healthy foresting of places wherechildren learn and play has perpetual benefits that go far beyondclean air.  
 
I realize that this is a niche area and offer my advice andexpertise to help develop appropriate plant lists and/or help todefine and implement such a progressive and needed program.  Thisis not as difficult as it may initially seem.  The number ofallergy and asthma appropriate trees (healthy trees) far outweightheir allergy causing counterparts.  
 
Let’s plant trees!      
 
Sincerely,
Rachele Melious
Aeroallergen Specialist, San Diego, CA
 
NB:  Today’s pollen issues were created in the past.  There is anunassociated lag between tree planting and pollenproduction/allergies/asthma.  New plantings will not createnoticeable pollen pollution until they have matured (approximately7-15 years).  People, including professionals who plant and growthese trees, have not yet made this very important healthconnection.  There is also a lag in pollen release and peak asthmasymptoms.  Lag relationships make cause and effect difficult toidentify.
 
Links to two excellent resources:  
 
http://www.amazon.com/Airborne-Allergenic-America-Contemporary-Medicine/dp/0801829402
https://aaaai.execinc.com/store/product.asp?productid=132
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 12:55:31No Duplicates.



Comment 135 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JerryLast Name: CraigEmail Address: jcraig@tustinca.orgAffiliation: Cityof TustinSubject: Disadvantaged Communities definitionComment:The definition of Disadvantaged Communities does not fullyrecognize the enormous challenges faced by former military basesand their surrounding communities.  Typically, federal and statefunding programs have recognized the unique challenges baseclosures bring to communities and, as a result, categorize formermilitary bases at the top of projects that should receiveassistance.  SB 535 required CalEPA and ARB to maximize thebenefits of investments to disadvantaged communities and achieve orexceed the investment targets.  If the definition of disadvantagedcommunities remains as is, the failure to score former militarybases in the lowest category, red, represents a missed opportunityto maximize benefits and exceed investment targets.  In addition,it fails to take into account what other federal and state programshave recognized when assessing the barriers faced by formermilitary bases. 

Former military bases can be ideal locations for reducing GHGs. Theformer Tustin Marine Corps Air Station is transit-rich with anadjacent Metrolink station and future commercial development willprovide employment opportunities close to nearby residentialdevelopment.  While the former MCAS Tustin scores high inenvironmental measures on Cal Enviroscreen, our proportionally lowpopulation is reducing the score of this otherwise hJigh-scoringarea. We request CalEPA and ARB enhance their scoring methodologyto reflect an acknowledgement that the former military bases aretruly disadvantaged communities. 

Thank you.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 12:59:39No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandellLast Name: IwasakiEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Contra Costa Transport AuthoritySubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/143-sb-535-guidance-ws-WzhROAdoACcHc1Iz.pdfOriginal File Name: contracosta.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 13:31:30No Duplicates.



Comment 137 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DougLast Name: WildmanEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Friends of the Urban ForestSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/144-sb-535-guidance-ws-B3JUIFU2V2VROVI0.pdfOriginal File Name: urbanforest.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 13:36:40No Duplicates.



Comment 138 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CatherineLast Name: MartineauEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CanopySubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/145-sb-535-guidance-ws-AmEBWFY6ADICdgN3.pdfOriginal File Name: C Martineau Comments & Illustrations.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-16 13:40:03No Duplicates.



Comment 139 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Linda Last Name: SailorsEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/146-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDxUOwdoAzQAZwlW.pdfOriginal File Name: linda_sailors.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-17 10:04:34No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LouiseLast Name: CollisEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of West SacramentoSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/147-sb-535-guidance-ws-UCdSMQByVnEHcgBh.pdfOriginal File Name: westsac.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-17 13:27:03No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NancyLast Name: HughesEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/148-sb-535-guidance-ws-VzkFYlwzUGBSLQNc.pdfOriginal File Name: Nancy Hughescomment on 14-7-4.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-29 08:43:09No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: JordanEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: SJVAPCDSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/149-sb-535-guidance-ws-Wi5ROFc7VFgEaARr.pdfOriginal File Name: Tom Jordancomment on 14-7-4.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-29 08:49:30No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CharlesLast Name: HanleyEmail Address: hanley@rhfd.orgAffiliation: Fire Chief, RODEO HERCULES FIRE DISTRICTSubject: SB 535 Auction ProceedComment:Secretary Rodriquez,

The Rodeo Hercules Fire District protects the Phillips 66 Refinery,Phillip 66 Carbon Plant, Air Liquide, a marine terminal and bulkstorage facility in the community of Rodeo. The Fire District'sprimary source of revenue is property tax derived from localproperty owners. Recently the Fire District was compelled to closethe Fire Station in Rodeo due to redevelopment and refineryreassessments. The Fire District was successful in receiving aFederal Grant to reopen the Fire Station that is adjacent to thePhillips 66 Refinery.

As a result of SB535, Phillips 66 has purchased carbon credits
through the Cap & Trade auction proceedings. Subsequently the
Phillips 66 Refinery in Rodeo was allowed to reduce their propertytax. This catastrophic loss of tax increment to the Fire Districtwill result in the permanent closure of the Fire Station, resultingin 10,000 citizens in a disadvantaged community with high asthmarates to be without fire protection.

We are asking you to include the community of Rodeo in the
disbursement of proceeds, view and interpret vital public 
services as eligible for disbursement and “return to source” 
these lost tax dollars.

Charles Hanley
FIRE CHIEF
XCC    RDO
510.772.2740
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/150-sb-535-guidance-ws-UzBRNlwxAzVRJ1U0.docxOriginal File Name: CalEPA_CARB_comment_letter RHFD.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-09-29 10:32:00No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MiyaLast Name: YoshitaniEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/151-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDNVPFc7BDoGZQJs.zipOriginal File Name: comments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-09 09:11:55No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GayleLast Name: McLaughlinEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of RichmondSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/152-sb-535-guidance-ws-UiBWOQBiBD9ROgBv.pdfOriginal File Name: richmond.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-09 09:15:04No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JacklynLast Name: MontgomeryEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CALACTSubject: Commens on SB 535Comment:See attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/153-sb-535-guidance-ws-VDdRNgBtWGoCZwJ2.pdfOriginal File Name: calact.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-09 09:17:53No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StanLast Name: BerkowitzEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CRUDESubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/154-sb-535-guidance-ws-UDNVIVElU2QKaVJ8.pdfOriginal File Name: CRUDE.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-15 13:50:43No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: PygeorgeEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Rodeo Citizen's AssociationSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/155-sb-535-guidance-ws-BnRSOwZjVmBSO1R6.pdfOriginal File Name: rodeo.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-15 13:53:56No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RalphLast Name: MizeEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of San JoseSubject: Comments on SB 535Comment:See attachment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/156-sb-535-guidance-ws-BmVWOQF0WXMAaQlv.pdfOriginal File Name: cityofsanjose.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2014-10-17 10:22:00No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Public Workshops on Investment of Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds to Benefit Disadvantaged Communities (sb-535-guidance-ws) that were presented during the Workshop at this time.


