Comment 1 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Diego

Last Name: de Leon Segovia

Email Address: diego.deleon@jalisco.gob.mx
Affiliation: State Governmnet of Jalisco

Subject: Letter from Governor Sandoval
Comment:

RESPUESTA AL DI PUTADO | SMAEL DEL TORO

Hon. M. Ednmund Brown Jr.
CGovernor of the State of California
PRESENT

It is with great pleasure that | have been entrusted to deliver the
letter of the Governor of the State of Jalisco, M. Aristoteles
Sandoval , where he acknow edges the inportance of the Cap-and-Trade
project for the fight against climte change, as well as its

soci al, economic, political and environnental positive inplications
as CGovernor of the State of Jalisco and the 2016 chair of the GCF
Task Force.

Best regards,
Di ego de Leodn

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/3-sectorbased4-ws-
BWZXMAZ1BSIDZANCc.pdf

Original File Name: Carta GCF para Edmund Brown[3] (1).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-04-29 15:31:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Advisory Committee

Last Name: Enviro Justice

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

Subject: Environmental Justice Perspectives on Offsets & REDD
Comment:

Pl ease See attached docunent. Received 4: 30 4/28/16

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/6-sectorbased4-ws-
Am8FcQB1BXSEZ1M5.pdf

Original File Name: MRT-EJAC Offsets Workshop 2016-0428 .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-04-29 16:14:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Vanderwarker

Email Address. amy@caleja.org
Affiliation: California EJ Alliance

Subject: Comments given at ARB workshop on April 28th regarding
Comment:

W' ve heard sone conpelling comments about how REDD has wor ked, or
how peopl e hope it will work, but for every exanple of positive,
there is also an exanple of negative, as M Fyneface has really
descri bed. And those exanpl es of negative experiences are
extrenely risky.

You all have highlighted nany inportant social safeguards, but
there is a fundanental disconnect: how really can you garauntee
that any of these safeguards are nmet? How do you enforce these?
totally understand that ARB does not want to expose the state to
being party to human rights violations, but really — how can you
noni tor any of these things when you are dealing with projects in
extremely renote and far flung places.

You nention “a systemfor nonitoring and reporting on safeguards,”
but that was very cursory. That to ne is the critical component of
this system and | have not really heard any details on what that

system | ooks like and how it is enforced.

| also hear a lot of effort fromyou all to distance yoursel ves
from REDD projects of the past, and as | understand it, the main
point there is that this is a jurisdictional approach

I just don’t see how you get away fromthe potential HR violations.
I know you say that Cross River state is not a jurisdiction you are
|l ooking to link with, but | think Fyneface’s comments reflect the
broader dangers with the program whether its in N geria or

el sewhere, that need to be taken seriously.

W' ve al so been talking a | ot about Brazil today - | also just want
to highlight that Brazil is in the niddle of major politica
upheaval and we have no idea how that will inpact the government’s
long termcapacity or commtnent to inplenenting equitable,
effective climate progranms. It is exactly that kind of volatility
in other countries that ARB cannot predict and thus highlights some
maj or chal l enges to this program

| also want to flag that the issues environnental justice
conmunities are struggling with here in California, are in fact
soci al issues that also need to be addressed by ARB and | have not
yet heard anything about that.

So just |ooking at what is happening here, this is what we see:

The State of the Air for 2015 just cane out. The top five US cities
nost i npacted by unhealthy ozone days are in California, as are the
top seven cities burdened with unhealthy particle pollution days.

And we know that many of these air quality issues are
di sproportionately inpacting | owincome comunities and comunities
of col or.



Qur current regulations are sinply not getting the job done — that
is exactly why ARB is | ooking at new regs for Short Lived O mate
Pol lutants. As you explore a new protocol that will allow
polluters to continue, it is absolutely your responsibility to

t hi nk about ways to strengthen this.

I think there are serious questions about the overall offset
program that haven’'t been addressed before we expand it.

We have al so been | ooking at the offsets program nore generally.

We have also found that the majority of offset users are large
corporations: the top ten users are: Chevron, Cal Pine, Tesoro, So
Cal Edison, Shell, PGE, La Pal oma, SDG&E, and NRG

These top 10 account for 55% of all offsets; over 60% of conpanies
do not use ANY offsets.

These bi g conpani es can access this conplicated system and get the
cheapest prices for carbon enissions, bel ow even what C02 is being
auctioned at, which is already quite | ow

So, it seens to be really only the major polluters using offsets,
not snmall facilities who would be nost hard hit by pricing issues.

So froma cost contai nnent perspective, this expansion seens
entirely unnecessary. And, ARB seens to have already done A LOT to
make it cost effective for corporations to conply with C&T regs, so
addi ti onal protocols seem unnecessary.

And it seens |ike REDD just give sonme of the |argest corporations
inthe world, with multi billionaire dollar budgets, access to an
even |lower price to continue polluting.

And according to the nost recent GHG reporting data, oil & gas
em ssions have even risen slightly since cap & trade was started.

I would add that there are even verification concerns with the
CURRENT of fsets program W' ve been trying to better understand
exactly what projects are being paid for by |large corporations in
states such as Arkansas and M chigan, and it is extrenely difficult
and concerning to understand what really are being approved as

of fset projects in the current program nuch less one that is

i nternational

So ny questions to you are:

« What is your systemfor enforcing / nonitoring safeguards?

e given the intense scrutiny that is required to make these

I i nkages successful, howis this a good use of your staff time when
there is SO MJCH to be done here in California?

e From the cost contai nment perspective, why is it that you think
nore nechani sns are necessary to provide nore nechanisns for
conmpanies to pollute when prices are already extrenely | ow

« And what exactly are you doing to ensure that CA s offset program
specifically — not the other activities at ARB - is NOT
exacerbating EJ issues here in California?
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Comment 4 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Katherine

Last Name: Vaenzuela Garcia
Email Address: kbvale@gmail.com
Affiliation: AB 32 EJAC

Subject: EJAC Member Comments on International Offsets
Comment:

Cap and Trade is not working in California. The data we have from
t he Adaptive Managenent tool shows that enissions have gone up
since 2010, quite significantly. This is what we know even before
the Cal EPA report on AB 32's inpacts on environnental justice
comuni ties.

Envi ronmental justice conmmunities need to be prioritized because we
are and historically have been nost inpacted by pollution and
exposure to other environmental hazards. And government has a
responsibility to ensure public health, not business profits.

| have this inhaler - and the other nedications | take every day -
because | grew up in Gldale, a comunity surrounded by oi
extraction activities. | continue to need this inhaler nore than I
shoul d because the comunity where | live now - a nostly people of
col or nei ghborhood thanks to redlining and racial covenants - was
deened the appropriate place for a new freeway.

The EJAC has been to San Bernadi no, Brawl ey, and environmenta
justice conmunities across the state, and there are still plenty of
i nprovenents that are needed here in California, nostly by reducing
the em ssions of industry and the products they create. Children
today shouldn't continue to pay the price for anyone's
unwi I | i ngness to change course

| want to reiterate - as |'ve told ARB staff many tines - that it
seens |ike the decision to pursue REDD+ has al ready been nade, as
all of the docunents assune an anbitious path forward fromthis
point. This is even though there is significant and conti nued
opposition fromenvironnmental justice comunities. ARB could |earn
fromthe nodels we've heard about today in Brazil, which are
grassroots up.

| think it's anmbitious - to say the least - to assune that ARB is
sonehow nore qualified than the United Nations to create a program
that doesn't replicate the human rights violations we've heard
about in Nigeria and other countries that have current REDD

pr ogr ams.

I n concl usi on, we oppose REDD+, and encourage ARB and the
stakehol ders in this roomto explore other nmethods to preserve
tropical forests while allowing for nore anbitious emni ssions
reductions here in California.
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Original File Name:
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Comment 5 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: PamelaTau

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: ptleel4@gmail.com
Affiliation: Just Transition Allicance

Subject: ARB proposal to include international sector-based offsets in cap and trade
Comment:

Chair Mary N chols

California Air Resources Board
1001 1 Street

Sacranento, CA

Gover nor Brown
c/o State Capital, Suite 1173
Sacranent o, CA 95814

Re: ARB proposal to include international sector-based offsets in
cap and trade

Chair Mary Nichols and Governor Brown:

| have worked and volunteered locally and internationally on issues
of environnent for nearly 3 decades. In 1990 | was a part of
crafting the Principles of Environnental Justice and the comning

t oget her of voices and presence of conmunities inpacted by
environnmental injustice. Key to ny commitnent is addressing
environnmental racism i.e. Racismin the way comunities of col or
poor, elderly and indi genous people are exposed to em ssions from
greenhouse gas emitting facilities; racismin the way environnental
policies perpetuates di sparate exposures through exclusion from
protection and unequal nethods with regard to enforcenent of
environnental regul ati ons.

| amsubnitting this letter to express ny opposition to your
proposal to include international offsets as part of California's
cap and trade program The climate crises is urgent and life
threatening. The crises at hand requires critical thinking and
action. Critical thinking that is inclusive and addresses
sustainability and responsi bl e devel opnent in a way that
significantly noves the needl e toward halting gl obal warnmn ng.
find it disturbing how industry and climate deniers are able to

have so nmuch influence on how climate policies are crafted. |I'm
di sturbed by how nai ntaining corporate profits takes precedent over
human health. Finally, | amdisturbed that the voices of those

directly inpacted are excluded in this process.

| appeal to you to not pursue an international offset program The
details of why are spelled out clearly in a letter signed by
organi zations that include the |Indigenous Environmental Network
the No REDD in Africa, the California Environnental Justice
Al'liance, the Just Transition Alliance to nane a few |nstead of
spending time, energy and tax dollars on a programthat satisfies
profit margins for industry; | along with mllions living on the
front lines of the climate crises seek a shift toward policies and
action that mandate em ssion caps for industry. W seek action and
policies fromyou that ultinmately reduces our reliance on fossi
fuels, coal and gas. Scientific studies have found that current
governnental policies including the COP 21 Agreenents are not
sufficient to keep global warming to below 1.5 degrees; this



i ncl udes policies such as cap and trade.

Crafting protocols to “fix” international cap and trade negative
practices is flawed, unrealistic and environnentally racist.
Garnering the political will to mandate caps and striving toward a
future where reliance on fossil fuels, coal, and gas is reduced
will be challenging, but is ultinmately what needs to be done. Take
the political |eadership necessary to neaningfully and
significantly halt the warnmn ng

Si gned,
Panel a Tau Lee
San Francisco, California

*| dentification

UC Berkel ey School of Public Health, Center for Cccupational and
Environmental Health, retired

Asi an Pacific Environnental Network, co-founder/past chair

Just Transition Alliance, training and education |ead

Grassroots d obal Justice nenber/ COP 21 del egate

Chi nese Progressive Association — SF, board chair
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Comment 6 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Sandra Lupien &

Last Name: Elizabeth Nussbaumer
Email Address: slupien@fwwatch.org
Affiliation: Food & Water Watch

Subject: Including International, Sector-based Offset Credits in the Cap-and-Trade Program
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board,

Pl ease find attached coments from Food & Water Watch expressing
strong opposition to the ARB' s continuing consi deration of

i nternational, sector-based offset credits in the state's current
Cap- and- Trade Program

Thank you.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/10-sectorbased4-ws-
UCITMFM2BTJQNQdm.pdf

Original File Name: REDDCARB.FWW.Comments.5.13.16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 12:21:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Gary

Last Name: Hughes

Email Address: ghughes@foe.org
Affiliation: Friends of the Earth - US

Subject: Comment letter on proposed International Sector-based Offsets
Comment:

Pl ease find our nost recent comment letter attached as a .pdf file.
Thank you.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/11-sectorbased4-ws-
VDJQOQRgUixVJA].pdf

Original File Name: FOE-US _carb_commentltrsector-based may13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 13:29:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Joanna

Last Name: Durbin

Email Address: jdurbin@climate-standards.org
Affiliation: Climate,Community& BiodiversityAlliance

Subject: advancesin jurisdictional REDD+ safeguards validation and monitoring
Comment:

Fromthe Director of the dimte, Comunity & Biodiversity
Alliance

To the California Air Resources Board 13 May 2016

| amsubnitting these comments as a contribution to the discussion
on social and environnental safeguards requirenents for potentia
i nked sector-based offset prograns during the workshop hosted by
CARB on April 28, 2016. | hope this information will help CARB to
nmove forward with the inportant issue of including tropical forest
sector-based credits in California' s cap and trade program under
AB32.

Signi ficant progress has been nade in several jurisdictions on the
definition and reporting of safeguards, and nethods to validate and
monitor them Specifically, the State of Acre in Brazil has
denonstrated that it is feasible to nonitor safeguards in a
detail ed way, covering a conprehensive range of information

i mportant for safeguards and ensuring credibility of their report
through a participatory and transparent process engagi ng a ful
range of stakehol ders. Their detail ed saf eguards sel f-assessnent
report finalized in Novenber 2014 identified strengths, weaknesses
and sone gaps, which California can use to review and find
assurance that its requirenments on safeguards are addressed. Acre
used a detail ed and conprehensive framework for their assessnent
based on the international best-practices on safeguards defined in
the REDD+ Social & Environnental Standards (REDD+ SES). The REDD+
SES Initiative conducted an International Review (involving a
representative of Indigenous Peoples from Panama and an expert on
REDD+ and saf eguards from anot her area of Brazil) that confirned
that Acre conpleted the full ten-step process defined in the REDD+
SES Guidelines requiring a high level of participation and

t ranspar ency.

For detailed information on the progress achieved in Acre please
find attached:

« REDD+ Soci al & Environnental Safeguards Mnitoring Manual in the
System of Incentives for Environmental Services (August 2013)

e Sel f-eval uation report of conpliance with the social and

envi ronnent al safeguards in the SISA and | SA Carbon Program of the
State of Acre (Novenber 4, 2014)

« REDD+ SES International Review State of Acre, Brazil (Novenber

2015)
These reports docunmenting the progress on safeguards in Acre
provide information and assurances that will be very inportant for

consi deration of the inclusion of REDD credits in the California
cap-and-trade program The Acre case provides a first experience.
O her jurisdictions are planning to follow a simlar process.

The REDD+ SES Initiative provides guidance and tools to
jurisdictions to enable themto neet requirenents on strong,

conpr ehensi ve saf eguards, inplemented and nonitored in a
participatory and transparent nanner. The Initiative was started in
2009 by the dimate, Conmmunity & Biodiversity Alliance (CCBA), a
partnership of NGO (CARE, Conservation International, Rainforest
Al'liance, The Nature Conservancy and Wl dlife Conservation
Society). The Initiative is nmanaged by the CCBA secretariat based



at Conservation International. The Initiative is overseen by an
International Steering Conmittee of representatives from
governnents, multilateral organizations, Indigenous and Comunity
organi zations, social and environmental NGOs and private sector
nostly fromcountries where REDD+ is inplenmented. For nore

i nformati on see ww. r edd- st andards. org

Pl ease do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or for
further information.

Dr Joanna Dur bi n

Director, dimte, Conmunity & Biodiversity Alliance

j dur bi n@l i mat e- st andar ds. org

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/12-sectorbased4-ws-
AWdTOgBzBAgFY Fc2.zip

Original File Name: for CARB REDD+ SES Acre docs May 13 2016.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 13:35:04
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Comment 9 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Amy

Last Name: Vanderwarker
Email Address. amy@caleja.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Joint letter in opposition to inclusion of international sector-based offsets
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached sign-on letter on ARB's proposal to

i nclude international forest offsets in the cap and trade program
Pl ease do not hesitate to contact ne with any questions or to

di scuss further.

Any Vanderwar ker, California Environnmental Justice Alliance
(510) 808-5898 x 101

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/13-sectorbased4-ws-
UjxVPANdWHIRMgRg.pdf

Original File Name: No REDD letter FINAL .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 14:39:54
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Comment 10 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Erica

Last Name: Morehouse

Email Address: emorehouse@edf.org
Affiliation: EDF

Subject: EDF comments on Ontario Linkage
Comment:

EDF conments on Ontario Linkage

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/14-sectorbased4-ws-
BWOo0AaAZzUWNWIIM6.docx

Original File Name: OntarioLinkageComments.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 14:54:22
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Comment 11 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Mari Rose

Last Name: Taruc

Email Address: mrtaruc@gmail.com

Affiliation: AB32 Env Justice Advisory Committee

Subject: Drop the Sector Based Offsets Program
Comment:

As a 2-term nenber of the AB 32 Environnental Justice Advisory
Conmittee (EJAC), with over 20 years experience organizing with
environnental justice (EJ) comunities, | wite with grave concerns
on ARB's consideration of international forestry offsets, REDD

and/ or the Sector-Based Offsets (SBO) schene and propose the
program be dropped.

| appreciate the inproving effort by the ARB to recognize its
responsibility to consult with the EJAC and integrate EJ into AB 32
i mpl ement ati on. The authors of AB 32 recognized that EJ comunities
are the nost inpacted by industrial and clinmate pollution, and thus
institutionalized EJ participation in the law s inplenentation

Articulated in the Principles of Environnental Justice, the EJ
community’s opposition of offsets and REDD uses the |ong-view |ens
of problematic environnental policies waged under 500 years of

col oni zati on and over 100 years of industrialization. The EJAC has
repeatedly rejected offsets in AB 32 inplenmentation. In the EJAC s
first term in the 2008 recommendati ons, offsets were cited as
probl ematic along with carbon trading. In the EJAC s 2014
recomendati ons, we wanted the offsets program cancel ed, especially
REDD. And in the current EJACterm we initially reconmend ARB to
halt pursuing REDD international offsets.

We see the design flawin Cap & Trade in that the ARB has not yet
bal anced cost containment for climte polluters, with reducing
climate pollution harns in California EJ communities. An initia

vi ew of GHG emissions through 2013 shows emnission increases in the
state's nost di sadvantaged comunities. Since the top offsets users
to date, like Chevron at 1.7 million netric tons CORE, are the

bi ggest industries to take advantage of the the | oophole of offsets
by maxim zing climte pollution reduction outside of California.
The consequence is thus concentrating clinmate pollution in EJ
comrmunities, and ninimzing benefits to our state—both of which run
counter to the goals of AB 32.

The best safeguards for the SBO programis to drop the program
Wil e ARB | ooks at safeguarding international, indigenous and
forest-dwelling comunities for the SBO program it should

guar ant ee safeguards for EJ communities at home first. ARB cannot
run an international safeguards program w thout knowi ng how to do
it in California. ARB nust show EJ communities that it won't allow
climate pollution increases in those areas, and that instead the
primary em ssions reductions are actually there. Simlar to the
United Nations Declaration of Ri ghts of Indigenous Peoples, there
needs to be free, prior and inforned consent of EJ comunities in
California for the offsets program Right now, as it stands, | know
that California s EJ conmmunities do not consent to the offsets,
REDD or SBO program because of the harns that Cap & Trade is

al ready causing. Drop the SBO program now.
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Comment 12 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Kathleen

Last Name: McAfee

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

Subject: A jurisdictional approach will not solve the most serious REDD+ problems
Comment:

As a professor and geographer (PhD, UC Berkel ey) specializing in

i nternational environnmental policy and sustai nabl e devel opnent,
have done research and written peer-reviewed publications on trade
in environnental services, REDD+, and the results of proto-REDD+
prograns and paynents for environnental services (PES) projects in
Latin America. | have taken part in numerous conference sessions
and read dozens of research reports, peer-reviewed case studies,
and review articles about carbon sequestration services in the
tropi cs and about the designs and results of proto-REDD+ prograns.
| have read the ROWNreconmendati ons and the ARB Wite Paper and
have observed presentations at the Cctober and April public

wor kshops on the proposed AB32 sectoral offset policy.

It seenms that the ARB is largely unaware of the extensive
peer-reviewed acadenic literature on the inplenmentation and actua
results of PES and REDD-type programs in Latin Anerica and ot her
regions. | amalso struck by the RONARBGs linited and sel ective
interpretation of the dynami cs of |and-use change and the drivers
of deforestation in Amazoni a.

The acadenmic literature, as well as in depth studies by the Center
for International Forestry Research and other agencies, point to
serious problens that are not addressed or are not addressed
adequately in the Wite Paper and ARB presentations. Many of the
probl ens that trouble one-off PES and proto- REDD+ projects are
likely to plague jurisdictional REDD+ systens as well. For exanpl e,
one wel | -docunented problemis that of inequity: the tendency of
mar ket - ori ented REDD+ and PES i npl enentation to favor |arger-scale
| andhol ders at the expense of snallholders, a pattern that is very
wi despread in PES and proto- REDD+ prograns and that has been
detected in PES projects in Acre.

One of the nore dubi ous suggestions put forward by the ARB is that

| eakage of forest-destroying activities, both within and beyond the
targeted REDD+ jurisdiction, can be prevented or at |east can be
nmeasured and accounted for. The ARB further proposes that any such
| eakage can be nanaged by neans of discounting and reserving a
smal | share of credits within a partner jurisdiction. However, even
if we assune that nost such | eakage within a jurisdiction can be
detected B an assunption that is not justified, in ny viewb it is
i npossible in principle to neasure, nmuch | ess prevent,
deforestati on | eakage beyond that jurisdiction because the area
beyond the jurisdiction is unbounded. It is also inmpossible in
principle to deternine whet her avoi ded deforestation w thin and
beyond the jurisdiction is permanent or not, since the future
cannot be predicted.

The jurisdictional approach per se nbst certainly does not
elimnate the high risks of inpernanence and of |eakage into
Amazonas state, Bolivia, and Peru. Even within a jurisdiction such
as Acre, the revenues from CA offset credit sal es cannot conpete
with the opportunity values of many non-forest |and-use options if



| and val ues continue to rise. Rising agricultural |and values and
commodity prices are a very possible outconme of grow ng gl obal |and
and food scarcity and could easily swanp regulatory efforts, such
as the proposed sectoral offsets plan for AB32, that depend on

mar kets i n greenhouse-gas of fsets.

In such a context, the responses to the permanence and | eakage
problens offered in the ARB white paper are entirely inadequate. A
buffer pool of credits would effectively reduce total revenues from
credit sales and could quickly becone insufficient in the event of
| and- use changes related to comodity-price increases in soy, beef,
ti mber, wood pulp, palmoil, biofuels, etc. The ARB-proposed risk

i nsurance could al so becone insufficient in the context of natura
events, econonmic trends, and political factors, as has happened in
the case of the OPI G insured Oddar Meanchey REDD+ project in
Canbodi a that the ARB white paper cites as a precedent for this
appr oach.

Def orestation also mght well accelerate as a result of changes in
government in Brazil. Just yesterday the interim president

appoi nted as Mnister of Agriculture a Gsoy tycoonO and notorious
deforester of the Amazon [ New York Tinmes May 10, 2016]. Brazil may
soon see sone conbi nation of changes in state policies for |and
use, soy and other agricultural subsidies, increased export
incentives in the context of the current econom c recession, or
changes in enforcenent practices

The ARB al so suggests that | eakage can be nonitored and ninimzed
by encouraging agricultural intensification and by assessing the
results in terms of the production of aninmal products and crops.
The ARB reasoning here is partial and faulty, since data show ng

i ncreased productivity of beef, fodder, or other commodities in the
targeted area woul d not prove that |eakage is not al so occurring
especi ally | eakage beyond the jurisdiction

But this is nore than a matter of poor |ogic or hypothetica
scenarios. There is evidence, corroborated by several recent
studies, that when agricultural land use in the tropics is
intensified in the context of tightened regulation of deforestation
and agronom c practices, the result is not O and sparingO for
conservation but rather the expansion of the |and area where the
targeted crops are grown or aninmals raised, including expansion
based on forest clearing in jurisdictions neighboring the regul ated
areas. This trend has been documented in the Brazilian Amazoni an
and cerrado zones and in neighboring states Profits from
intensified farm ng and ranchi ng have been reinvested in ranching
and | arge-scal e soy production has been shifted to | ess effectively
regul ated regi ons.

UCLA professor Susanna Hecht, one of the worldOs forenobst experts
on deforestation in tropical South America, and Qustavo de |. T.
Aiveira, who studies |and-use change and agriculture in Brazil
sunmari ze some of these findings in an inportant article published
this year.* They wite:

OCommon to all analyses is the evidence that intensification of
profitable |l and uses tends to enhance its spread rather than to
confine it spatially, regardless of the m x of drivers (Hecht 2005;
Morton et al. 2008; Rudel et al. 2009, DeFries, Rudel, and Hansen
2010).0 [p 267].

They conti nue,

CEt here is evidence that the tight environmental regul ations,
cadastral requirenents, better nonitoring and enforcenent in the
Amazoni an fringe have triggered O eakageO i nto ot her woodl and

systens el sewhere in Brazil, Bolivia, Paraguay and Argentina,
operational dynamics that are obvious to cross-continent farm
managenent conpani es and migration choices of small- and

medi um scal e soy farners (Hecht 2005; Pfaff and Wal ker 2010;
Ri chards 2011). [p 270]

In this light, the ARB propositions that intensification of



production should be pronoted, and that production increases in
ranching and related production will indicate |lack of deforestation
| eakage, is badly nisguided. It is also odd that intensification
techni ques such as N-fixing cover crops and paddock rotation, which
have been recogni zed and studi ed since at |east the 18th century,
are portrayed as innovations that ranchers will quickly adopt. Mre
worrisome, and ironic, is that this approach would provi de backing
fromCalifornia, in the name of conservation, for intensification
of ranching and the neat/fodder/feedgrain conplex, which is by far
the nmost efficient way of producing food calories wherever it is
practi ced.

Finally, the US and Canada together conprise the world®s |argest
source greenhouse-gas em ssions both absolutely and per capita. It
seens arbitrary and sonewhat opportunistic to argue that California
has a special responsibility to try to shape forest policy in Acre
(or anywhere else), while we continue to enable continued em ssions
fromour own state and nmake eni ssions even easier by adding nore

of fset options in the nane of O educing conpliance costsO
Californians who feel that there is a particular reason to support
conservation in tropical Latin Anmerica can do so through many ot her
organi zations. The state of Acre has other neans of liniting
deforestation should it choose to enploy them Both Brazil and the
US have nmade commitments under the Paris clinmate agreement to make
significant reductions in their climate-warning em ssions. The
appropriate place for California to show | eadership in neeting this
commitnent is right here in our own state.

Kat hl een McAf ee

Prof essor of International Relations
San Francisco State University

kntaf ee@f su. edu

* Qustavo Aiveira & Susanna Hecht (2016) Sacred groves, sacrifice
zones and soy production: globalization, intensification and
neo-nature in South Anerica, The Journal of Peasant Studies, 43:2,
251-285, DO : 10.1080/03066150.2016. 1146705

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/16-sectorbased4-ws-
V CQFdgdkV GsL ZAB;j.pdf

Original File Name: Public comment CA ARB 13 May 2016 McAfee.pdf
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Comment 13 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Documentary

Last Name: Projects

Email Address: documentaryprojects@yahoo.com
Affiliation: millions of forest people not heard from

Subject: Existing ARB standards do not ensure social safeguards
Comment:

Require a social safeguard standard or a REDD anendnent t hat
stipulates the recognition and enforcenent of forest people’s
resource and | and tenure, and human rights prior to California's
I nternational Sector-based Offsets programis use of REDD offsets
(See additional reconmmendations are at the end of these coments)

The existing standards nentioned by ARB staff, in conbination or

i ndependently, do not contain criteria that are sufficient to
ensure social safeguards. The current REDD agreenent & its socia
saf eguards do not require the recognition and enforcenent of
customary and statutory resource and |and tenure, and hunman rights
for forest peoples prior to REDD funding or payment, they shoul d.
Al'l the social standards cited by California s Internationa
Sector-based O fsets programare ultimately qualified by non

bi nding ternms such as respect, pronote, support, address or
recogni ze, none require resource and land tenure and human rights
prior to the progranis invol venent.

The world’ s unprotected forests and their peoples primarily exist
because the deforestation of these forests were not able to produce
net profits or because in rare instances the inhabitants had
sufficient land tenure (LT) and human rights (HR) to protect their
forests and thenselves. REDD is creating econom c incentives to now
meke these forests and their peoples nore profitable to exploit,

but without requiring the enforcenent of the rights that wll
protect all forest peoples, their forests & create well regul ated
mar kets. REDD projects without requiring these rights will be nore
prone to carbon sequestration reversals, deforestation | eakage to
other Jurisdiction, social and political danage and risk, and wll
be | ess transferable. Nevert hel ess carbon credit entrepreneurs,
CGovernnent entities and NGO have started pronoti ng REDD wi t hout
first requiring the enforcenent of these rights in the last renote
forests; sone of these pronoters | obbied at the California's

I nternational Sector-based Offset program workshop held on

4/ 28/ 2016 by California Air Resources Board (CARB)

Environmental NGO s, |ike Forest Trends, Earth Innovation
Institute, Ecosystem Marketplace and Environnental Defense Fund
have supported & presented inspiring communities from Acre Brazi

ot her Jurisdictions. Several of these comunities had their
representati ves hosted by sone of these environnental organizations
in order to lobby for their comunity' s sale of REDD Carbon Credits
at the CARB 4/28/ 16 workshop. These forest people from Acre,
represent amezingly successful & privileged communities, that wll
probabl e be able to trade their Carbon offsets even w thout CARB s
i nvol venent. They are extraordi nary nodel conmunities, that through
the bl oody struggles of people like Chico Mendes & allied Forest
Peopl es and the support of environnentalist & |and refornmers, have
forged better LT and HR than the vast mpjority of forest people
worl dwi de. Acre Brazil is an outlier, they are the 1% of forest
people, that have LT & HR that while still inadequate, are
desperately needed by 99% of all forest people. At this workshop



REDD supporters presented a few nodel communities confident enough
in their land ownership and human rights to participate in and
support REDD activities, but they are a mnuscule mnority of the
worl d' s forest people.

The vast mgjority of forest people need those rights now and wil |
need them even nore if exposed to REDD schenes. G ven the history
of land tenure and conflict in nost Tropical countries with |arge
remaining forests, it is inplausible and inefficient to believe
that rights being “requested” at the country |level, per the current
REDD agreenent and standards, wll ensure social safeguards and
prevent political risk. After renote forests & their peoples are
targeted by REDD without requiring these rights, it will be a
rearguard nightnmare to try to stemthe suffering, dislocation &
accul turation.

One of the nobst cost effective nethods of ethically sequestering
carbon, REDD s main goal, is by recognizing and enforcing the | and
& resource tenure of forest people. A. Agrawal's study “shows
that the larger the forest area under conmunity ownership the

hi gher the probability for better biodiversity naintenance,
community livelihoods and carbon sequestration.” “The grow ng

evi dence that communities and households with secure tenure rights
protect, maintain and conserve forests is an inportant
consideration for the world' s climate if REDD schenes go forward,
and even if they do not.” according to Agrawal, A. (2008)
‘Livelihoods, carbon and diversity of comunity forests: trade offs
and wvi n wi ns?’

Worl d Bank SOCI AL DEVELOPMENT WORKI NG PAPERS Paper No. 120/ Decenber
2009 stated, ".the cost range of recognizing conmunity tenure
rights (average $3.31/ha) is several tines |lower than the yearly
costs estimates for .. an international REDD schenme ($400/ ha/year
to $20,000/ ha/year).” ".a relatively insignificant investment in
recogni zing tenure rights has the potential to significantly

i nprove the world’ s carbon sequestrati on and nmanagenent capacity..,
prioritizing policies and actions ained at recognizing forest
community tenure rights can be a cost-effective step to i nprove the
I'i kelihood that REDD prograns neet their goals.”

The pronotion of REDD without requiring LT & HR prior to funding or
paynents makes the vast nmajority of forest people & their forests
much nore endangered. This is noted by Jorge Furagaro Kuetgaje,
climate coordi nator for CO CA, the Indigenous People of the Amazon
Basin, “For us to continue to conserve the tropical forests ...we
need to have strong rights to those forests. Death should not be
the price we pay for playing our part in preventing the enissions
that fuel climate change.”

Tropi cal forested countries al so have very poor land tenure rights
enforcenent records for forest people. “Living on Earth” radio
reported, that, “governnents own about 75 percent of the world's

forests, less than ten percent legally belong to communities. |In
I ndonesia, 65 million people Iive off forests, nost of them have no
official rights to the land they consider theirs. 1In the eyes of

the Forest Mnistries, they' re squatters occupying a nationa
resource”.

The human rights and | and tenure enforcenent record of tropica
forested countries is alarmng. Gobal Wtness's Nov. 30, 2015
Press rel ease stated, “At |east 640 | and and environnent al
activists have been killed since the 2009 clinate negotiations in
Copenhagen - sone shot by police during protests, others gunned
down by hired assassins.” dobal Wtness al so stated, “Mst nurders
occurred in Latin Anerica and Asia with far fewer reported in
Africa, however this may be (due) to a lack of information.justice
is rarely given to nurder victins. Killers are rarely brought to
trial and often acquitted when they are. In Brazil, fewer than 10
percent of such nmurders go to trial, and only 1 percent see
convictions.” In addition to the ethics of this endangernent,



CARB' s utilization of REDD wi thout LT & HR binding prerequisites
presents grave political risks for California, forest people and
REDD schenmes. As the world' s 1/8th |argest econony, California's
response to the REDD programis likely to set a gl obal precedent;
that is why it should not increase negative social inpact and
political risk, as well as global warmng. California could
continue trendsetting by reducing d obal warning, and pronoting the
rul e of I aw and biol ogi cal sustainability in one stroke.

It is nmore inportant to get this rule making done right than done
fast, therefore we recomend:

1. CARB | awyers should review all the standards CARB has cited

i ncluding those in their footnotes and the REDD agreenent

(i ncl udi ng UNFCCC principles established in the Cancun Agreenent)
and issue a legal opinion as to whether these docunents stipulate
the recognition and enforcenent of forest people’s customary and
statutory resource and | and tenure, and hunman rights prior to
California s International Sector-based Ofsets progranis use of
REDD of fsets (herein LT & HR prerequisites).

2. CARB | awyers shoul d stipul ate standards that require forest
people’s LT & HR prerequisites that seemto be |l acking in REDD and
the various social standard cited? Wth those rights stipul ated,
the 99% of Forest People not represented in their workshop, could
have a better chance of achieving what Acre’s comunities are
striving for & have not yet achieved.

3. If such standards do not exist then CARB should develop a suite
of standards that require these LT & HR prerequisites.

4. CARB should then schedule further LT & HR prerequisite safeguard
wor kshops that are video-archived and transcri bed.

5. CARB shoul d provi de | onger stakehol der comrent peri ods.

6. CARB should either require LT & HR prerequi site safeguards or a
REDD amendnent that stipulates these LT & HR prerequisites prior to
its involvenent. CARB should not increase economic interest in
those forests by pronoting REDD schenes without requiring LT & HR
prerequisites in order to prevent subsequent social, environmenta
and political harm

The precedi ng coments and recomendati ons focused narrowy on the
need for binding social standard prerequisites, and not on efficacy
of Carbon O fsets which is also problenmatic. (see Methodol ogi ca

and | deol ogi cal Options, Conprehensive carbon stock and fl ow
accounting: A national franework to support climate change
mtigation by |I. Ajani et al.

Ecol ogi cal Econonics 89 (2013) p61-72. Untangling the confusion
around | and carbon science and clinmate change nitigation policy by
Brendan Mackey et al., NATURE CLI MATE CHANGE | VOL 3 | JUNE 2013
www. nat ur e. coni nat ur ecl i mat echange )
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Comment 14 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Katie

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address: sullivan@ieta.org
Affiliation: IETA

Subject: IETA Comments on Linkage & Sector-Based Offsets
Comment:

Dear Staff,

Attached, find | ETA's coments on the 28 April cap-and-trade
wor kshop on Ontario |inkage and sector-based of fsets.

We appreciate this opportunity to coment.
Best ,

Katie Sullivan, |ETA

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/defaul t/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/18-sectorbased4-ws-
VD1TMFUgBDY CW1Az.pdf

Original File Name: IETA Comments on ARB Workshop_Linkage Sector Offsets May2016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 16:51:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Stephan

Last Name: Schwartzman

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

Subject: International sector-based offset crediting
Comment:

Pl ease find EDF comments and additi onal docunments attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/21-sectorbased4-ws-
BmMHZQFmMV 1sCZwFs.pdf

Original File Name: EDF_cmmts CARB_05-13.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-13 16:23:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: McElwee

Email Address: pamela.mcelwee@rutgers.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Public comment on REDD+ for CA ARB
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/22-sectorbased4-ws-
UD1XMgFIBDsHdlI3.pdf

Original File Name: McElweeCarbonFixChapter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-16 13:16:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Alberto

Last Name: Saldamando

Email Address: saldamando@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: Indigenous Environmental Network

Subject: Comments on REDD safeguards
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/23-sectorbased4-ws-
WjlVMgdOoBzZWD1Mw.pdf

Original File Name: CARB Comments May 2016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-16 13:16:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Rossmery

Last Name: Zayas

Email Address: rossmeryzayas@gmail.com
Affiliation: ITR Delegate

Subject: ARB proposal to include international sector-based offsets in cap and trade
Comment:

I am nineteen years old and | am an environnental justice |eader. |
have worked and organi zed on environnental and social justice

i ssues since | was fourteen years old. The nost frustrating part of
being an environnmental justice |eader is that people think about
environnmental or climate justice as protecting polar bears and
penguins. It frustrates ne that there are laws to protect fish and
we have to fight for laws to protect our health and well bei ng.

| appeal to you to not pursue an international offset program M
generation is going to live with the consequence of these
conpromi ses that are being nade to protect the interests of the
fossil fuel conpanies. | amsubmitting this letter to express ny
opposition to your proposal to include international offsets as
part of California s cap and trade program

| am chal | engi ng the nornalization of |owincome comunities and
communities of color, such as nine in Southeast Los Angel es,
overburdened with toxicity creating dirty air, water, and soil

W m ngton al one has three major oil refineries not including the
ones bordering the community. Los Angeles is also inpacted by
pollution com ng fromthe Harbor area. My conmunity and surroundi ng
communities deal with diesel truck pollution, and one major source
is 710 freeway (which physically connects WI mngton to Sout heast
Los Angel es) carrying comrercial goods fromthe ports into our

nei ghbor hoods. The fossil fuel industry has a heavy hand in our
communities. The climate crisis is urgent and life threating.

Policies |like REDD do absolutely nothing to reduce greenhouse gas
em ssions at the source- it only allows for carbon tradi ng, which
is not ethical. REDD may even result in the biggest |and grab of
the | ast 500 years. Folks are told false solutions |ike REDD
address climte change and are good for the people. This is 100%
false and our elected officials are pushing for a policy that grabs
| and, clear-cuts forests, destroys biodiversity, abuses Mther
Earth, pinps Father Sky, and threatens the cultural survival of

i ndi genous peoples. This policy privatizes the air we breat he,
commodi fies the clouds, and allows corporations to buy and sell the
at mosphere. It corrupts the sacred.

REDD is bad for the climte because it allows climate crimnals
like Shell and Chevron off the hook. REDD gives conpanies |ike
these a legal and official way to call thenselves green. This is
harnful to the climate, and to the heart of conmmunities. REDD is
bad for the environment because it includes clear-cutting, |ogging,
and tree plantations that kill biodiversity. REDD is bad for

Cal i forni ans because polluters expand sources of pollution and
cause nore asthma, nore cancer, nore sickness, and nore death. REDD
is bad for human rights. REDD-type projects are already resulting
in massive |land grabs, violent evictions, forced relocation, and
carbon slavery of indigenous people. One clear exanple of this is

i n Guaraquecaba, Brazil, where Chevron has a REDD project with the
Nat ure Conservancy, which has a private arny that shoots at people



for entering their own forest to use their own resources. REDD
projects also turn the forests into a mlitarized zone — with
renote sensors, drones, etc to nonitor the sites.

I am di sturbed by how the fossil fuel industry and its supporters
are able to influence climate policies that directly affect ny
conmmunity. | ameven nore disturbed that politicians care nore
about corporate wealth and prioritize noney and not health. | am
agitated that the voices of those in communities |like mne are
over| ooked and excluded in the decision nmaking process. W seek
action and policies fromyou that ultimtely reduces our reliance
on fossil fuels, coal and gas. Qur lungs are sinply not for sale.

Qur negotiators have blinders on- scientists have said we need to
address the climte, |ndigenous Peoples have known this for years.

St udi es have shown that current governnental policies including the
Paris Accord (the overall text fails to nmention human rights or the
rights of Indigenous Peoples) do not actually require action to
nmeet the goals of pursuing efforts to lint the tenperature
increase to 1.5 °C above pre-industrial levels. These policies
privatize the air through the schenme “carbon neutrality,” where
countries can buy carbon credits and a green pass to pollute. | am
asking you to take the political |eadership necessary to

nmeani ngfully and significantly halt the warm ng and protect the
peopl e. W need system change not clinmate change, and that requires
us to reject the corporate driven, free trade investnent

agreenent s.
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Comment 19 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Y olanda

Last Name: Ariadne Collins

Email Address: Collins_yolanda@phd.ceu.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Proposed International Sector based Offsets
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/27-sectorbased4-ws-
BW1tV PFwpVmADdgFe.docx

Original File Name: Notes on California REDD.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-19 12:37:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Nepstad

Email Address: dnepstad@earthinnovation.org
Affiliation: Earth Innovation Institute

Subject: ElIl comments on April 28 workshop
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/28-sectorbased4-ws-
VjNcMwFpU19XMgdo.docx

Original File Name: ElIl Comments on ARB Workshop3.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-19 12:37:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Louis

Last Name: Blumberg

Email Address: Iblumberg@TNC.ORG
Affiliation: The Nature Conservancy

Subject: Comments to the ARB Workshop of April 28 May 16, 2016
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/29-sectorbased4-ws-
UCQBaQRMU19XMIM8.docx

Original File Name: TNC comments.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-19 12:37:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Confucio

Last Name: Aires Moura

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: Governor of State of Rondonia, Brazil

Subject: Letter on AB32
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/30-sectorbased4-ws-
WjISNVAjAYQAZwWBf.pdf

Original File Name: Carta de Apoio a California.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-19 15:19:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Adeniyi

Last Name: Asiyanbi

Email Address: adeniyi.asiyanbi @kcl.ac.uk
Affiliation: King's College, University of London, UK

Subject: Comment on REDD+ readiness implementation in Cross River, Nigeria
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/31-sectorbased4-ws-
V DcHewdpUnl FcFQL .pdf

Original File Name: Cross River REDD+ comments submitted to the California ARB (2).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-05-25 15:25:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Sébastien

Last Name: Costedoat

Email Address: cos.seb@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: omment for April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/32-sectorbased4-ws-
VTZQNwZ3VVIQJAls.pdf

Original File Name: cap_redd_arb.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-01 15:55:22
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Comment 25 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Louis

Last Name: Blumberg

Email Address: Iblumberg@TNC.ORG
Affiliation:

Subject: April 28 workshop
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/33-sectorbased4-ws-
UzRUIFU7V 3FXIV UK .pdf

Original File Name: Group Gov Trop For Itr 6-1-16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-03 15:39:24
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Comment 26 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Haya

Email Address: bhaya@berkeley.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on REDD
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/34-sectorbased4-ws-
UDgGY VwkWGoL UgBj.pdf

Original File Name: Haya comments to ARB on REDD.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-06 13:06:06
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Comment 27 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Jonah Busch

Last Name: Busch, Ph.D.

Email Address: jbusch@cgdev.org
Affiliation: Center for Global Development

Subject: In support of tropical forestsin Californias cap-and-trade program
Comment:

See attached docunent.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/35-sectorbased4-ws-
VTIcPwZzZWX5QM1Ai.pdf

Original File Name: Letter to Governor Brown from CGD Working Group members in support of tropical
forests in cap and trade.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-07 08:45:15
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Comment 28 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: B. Holt

Last Name: Thrasher

Email Address: Holt. Thrasher@permianglobal.com
Affiliation: Permian Global Group

Subject: Comments by Permian Global
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/36-sectorbased4-ws-
ViZWNQFyBzISPQlo.zip

Original File Name: Permian Recommended Reading June 24th.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-24 13:43:45
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Comment 29 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Alcilene Freitas

Last Name: Bertholdo de Souza

Email Address: alcilene@sema.mt.gov.br

Affiliation: Mato Grosso Environmental State Agency

Subject: Letter on behalf of the California State Cap-and-Trade Program
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files’BARCU/barcu-attach/37-sectorbased4-ws-
VTQCdFY4BD4BaAVa.zip

Original File Name: Apoio California Port..zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-06-27 14:10:42
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Comment 30 for : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector-Based Offsets
(sector based4-ws) - 1st Wor kshop.

First Name: Catherine

Last Name: Reheis-Boyd

Email Address: creheis@wspa.org
Affiliation: WSPA

Subject: WSPA Comment Letter on Linkage and Sector-based Offsets Comment:
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: https.//ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files'BARCU/barcu-attach/39-sectorbased4-ws-
BXI1BdFcmBDY LUIIx.pdf

Original File Name: WSPA comment letter AB 32 Linkage 07_15 2016 final.pdf
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There are no comments posted to : April 28, 2016 Cap-and-Trade Workshop on Sector -
Based Offsets (sector based4-ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at thistime.



