Comment 1 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: HELEN

Last Name: CARMEAN

Email Address; HM Carmean@excite.com
Affiliation: retired

Subject: ab 32 program design
Comment:

The | egislators passed ab 32 to reduce greenhouse gases by 20%in
ten years. California Air Resources Board is authorizing and

bui | di ngnew fossil fuel power natural gas plants that add 3% nore
CQ2 in the atnosphere each year, at |east another 3 nmillion tons of
C2 each year. This is nore CO2 than can be reduced by all the AB
32restrictive regulations on the working people in California.

The anti-nuclear policies of California politians guarantee that
California will add 20% nore CO2 to the atnosphere over the next
ten years, not reduce by 20% -and you at CARB KNOW TH S, VWH LE YQU
LIE TO THE PUBLI C, ALONG WTH THE PCLI TI Cl ANS, | NCLUDI NG THE
GOVERNOR.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-30 15:00:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Myers

Email Address. ecm@I escure-engineers.com
Affiliation: Lescure Engineers

Subject: Innovative consumer incentives for energy efficiency
Comment:

In the draft scoping plan, you note under Personal Actions, "Sone
househol ds nmay choose to swap out

i ncandescent |ight bulbs for nore efficient conpact fluorescent
lights." Conpact fluorescents have been avail able for 20 years,
are cost effective on a life cycle (energy plus up front
cost)basis for the consunmer, yet after all this tinme they stil
are a "specialty" itemin nost stores | have visited. W should
all be using them |'msure the statew de energy savi ngs would be
as substantial as many of the other neasures outlined. Yet |
presume the low up front cost plus famliarity keeps peopl e buying
i ncandescents for the nost part.

Coul d we sonehow i ncorporate the life cycle costs (including
energy supply cost and carbon tax) into all light bulbs, and if
the consuner wants to then pay nore for an incandescent, fine.
The revenue generated fromtaxing the incandescent could be used
for other GHG reduction prograns to of fset the extra GHG s needed
to run the inefficient incandescent.

This is just an exanple - surely as we nove forward there are
other ways to incentivize the public to adopt energy efficient
technol ogi es faster than they will just to "do the right thing"
Especially when the right thing costs nore up front, and in the
energy savings for the individual are difficult to see in their
utility bills, which fluctuate. However, | think the savings for
the state as a whol e would be considerable, and we could quantify
themin the aggregate.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 10:50:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Margaret

Last Name: Adrian

Email Address: Gramamag@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32
Comment:

| congratulate CARB for recomendi ng inpl enentation of nandated
energy standards, nuscul ar energy efficiency neasures, and cl ean
vehi cl e requi renents.

However, CARB nust go farther if we are going to nake the ngjor
changes needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our clinate.
Please i nclude in your Final Scoping Plan steps to

Reduce vehicle miles travel ed

Speed up production of zero-eni ssion vehicles

Boost recycling rates

Auction of f any emissions pernits

Limt offsets

Mnimze air quality inmpacts in our nost-polluted
connunltles

Thank you very nuch for all your hard work

[ Your name and address]

Suggest ed additional issues to choose fromas recomendations to
CARB:

Transportation produces about 40% of greenhouse gas
em ssions in California. CARB should work for electrification of
commercial, public and private transportation

| want to end nmy own production of GHGs. Help ne by
creating a Battery Electric Vehicle Partnership.

. Pl ease mandate nore | and use planning that will reduce
the need to drive, so that increasing vehicle use doesn’'t erode
the gains fromfuel efficiency and | ow carbon fuels.

Pl ease call for fast-tracking regional nass transit
|nfrastructure, i ncluding Bus Rapid Transit prograns (especially
on existing freeway HOV | anes), expansion of Antrak service,
hi gh- speed passenger rail, electrified conmrercial transport, and
wi se locations for transit station |ocations in neighborhoods.

: Recogni ze and encourage Community Choi ce Aggregation
(CCA), which allows |ocal governnents to conbine buying power of
all customers in their jurisdiction for purchasing electricity.
: We need “Lifecycle tracking” of manufactured products,
pr|0r|t|2|ng reusabl es and | ocal |l y-manufactured itens.

Uilize the powerful carbon reduction potential of zero
wast e---- reduci ng waste by design in manufacturing process, then
reusing, recycling or conposting products.

O fsets from sinks, such as planting trees or avoiding
tree cut-downs, should not be allowed, since they are too
difficult to nmeasure and often under-perform

Attachment:
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Comment 4 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Daniel

Last Name: Reeves

Email Address: horspucky @yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 and AGWDaniel
Comment:

This subject has been such a col ossal display of hubris and

i gnorance | can hardly begin. To draft, pass, and have the bil
signed into | aw shows the hubris of mankind as nmanifest in our
elected officials. To believe that we, mankind, can affect what
we do not understand is to display our ignorance. W can nint as
many PhD graduates as we want, all "specializing" in clinmate
change, it still will not alter the aws of nature. W can shout
it fromthe roof tops, and congratul ate ourselves in black-tie at
the awards dinner, it still does not nake the science true.

Ant hr opol ogi cal gl obal warnming (AGN is a lie, no matter how nany
NASA scientists(?) testify in front of congress. Knowing a few

nmysel f, | have yet to find one to support Dr. Hansen and his
conclusions(?) The science is not there. Al the predictive
nodel s used by the I PCC are bunk. |f the science was as deci ded

as M Core says it is, the nodels would have shown it, after al
they are accurate, right? The science is far from decided and
will remain so. Qur planet is a conplex system of conplex
systenms; far too conplex for us to "know' enough to act as we
are.

COQ2 is not causing us, or the planet, any harm To regulate it is
to regul ate every breath exhal ed by every person on the planet: is
that even possi bl e?

CQ2 is not "pollution". This sinple conpound is traded freely in
or ecosystem it is part of our natural world. It is forned,

di sassoci ated, and reformed again and again in our ecosystem You
may have to look it up in a college text, the text used in ny |loca
hi gh school has been changed to include this fal se doctrine,
purgi ng any real discussion of our physical world in our high
school s.

The plan, as drafted and ni ssing appendi xes, will have a negative
af fect on our already weak econony in CA. This slate of
regul ations will drive business costs up, driving business out.
Your prediction of new "green" jobs are a fantasy. Look to the
past, the econony tanked because the middl e class manufacturing
jobs left when the aircraft and other manufacturing plants shut
down. The conpanies that could, left the state. The ones left
have seen the cost of business increase by as nuch as 45% or nore.
When bidding globally, it is a bad idea to have the highest costs.
The cost of doing business in CA is always higher that other
localities. The reason sone nanufacturing conpanies still exist is
because of unique skills, or governnment red tape to nove the
process. Poll anyone running a manufacturing business in CA and
ask if they have to take smaller, or no, profit to remain
conpetitive globally. Wth no profit, who can stay in business:
governnent is the only "business" not charged with naking a
profit.

Is it possible the CARB coul d show sone real |eadership and NOT



i mpl ement the regulatory statue until it can be PROVEN that there
is areal threat?

I think the CARB woul d benefit by searching for and listing to the
peopl e who:

1. have a formal education in science / engineering.

2. DO NOT work for the governnent

3. Have | ooked at the available research fromall sides.

I have much respect for those who accept the mantle of |eader, but
the politicians who made these deci sions have insufficient
scientific know edge to do so. In short, they think they know
nmore that they really do

A general conment:

There is not enough tinme (60 mnutes) alloted to comment
sufficiently. There are specific actions cited in the draft that
will cripple our industry. | wll post themin the appropriate
sub sectors. Reeves

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 16:52:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: George
Last Name: Dobosh
Email Address: gdobosh@yahoo.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Please hold polluters accountable!

Comment:

We still need strong, specific neasures that hold polluters

accountabl e. CARB nust use its power to speed the production of
zer o-em ssi on vehicles, shape smarter |and use policies and boost
recycling rates. Punped-up public transit and strong zero-waste
policies also will help us aggressively address the pollution that
causes gl obal warning.

Even though CARB s plan allows carbon trading to generate 20% of
t he greenhouse gas pollution reductions, it doesn't specifically
call for auctioning of emissions pernmits. Nor does it fully
address the need to linmt offsets and anal yze the inpacts of a
cap-and-trade systemon air quality in our nost polluted
communities. These steps woul d keep polluters accountable and
protect our air. Please take these steps and protect our air!

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 10:27:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Pauline

Last Name: Faye

Email Address: tp2hike@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming
Comment:

| congratulate CARB for recomendi ng inpl enentation of nandated
energy standards, nuscul ar energy efficiency neasures, and cl ean
vehi cl e requi renents.

However, CARB nust go farther if we are going to nmake the ngjor
changes needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our clinate.
Pl ease include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to

Reduce vehicle miles travel ed

Speed up production of zero-emn ssion vehicles

Boost recycling rates

Auction of f any emnissions pernits

Limt offsets

: M nimze air quality inmpacts in our nost-polluted
conmuni ties.

Thank you very nuch for all your hard work

Paul i ne Hol I i nger Faye
San Clenente, Ca. 92673

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 17:14:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Judy

Last Name: Rachel

Email Address: judyrachel @earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Final Scoping Plan
Comment:

I amall for CARB' s recommendi ng i npl enentati on of nmandated
energy standards, energy efficiency neasures, and clean vehicle
requirenents.

But | feel nore nust be done if we are going to attain the ngjor
changes needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our clinate.
That is why | suggest including in your Final Scoping Plan steps
to

A Reduce vehicle miles travel ed

A Speed up production of zero-emn ssion vehicles

A Boost recycling rates

A Auction of f any emissions permits

A Linmit offsets

A M nimze air quality inmpacts in our nost-polluted

conmuni ti es.

A I want to end my own production of GHGs. Help ne by
creating a Battery Electric Vehicle Partnership.

A Pl ease call for fast-tracking regional nass transit
infrastructure, including Bus Rapid Transit prograns (especially
on existing freeway HOV | anes), expansion of Antrak service,

hi gh- speed passenger rail, electrified comercial transport, and
wise locations for transit station |ocations in neighborhoods.

A Utilize the powerful carbon reduction potential of zero
wast e---- reduci ng waste by design in manufacturing process, then
reusing, recycling or conmposting products.

A O fsets fromsinks, such as planting trees or avoiding
tree cut-downs, should not be allowed, since they are too
difficult to measure and often under-perform

Thank you very rmuch for all your hard work.



Attachment:
Original File Name:
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Comment 8 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Sal

Last Name: Jimenez

Email Address: dlvdrjimenez@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Dear CARB,

| amwiting to you on behalf of nyself and ny famly. Please do
not give pollution credits away for free to industries, especially
heavy polluters. W should charge these industries and use the
nmoney to develop clean air solutions.

Pl ease hel p the planet and protect our environnmental |aws from
special interests.

Thank you for your tine.

Sal Jinenez
Los Angeles, CA

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-06 14:14:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Barbose

Email Address: jason@environmentcalifornia.org
Affiliation: Environment California

Subject: Petition in support of auctioning allowances
Comment:

July 14, 2008

The Honorabl e Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor of California

State Capitol Building

Sacranento, Calif. 95815

Mary Ni chol s, Chairnan
California Air Resources Board
1001 ‘I’ Street

Sacranento, Calif. 95814

Dear Governor Schwarzenegger & Chairman Nichol s:

On behalf of Environment California, | would like to congratul ate
the California Air Resources Board (ARB) for successfully

devel oping the AB 32 draft Scoping Plan, the nation’s first

conpr ehensi ve roadmap for reduci ng gl obal warm ng pollution to

| evel s that science requires.

I amwiting to present a letter from Environnent California
supporters. An area of particular concern to Environnent
California and many of our supporters is the design of the
proposed cap and trade program The success of a potential cap
and trade program depends critically on the details of howit is
designed and i nplenmented. One of the npbst inportant design
considerations is the nethod for distributing permts — or

“al l omances” — to enit greenhouse gas pollution. Environnent
California firmy believes that the state should auction 100
percent of the allowances in any cap and trade program

As a citizen-based environnental advocacy organi zation

Envi ronment California has an extensive network of supporters and
menbers throughout the state who care deeply about California' s

I andmark effort to tackle global warmi ng. Through our outreach
nore than 9, 000 individuals have signed the following letter

To: Covernor Schwarzenegger
Cc: California Air Resources Board

Thank you for your continued | eadership in tackling gl oba
warnming. The next step for California is to adopt strong
policies to deter global warm ng pollution and invest in
long-termsolutions that will kick our dependence on fossi

fuel s.

Pl ease don’t give the state’s biggest polluters their pollution
“credits” for free. I nstead, nmake polluters pay for every ton

of pollution they enmt, and then funnel that noney to wi nd and



sol ar power, greener buildings and a cleaner transportation

system

Thank you.
Attached, for the ARB' s records and for review by the governor’s
office, is a full list of all 9,246 individuals who signed the
letter.

Thank you both for your |eadership on this critical issue. By
auctioni ng all owances, your adm nistration will shift investments
fromdirty resources to clean technol ogi es and further
California s place as a pioneer in producing real solutions to the
climate crisis.

Si ncerely,

Jason Barbose, d obal Warni ng Advocate
Envi ronment California

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/10-environment_california_global_warming_petition.pdf
Original File Name: Environment California globa warming petition. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-14 15:33:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Stephens

Email Address: johnithin@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Agricultural Pesticide Spraying
Comment:

Only 30% of a sprayed liquid actually |ands on the intended
surface. A curtain assenbly or other such contai nnent system
shoul d shroud agricultural sprayer heads to contain herbicides,
pesticides, and fungicides farners use fromareosoling into the
air. At present there is no such regulation or contai nnent

equi pnent are required.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-14 22:04:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Sandler

Email Address. mike@climateprotectioncampaign.org
Affiliation: Climate Protection Campaign

Subject: Auction 100%, Study Regressivity, Compensate Consumers
Comment:

On behalf of the Cimate Protection Canpaign, we ask the ARB to
consider the follow ng recommendations for the narket neasures
section of the Final Scoping Plan:

- Auction 100% of pernmits, with no phase-in. Let's not subsidize
coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner energy.

- Use all auction revenues to provide a Dividend to conpensate
consuners. Wth gasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity
prices, hel ping consunmers deal with fuel and electricity costs is
the best use of auction revenues. Qther worthy projects should be
funded with carbon fees.

We support CARB's intention to conduct a study on regressivity,
encourage the Cap and Dividend concept as a potential solution
and al so support ARB's proposal for a set of carbon fees to help
pay for inplenentation of AB32 and other public goods such as

cl ean technol ogi es, green jobs, energy efficiency prograns, and
nor e.

Pl ease see the attached detailed comments. Thank you for your
consi derati on.

Si ncerely,

M ke Sandl er
Cimte Protection Canpaign

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/12-cpcab32scopi ngplancomments7-8-08. pdf
Original File Name: CPCA B32ScopingPlanComments7-8-08.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 15:17:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Philip

Last Name: Erro

Email Address: philiperro@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: Westside Resource Conservation District

Subject: Use of Carbon Fees and Mandated REC payments
Comment:

1) First, in section 16. Agriculture of the Prelimnary
Rcommendati on, the discussion is primarily about dairy nanure
em ssions and digestion. There is a brief mention of N20 emni ssions
fromfertilizers; anmonia and other pollutants are also emtted
fromcomerical fertilizers. Al these enissions can be reduced by
buil ding up carbon in the soil, because high carbon soils retain
nutrients effectively and thereby dininish the need for artificial
fertilizers. Sinmilarly, high carbon soils nourish crops and
decrease their vulnerability to pests, reducing the need for
pesticides. Since WNI we farmers have increasingly relied on
artifical fertilizers and pesticides to get each crop to maturity.
But building soil carbon could reduce that reliance and the
attendant fertilizer and pesticide enissions such as VOCs. Besi des
buil di ng soil carbon, Integrated Pest Managenent uses bi ol ogi cal as
wel | as chenical nmeans to control pests; and nodern sprayers use
optical sensors to turn the spray on and off and only spray where
the target plants are |ocated. These and other means ninim ze the
use of pesticides on well managed farnms. Both the California
Department of Food and Agriculture and USDA Natural Resource
Conservation Service can provide the ARB informati on on best
practices to minimze air pollution. The ARB shoul d consi der
awar di ng carbon fee revenues to farners sho use these practices.
The Agriculture section of the Prelimnary Reconmendati on shoul d
al so include a discussion of a range of renewabl e energy
opportunities in the agricultural sector. Every 150 acres of trees
or vines, where insolation is sufficient, could have a 30 kWsol ar
PV generator. Produce coolers could use parabolic troughs on their
roofs to feed absorption chilling; tonmato processors could get heat
and el ectricity fromconcentrated sol ar technol ogy, as could cattle
feedl ots. Gasification of al nond,wal nut, and pistachi o prunings
could nmake hullers self-sufficient in electricity, heat, and
possi bly diesel fuel. Digestion of agricultural waste such as
pi stachio hulls can produce bi onethane. Wth these and ot her
technol ogies, California's agricultural sector can produce huge
gquantities of renewable energy w thout growing crops to do so.
2) A good use of carbon fee revenues would be to reward farners
for building soil carbon. Conservation tillage(CT) keeps root mnass
and sone crop residue carbon in the soil, whereas conventiona
tillage opens the soil and releases CO2 to the atnosphere. Because
CT reduces the nunber of tractor operations, diesel fuel is saved,
reduci ng di esel enissions. Carbon build up in the soil also
i ncreases noi sture retention and decreases the need for
irrigation, but this benefit requires four to five years of CT to
take effect. Hence there is a lag in water savings and crop
yi el ds as carbon content in the soil builds. The cost of nore
powerful tractors and new inplenments to transition to conservation
tillage is another barrier to adopting CT. An ARB incentive to
adopt conservation tillage would hel p reduce di esel enissions,
fertilizer and pesticide em ssions, emnm ssions associated with
punpi ng water, and woul d hel p sequester carbon
3) | would like to see the Scoping Plan require that | QU power
conpani es pay Renewable Energy Credits of $0.05 per kWh to fulfill



their Renewable Portfolio Standard obligations to farners who
produce on-farmrenewabl e energy.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 16:25:05
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Comment 13 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Gavric

Email Address: elizabethg@car.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments re: Preliminary Recommendations - Electricity and Commercial/Residential Sector
Comment:

Pl ease see attached docunent for commrents.
Thank you,
Eli zabeth Gavric

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/14-arb_draft_scoping_plan - car_comments.pdf
Original File Name: ARB Draft Scoping Plan - CAR Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 14:47:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Overmyer-Velazquez

Email Address: rovermyer@whittier.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Cap and Trade
Comment:

CARB shoul d not give industries free pollution permts---polluters
shoul d have to pay for their enissions. CARB shoul d study very
carefully how the European Union nade the mi stake of giving away
pollution credits based on self-reporting by industries of their
em ssions---we don't have the |uxury of naking this sanme nistake
in California! Rather than allowi ng polluters to buy offsets,
there nust be strong regulation of GiGs. | was dismayed to hear in
the public workshop that caps will be regul ated but that these caps
will need to be supplenmented with credits. Wiy not just regul ate

| ow caps to begin with, enforce and nonitor themrigorously, and
provide tax credits to those polluters who truly nmake progress in
reduci ng their em ssions?

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 15:45:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Liz

Last Name: Y ager

Email Address: liz.yager@comcast.net
Affiliation:

Subject: economic model - socia equity
Comment:

I am seriously concerned by the inequitable inpact of the climte
crisis on our citizens and ask that you please consider these
recomendations for inclusion in the Final Scoping Plan:

- that the State auction 100% of permits under the cap
Pol I uters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free
pernmits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner
energy.

- that the Scoping Plan specify that all auction revenues wll
be used to provide a Dividend to conpensate consuners. Wth
gasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helping
consuners deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use of
auction revenues.

- | support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conmpani es to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. Car bon
Fees can al so provide funding sources for clean technol ogi es,
green jobs, energy efficiency prograns, and nore.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 10:11:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Alexander

Last Name: Clayton

Email Address: AlexRClayton@gmail.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: Carbon Offsets
Comment:

| am pl eased CARB is taking a cautious approach to offsets. Any
of fsets should be limted in nunber and subjected to rigorous
criteria.

I am opposed to providing free offsets to polluters. The polluters
pay principle nust be put into action. | pay to offset ny VMIs, so
why shoul d busi nesses get themfor free? They shouldn’'t — they
shoul d be sold, with the noney fundi ng conservation efforts and
renewabl e energy projects.

| also oppose tradi ng between sources of carbon pollution and
sinks, like forests, that store carbon. The ability of forests to
store carbon should not become a justification for maintaining

hi gher emi ssions of air pollution. W need both 80%  reductions in

donmestic CO2 emi ssions and strong programs to enhance carbon
si nks; we should not “trade” them off against each other

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 17:40:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Timi

Last Name: Most

Email Address; timimost@ix.netcom.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Regarding Scoping Plan
Comment:

California Interfaith Power and Light is an interfaith
environnental mnistry dedicated to working with California's
faith comunity to address the grave threat to humanity and al
Creation posed by global warm ng. CIPL has nore than 500 nenber
congregations in California and is part of a national Interfaith
Power and Light novenment operating in 26 states

In 2006, California Interfaith Power and Light worked for passage
of AB 32. Qur nenber congregations have prevented over 20 nmillion
pounds of carbon di oxi de emi ssions fromentering the atnosphere
t hrough energy efficiency efforts.

California Interfaith Power and Light wants to nmake sure that

i mpl ementation of AB 32 is just, fair, and effective. To that
end, |, Tim Mst as a nmenber of CIPL and Christ Church
Congregation in Portola Valley, urge the Air Resources Board to
enbrace the following elements in its final Scoping Plan and in
any col | aboration between California and the Wstern dinmate
Initiative:

1. Ensure that any plan to distribute carbon emi ssion all owances
and revenues is done in a fair and equitable manner

2. Auction 100% of the all owances and desi gnate revenues to

assi st lowincone people in adapting to AB 32 through energy
efficiency prograns, transportation alternatives, and bill paynent
assi stance. Funds shoul d al so be used for green jobs training and
cl ean energy investnents. ClIPL does not support free gi veaways of
all owances. CIPL's position is that polluters should pay the ful
cost.

4. Ensure that working people can transition to new green jobs,
and that worker retraining is available for that purpose.

5. Gven that the Draft Scoping Plan includes working with the
Western Climate Initiative partners on a cap-and-trade program
ensure that the WCl's scope includes transportation fuels in order
to maintain the environmental integrity of WO and to achieve the
| owest cost econony-w de emi ssions reductions.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
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Comment 18 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ann

Last Name: Schneider

Email Address: Ann.Schneider@sierraclub.org
Affiliation: Sierra Club NationalZero Waste Committee

Subject: Exclude Waste-to-Energy and Landfill Gas in Renewable Energy Standards
Comment:

Hi :

I ran out of tinme in ny 2 mnutes at the m crophone on July 19th
to express the other great concern of the Sierra Cub Nationa
Zero Waste Committee, the possible inclusion of Waste-to-Energy
(WE) and landfill gas to energy (LFGIE) into California's
Renewabl e Energy Standards (RES). | couldn't find a description
of what qualifies, or doesn't, in the draft scoping plan.

Twel ve states alredy exclude WE fromtheir RES and we would Iike
to see California join this list of |eadership states. WE is in
direct conpetition with conposting and recycling. And it is by far
nore beneficial to society to recover materials for reuse,
recycling and conposting than to use themto create energy.

The "Stop Trashing the Cimate" study discussing this issue in
great detail www. stoptrashingtheclimte.org has the ful
report.

As for LFGIE, the Sierra Club is working on new policy so | can't
state that excluding LFGTE is Club policy. But as | said in ny
spoken conments, if there is any chance that the systens needed to
create high enough concentrations of nethane, have additional and
adverse problem of increasing the release of fugitve nethane and
acconpani ed VOCs with HAPS, then until proven one way or another
the inclusion of LFGTE in the RES could be very detrinental to
peopl e living near and downwi nd of landfills and to curbing

gr eenhouse gas emni ssions.

Pl ease feel free to contact ne if you have any questions.
Thank you.

Ann Schnei der
Chair, National Zero Waste Conmittee
Sierra dub

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-20 13:27:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ken

Last Name: Johnson

Email Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Carbon Fee
Comment:

CARB i s eval uating carbon fees as an alternative to cap-and-trade,
but disfavors carbon fees on the grounds that "they provide |ess
certainty in California’s ability to neet specific em ssion
targets, as required under AB 32" (Draft Plan, page 42). However,
carbon fees and cap-and-trade are neither nmutually exclusive nor

i nconpatible policy options. A carbon fee would provide greater
certainty of neeting California’s AB 32 goal, and could

i ncentivize early action in advance of post-2020 regulations, if
it is inplemented as a price floor in the context of cap-and-trade
(i.e., as a reservation price in an allowance auction).

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/21-kenjohnson_2008 07 _22.pdf
Original File Name: KenJohnson 2008 _07_22.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-22 21:19:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Moss

Email Address; steven@moss.net
Affiliation: San Francisco Community Power

Subject: Comment on Inclusion of Low Income Families and Small Businesses in the AB 32 Framework
Comment:

San Franci sco Community Power, www. sfpower.org, is delighted to
submit the attached coments, which focus on enabling vul nerabl e
conmmunities to participate in AB32's cap and trade program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/23-c t_ab32 scoping_plan_comments.doc
Original File Name: C& T AB32 Scoping Plan Comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 17:54:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Patricia

Last Name: Grenfell

Email Address: pgrenfell @yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32
Comment:

Pl ease STRENGTHEN the plan for AB 32.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 19:07:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michagl

Last Name: Ho

Email Address; aaronkwik@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: California needs to focus on Global Warming
Comment:

W need nore Zero-Emi ssion Vehicles in the market. As we've seen
in the increase in hybrid buyers & decrease in SW buyers,
consuners want to nove away fromthe high prices, & ZEVs could do
the job! Require car conpanies to sell hundreds of thousands of
them instead of the current small nunber. Furthernore, change
how | ands are bei ng devel oped so people would have to drive |ess
di stances. Thank you.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 21:10:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Philip

Last Name: Liberman

Email Address: philipliberman@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Comments
Comment:

* Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid

| owi ncome consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not
link our programto any states w th weaker enission standards.

* | nclude stronger neasures to reformland use planning in ways
that reduce vehicle miles travel ed.

* Pronmote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation
(CCA), which lets communities pool their buying power to
generate cl ean power.

* Mandate that auto conpani es sell hundreds of thousands of
Zer o- Emi ssi on Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposed
| evel of 7500 ZEVs.

* Put Zero Waste front and center: increase recycling by

busi nesses, mandate building facilities to conpost all green

waste, and require producers to take responsibility for the
end-of -life disposition of their products.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 21:31:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Yichuan

Last Name: Pan

Email Address: ypanl@sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Please Promot Plant-Based Diet
Comment:

After reading the dimte Change Draft Scoping Plan - a framework
for change, | ampleased that the state | eadership is conmmitted
for the state of California to once again play a leading role in
addressi ng global warnm ng and clinate change.

However, | am puzzled by the fact that the contribution of the

|l ivestock sector to greenhouse gas enissions and gl obal warming is
| argely wat ered down. For exanple, on your web-page, Air Pollution
and What You Can Do/ Fifty Things You Can Do/, | could not even
find one thing related to the benefits of keeping a plant-based or
vegetarian diet.

| question the presentation of the pie-chart on page 7 of the

Pl an. According to a report published by the United Nations Food
and Agriculture Oganization in 2006(1)(2), the livestock sector
wor | dwi de gener ates nore greenhouse gas emi ssions as nmeasured in
CO2 equival ent than transportation. When enissions fromland use
and | and use change are included, the |ivestock sector accounts
for 9 percent of CO2 deriving fromhunman-rel ated activities, but
produces a much | arger share of even nore harnful greenhouse
gases. It generates 65 percent of human-rel ated nitrous oxide,

whi ch has 296 times d obal VWarming Potential (GAP) of CO2. Mbst of
this comes frommanure. And it accounts for respectively 37 percent
of all human-induced nethane (23 tines GAP of CO2), which is

| argely produced by the digestive systemof rum nants, and 64
percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain.
Pr oduci ng one pound of neat requires 16 pounds of grains, and nuch
energy is required for aninmal food preparation and transportation

Therefore, | would appreciate if you could recalculate the data to
include all these effects of the |livestock sector, and regenerate
the pie-chart on page 7. | feel that only in this way the

contribution of the livestock industry to global warmng is
correctly presented.

The 37 million residents of California consume a huge quantity of
meat per day that results in a lot of greenhouse gas enissions. |If
a large part or all of our residents adopt plant-based diet, the
greenhouse gas emissions will be cut tremendously. Besides,
converting to a plant-based diet is an action that every honored
citizen can take, with no requirenment of new technol ogy that yet
to be invented. Nobel Prize laureate, the chair of the
I ntergovernnmental Panel on Cimate Change (I PCC), plead for people
around the world to tane their carnivorous inpulses and stay away
frommeat in order to save our planet(3). And, experts pronoted a
pl ant - based diet not only to fight global warmng, but to benefit
public health as well (4).
We are at an urgent time, so urgent actions are necessary. Pl ease
revise the Plan to nore neaningfully reflect the contribution of
the livestock industry to global warmng, and to include plans to
pronote pl ant-based diet. The state | eadership can take bold
actions. And the following list includes a few exanples

e To reduce and eventually elimnate subsidies to the



livestock industry. It nakes no sense to use taxpayer’'s noney to
support the neat industry which generates lots of pollution and
causes health problens. |Instead, the noney can be used to support
green food or organic food to benefit the environment and people’'s
heal t h.

* To educate people the benefits of plant-based diet by
runni ng adverti sement or by other neans.

e To mandate that school |unch provides options for
pl ant - based neal s.

Ref er ences:

1. http://ww. fao. or g/ newsr ooni en/ news/ 2006/ 1000448/ i ndex. ht ni

(Livestock a major threat to environnent)

2. http://ww.fao. org/docrep/ 010/ a0701e/ a0701e00. ht m (LI VESTOCK' S

LONG SHADOW

3. http://afp.google.comarticl el ALeqVbi | VBKZpOUA9Hz3Xc2u- 61nDl r woQ
(Lifestyl e changes can curb clinmate change: |1PCC chief)

4. http://ww. cnn. conf 2007/ TECH sci ence/ 11/ 12/ gl obal . war m ng. di et. ap/ i ndex. ht ni
(Experts pronote the global warning diet)
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Original File Name:
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No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Marilyn

Last Name: Jasper

Email Address: mjasper@accessbee.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 CA Global Warming SOLUTIONS Act-2006
Comment:

First, polluters nust be nandated to reduce their enissions of
any greenhouse gases to the | owest |evels possible; emssion
standards nust not be linked to prograns in other states.
Enforcenment for violations nmust be well funded as well as swft,
strict, consistent and final, with repeat offenders receiving
exponentially stronger penalties. After x nunber of offenses
(single digit), polluters nust be banned/restricted from
continuing the polluting activity. Connected to this, al
pol luters nmust pay for their emnissions contribution to greenhouse
gases.

Land use planning nmust be severely reforned with reduction of
vehicle miles travel ed given top consideration. Sprawing
devel opnents with little-to-no, or inadequate, public
transportation nust not be allowed. If jurisdictions insist on
al | owi ng such devel opments, their portion of state funding nust be
curtail ed accordingly.

In the "40's and '50's, fanmilies lived well in hones that
were under 1,500 square feet (see ol der nei ghborhoods in downt own
Sacramento, for exanple). A 2,000 plus square foot hone, or
| arger McMansion, with vaulted ceilings and huge cubic feet of
interior space requiring heating and cooling nmust be di scouraged
to reduce energy consunption or pay a prem um building fee. Solar
panel s, insulation, etc., may help, but the resources used to
construct such nonoliths nust be factored in considering any
devel opnent incentives or fees.

Zero Waste, with convenient and prom nent recycling, nust be
implenented in all communities. Al producers nust take
responsibility for end-of-life disposition (including
pharmaceuti cal s, packaged food nmanufacturers, clothing
manuf acturers, etc.).

CARB nust error on the side of stronger, rather than weaker,
requirenents to solve global warnming inpacts. Once resolved, if
necessary, regulations can always be eased, but a bold effort is
needed now.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 07:06:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Srilata

Last Name: Thirunagari

Email Address: srilata.t@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Reduce Global Warming the fastest way
Comment:

The fastest way to reduce global warnming is to eat vegetarian
Nuner ous studi es have shown that neat eating is the culprit to
qui ckly using up the Mdther Earth's resources eg. land, water etc.
There is trenmendous energy, resources and food used for raising
cattle, pigs etc. Instead these can be spent in a nore efficient
way to feed the hungry by feeding grain directly to the starving
people of the world. Other reasons for eating vegetarian are
conpassi on towards aninmals, health, noral reasons etc. "No ani nal
has to die in order for one to live" a fanmous vegan once said. A
united nations study has proved that by eating vegetarina we can
reduce 80% of gl obal warnming. Let's introdus a carbon tax on neat
and cut down on neat subsidies so at least folks will buy |ess
meat and start eating nore vegetables and fruits. O her useful
links are: http://ww. goveg. conm environnent - gl obal war m ng. asp
http://ww. goveg. conl envi ronnment . asp

http://al.godsdirectcontact. org/your_food/

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 09:48:35
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Comment 27 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kim

Last Name: Floyd

Email Address: kimffloyd@fastmail.fm
Affiliation:

Subject: Make Polluters Pay
Comment:

- Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid | ow i ncone
consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not |ink our
programto any states with weaker em ssion standards.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 11:45:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Rebecca

Last Name: Martin

Email Address: iamwhatyam@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Suggestion
Comment:

. Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse
gases, using the resulting revenues to pronote cl ean energy and

aid | owincone consuners. Limt sharply and verify any offsets. Do
not link our programto any states with weaker em ssion standards.

. I ncl ude stronger neasures to reformland use planning in
ways that reduce vehicle mles travel ed.

Pronmot e and enabl e Conmunity Choice Electricity
Aggregatlon (CCA), which lets conmunities pool their buying power
to generate clean power.

Mandat e t hat auto conpani es sell hundreds of thousands of
Zero Enmi ssion Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposed
| evel of 7500 ZEVs.

Put Zero Waste front and center: increase recycling by
bu5|nesses mandat e building facilities to conpost all green

waste, and require producers to take responsibility for the
end-of -life disposition of their products.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 11:59:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Randi

Last Name: Hetrick

Email Address; Livelihood@msn.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Program Design
Comment:

These are excellant proposals and nove toward cl eaner air and
better energy use. M one concern is taxing conpani es based on
carbon enmissions at this tinme. However, business needs to take
the lead in recycling and using nore fuel efficent vehicles.

| amalso in favor of proceeding with devel opi ng nore nucl ear
energy.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 12:20:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Benjamin

Last Name: Etgen

Email Address: etgenb@calweb.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Strengthen Implemention of AB 32
Comment:

I ncl ude stronger neasures to reformland use planning in ways that
reduce vehicle nmles travel ed

Al so make sure that your nodeling of vehicle trips takes into
account the increase in polution fromprivate transportation as
the govenor's transit cuts nake nore people drive.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 12:28:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Littlgohn

Email Address: dlittlejohnl@cox.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid | ow i ncone
consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not |ink our
programto any states with weaker em ssion standards.

I ncl ude stronger neasures to reformland use planning in ways that
reduce vehicle nmles travel ed

Pronote and enabl e Conmunity Choice Electricity Aggregation (CCA),
which I ets comunities pool their buying power to generate clean
power .

Mandat e t hat auto conpani es sell hundreds of thousands of

Zer o- Emi ssi on Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposed

| evel of 7500 ZEVs.

Put Zero Waste front and center: increase recycling by

busi nesses, mandate building facilities to conpost all green

waste, and require producers to take responsibility for the
end-of -life disposition of their products.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 15:33:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Aaron

Last Name: Lehmer

Email Address. aaron@ellabakercenter.org
Affiliation: EllaBaker Center for Human Rights

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments from Ella Baker Center
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached docunent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/35-ab_32 scoping_plan_statement.doc
Original File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Statement.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 16:30:51
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Comment 33 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: William

Last Name: Joyce

Email Address: joycewxyz@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: AB 32 Program Design - Stronger Enforcement
Comment:

Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid | ow i ncone
consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not |ink our
programto any states with weaker em ssion standards.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 17:47:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mary

Last Name: Fullwood

Email Address: maryf@best1.net
Affiliation: Sierra Club, Surfrider

Subject: AB-32
Comment:

While CARB's Draft Scoping Plan includes a nunber of strong
nmeasures, including a call for 33%of electricity to be generated
by cl ean, renewabl e energy by 2020, the draft needs significant
strengthening before it will be up to neeting the chall enge of
conbating gl obal warning. Please consider the follow ng:

- Make polluters pay for their enissions of greenhouse gases,
using the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy. Limt
sharply and verify any offsets. Do not |ink our programto any
states with weaker em ssion standards.

- Include stronger neasures to reformland use planning in ways
that reduce vehicle miles travel ed.

- Pronote and enabl e Comunity Choice Electricity Aggregation
(CCA), which lets communities pool their buying power to generate
cl ean power.

- Mandate that auto conpanies sell hundreds of thousands of

Zer o- Emi ssi on Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014.

- Put Zero Waste front and center: increase recycling by

busi nesses, mandate building facilities to conpost all green
waste, and require producers to take responsibility for the
end-of -life disposition of their products.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
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Comment 35 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Lilian

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: lilian2004@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: add livestock sector to the greenhouse gas sources
Comment:

| was excited for your fast response on the hot issue of gl oba
war mi ng, and encouraged by your efforts.

I woul d suggest adding a livestock sector as one of the greenhouse
gas sources. According to Senior UN Food and Agriculture

Organi zation (FAO official Henning Steinfeld, “Livestock are one
of the nost significant contributors to today’s nost serious

environnental problens ..”, and “Urgent action is required to
renedy the situation.” The reasons include:

1. “ .the livestock sector generates nore greenhouse gas eni ssions
as nmeasured in CO2 equivalent — 18 percent — than transport. It is
al so a mgj or source of |and and water degradation.”

2. “It generates 65 percent of human-rel ated nitrous oxide, which
has 296 tinmes the G obal Warnming Potential (GAP) of CO2. Most of
this comes from manure. And it accounts for respectively 37

percent of all human-induced nmethane (23 tinmes as warmng as CO2),
which is largely produced by the digestive systemof rumi nants, and
64 percent of ammoni a, which contributes significantly to acid
rain.”

3. “Livestock now use 30 percent of the earth’s entire |and
surface, nostly permanent pasture but al so including 33 percent of
the global arable |land used to producing feed for |ivestock, the
report notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is
a major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,
for exanple, sone 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have
been turned over to grazing.”

4. “The livestock business is anong the nost danagi ng sectors to
the earth’s increasingly scarce water resources, contributing
anong ot her things to water pollution, euthropication and the
degeneration of coral reefs. The major polluting agents are ani mal
wast es, antibiotics and hornones, chenicals fromtanneries,
fertilizers and the pesticides used to spray feed crops.

W despread overgrazing di sturbs water cycles, reducing
repl eni shment of above and bel ow ground water resources.
Significant amounts of water are withdrawn for the production of
feed.”

For nore detail information about |ivestock, please click the
bel ow I'i nk: ww. f ao. or g/ newsr ooni en/ news/ 2006/ 1000448.

Li vestock sector is a mmjor greenhouse gas source. Please do not
ignore it. Thanks for your attention

Lilian

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/38-toarb-072908.doc
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Comment 36 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Cheryl

Last Name: McKinney

Email Address: mckinney.public@gmail.com
Affiliation: California Sierra Club

Subject: carbon offsets/ strong standards
Comment:

Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid

| owi ncome consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not
link our programto any states w th weaker enission standards.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 08:01:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Brent

Last Name: Eidson

Email Address: beidson@sandiego.gov
Affiliation: City of San Diego

Subject: Increased costs and inconsistencies with air districts
Comment:

1) There is a potential for sone of the nmeasures (i.e., the carbon
tax) to result in increased construction costs which would
definitely inpact future project budgets. However, it is
currently inpossible to quantify the budgetary inpacts to Capital

| nprovenent Projects.

2) Currently, there is not a consistent approach or sinilar |evel
of engagenent fromthe air districts within the State, and the
Scoping Plan is silent on what their role will be in the

i mpl ement ati on process.
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Original File Name:
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Comment 38 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Zucksworth

Email Address: |lamike05@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: General Comments to Draft Scoping Plan-AB32
Comment:

Enmi ssi ons of Green House Gases:

Make polluters pay for their em ssions of greenhouse gases, using
the resulting revenues to pronote clean energy and aid | ow i ncone
consuners. Linmt sharply and verify any offsets. Do not |ink
California's programto any states with weaker em ssion

st andar ds.

Land Use Pl anni ng:

I ncl ude stronger neasures to reformland use planning in ways that
reduce vehicle nmles travel ed

Cl ean Power and Conmunity Choi ce:

Pronote and enabl e Conmunity Choice Electricity Aggregation (CCA),
which lets conmunities pool their buying power to generate clean
power .

Zer o- Emi ssi on Vechi cl es:

Mandat e that auto conpani es sell hundreds of thousands of

Zer o- Emi ssi on Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, rather than the proposed
| evel of only 7,500 ZEVs.

Green Buil di ng:

Put Zero Waste front and center: increase recycling by

busi nesses, mandate building facilities to conpost all green
waste, and require producers to take responsibility for the
end-of -life disposition of their products.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
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Comment 39 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Molamphy

Email Address: youreyesonlymjm@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Air Pollution control/lobal warming
Comment:

| favor the strongest possible actions to reduce air pollution.
I ncreased use of carpooling, enforced by nore carpool |anes can
have the qui ckest inpact. W nust break the bad habits of the

comruters driving |ong distances, alone, in 2 or 3 ton gas hogs.
Consult the Sirra clubs recommendati ons for appropriate actions.
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Original File Name:
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Comment 40 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Vicki

Last Name: Mayster

Email Address: buman-mayster@sonic.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan - recommendations
Comment:

Dear CARB,

| appreciate your work on the draft AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce
California' s CHGs.

I think you goals for Calif. to increase renewabl e energy and
reduce vehicle niles traveled are particularly inportant. | would
i medi ately use renewabl e energy sources were they nore readily
avai | abl e.

I’ masking you to al so include these recommendations for inclusion
in the Final Scoping Plan:

* Calif. should auction 100% of pernits under the cap. Polluters
shoul d pay for their emnmissions, not be given free pernmits that
subsi di ze coal. This prolongs the transition to cleaner energy,
omet hi ng we cannot aff ord.

* The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues wll
be used to provide a dividend to conpensate consuners for the

hi gher energy and consuner goods prices that have and wil |
continue to cone as we nove to a | owno carbon econony.

Hel pi ng consuners deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best
use of auction revenues, because it will help cenent consuner
political support for this program and keep it novi ng ahead.

* | support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conpanies to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. | know you
will get strong opposition fromnany |arge conpanies and interests
on this. Please inlcude carbon fees to provide funding for clean
technol ogi es, green jobs, energy efficiency prograns, and nore.
Thank you for your attention and concern to these itens.

Si ncerely,

Vi cki Mayster

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 18:03:04
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Comment 41 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Frank

Last Name: Gallivan

Email Address: fgallivan@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Increase Transportation and Land Use Strategies in Scoping Plan
Comment:

* | support CARB's inclusion of better community design and
reduci ng VMI, but the proposed reduction target for |and use and
transportation of 2 million netric tons (MVIN of greenhouse gases
is way too low. The target should be at |least 9-10 MMI

* The plan has omtted critical neasures to create a world
class public transportation system and encourage innovative
congestion-relief progranms that can ease people's commutes while
reduci ng eni ssi ons.

* Rather than adopting a one-size-fits-all approach, CARB
should set firmtargets for regions and authorize regi ons and
localities to choose froma suite of policy tools to achieve the
targets.

* CARB shoul d adopt a series of key policy tools currently
under consideration, including the Indirect Source Rule,

Pay- As- You-Dri ve I nsurance, Congestion Pricing, and Incentive
Programs. These tools will help regions and |localities achieve the
targets while generating revenues to inplenent greenhouse gas
reduction strategi es and prograns.

* The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and
sustain public transportati on and prograns to inprove
transportation efficiency and reduce congestion

* Cities, counties and regions should be given incentives to
conserve forests and working | andscapes that sequester carbon
provi de |l ocal food, reduce wldfire hazard and hel p native plants
and ani mal s adapt to a changing clinate.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 22:02:34
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Comment 42 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Laurie

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: williams.zabel @gmail.com
Affiliation: www.carbonfees.org

Subject: Carbon Fees not cap-and-trade; also Request for Extension
Comment:

My husband, Allan Zabel and | have witten 2 pieces regarding this
i ssue. Please consider our explanations of why carbon fees are
the nore efficient and effective nmarket nechanismin the 2 pieces
bel ow (1) our website at www. carbonfees.org, and (2) our July 11th
editorial, inported below. |In sunmmary, we believe that
cap-and-trade is a flawed strategy for addressing climte change.
The Acid Rain experience does not prove that cap-and-trade is
applicable to clinate change. The two situations are conpletely
di stinguishable. Wth climte change we face the need for massive
new i nfrastructure and i nnovation (as opposed to Acid Rain, where
an easy fuel switch was available); we also have a | ack the

conpr ehensi ve accurate nmonitoring of greenhouse gases that was
avai l abl e for the contami nants of concern in Acid Rain. Finally
Acid Rain did not allow outside offsets. Al of this makes the
applicability of the Acid Rain experience to climate change a

myt h.

Al so attached as a PDF please find a visual explanation of how
carbon fees work, and a request for additional public education
and an extension of the comment period on this issue.

1. Please see our May 4th, 2008 Open Letter to Congress at

www. car bonfees.org. Wiile this is not ained at California and the
AB 32 process, the sane argunents apply. This website al so

provi des additional information on our credentials as public
sector environnental enforcenent attorneys and references for the
argunents that we nake.

2. Please also consider the argunents in the foll owi ng piece:

Cap & Trade - M splaced Confidence (published in California Energy
Circuit on July 11, 2008) which addresses AB 32 and the upconi ng
decision by the California Air Resources Board.

By Laurie WIllians & Allan Zabe

As poles and glaciers nelt, permafrost thaws and oceans acidify
from our ever-increasing greenhouse gas enissions, the question of
whet her a carbon cap-and-trade program or carbon fees woul d provide
swifter, nore equitable and certain emissions reductions is

i ncreasingly urgent. Based on our experience as environnenta
enforcers (including Allan’s experience with cap-and-trade
prograns), we believe that the California Air Resource Board’s
confidence in cap-and-trade is msplaced and that carbon fees
provide the nore effective and efficient path to the goals of AB
32, California’ s landmark climte protection | aw.

As | ong expected, California s recently rel eased AB 32 Draft
Scoping Plan relies heavily on “cap-and-trade” to reduce the
state's significant contributions to gl obal greenhouse gas

em ssions. The draft mininizes the value of a system of “carbon
fees.” The Air Resources Board justifies its preference by calling
cap-and-trade a nore certain route to neeting AB 32’'s requirenent



to reduce California s em ssions 30 percent bel ow “busi ness as
usual ” by 2020

However, cap-and-trade has serious downsides.

Unl ess all cap-and-trade elenents, including offsets, are limted
to systems with accurate enissions neasurenent, the cap on total
em ssions will likely be inflated and cl ai med reductions
exaggerated. Wiile the em ssions of large electrical generating
facilities with continuous em ssion nonitoring systenms can be
accurately tracked, many other sources of em ssions and offsets
cannot be as cl osely nonitored.

If these | ess-accuratel y-nmeasured sources participate, the
integrity of the cap-and-trade programw || be underm ned, as wll
the certainty in reductions that CARB seeks. In addition, even if
the market is limted to facilities with continuous em ssion
monitors, this will create artificial scarcity that is likely to
result in disruptions and unfairness, as initial and future

all ocations of the right to emit are distributed and traded.

A preview of such disruptions was provided by the nanipul ati ons
that created the California energy crisis early in this decade
This potential was al so denonstrated in a recent sinulation at the
University of California at Berkeley's Haas School of Business, in
whi ch students ganed a carbon-tradi ng market for individual gain,

| eading to scarcity and high prices. This potential for market
mani pul ation could contribute to undesirable price volatility. The
resulting lack of price predictability in a cap-and-trade system
(specifically, the lack of certainty that the price of energy from
fossil fuels will exceed the price of green energy) reduces the
incentive for the substantial investnents in the new
infrastructure and innovati on necessary to provide alternative
energy at affordable prices.

The history of cap-and-trade denonstrates the limtations of the
state’ s proposal

The so-called “cap-and-trade” of the federal acid rain programin
no way resenbles the conplex challenge we face in reducing

gr eenhouse gases. Under the program all facilities had nonitors,
so the systemhad the integrity of accurate neasurenent. There was
relatively little trading, particularly outside of any given
corporation and its subsidiaries. Trading in the acid rain program
primarily neant that sone corporations conplied with the gradua
reductions in total sulfur enissions by averagi ng anong several of
their facilities. In addition, there was no significant need for

i nvestments in new technol ogi es or innovation in order to reduce
sul fur. Al that was needed--and what happened--was a “fue

switch” from high-sulfur coal, to the lowsulfur coal found in
Wom ng’' s Powder River Basin.

In contrast, another cap-and-trade programfailed spectacularly in
Los Angel es. Known as RECLAIM (the Regional Clean Air Incentives
Market), it was ainmed at reducing ground | evel ozone. In RECLAIM
despite the presence of nmonitors, an inflated cap del ayed nost

em ssi on reductions for over seven years. At the end of that tineg,
the market collapsed and the necessary control technol ogy was
required by regul ation.

Simlarly, attenpts to design an effective carbon cap-and-trade
system have fail ed under the Kyoto Protocol--a 1997 internationa
accord to cut greenhouse gas enmissions which the U S. never
ratified. Uilities and other sources have underreported their
em ssi ons, purchased flawed offsets, driven up prices, reaped
billions in undeserved profits and generally failed to produce
proni sed enission reductions.

Despite cap-and-trade’s enornmous di sadvantages, it is ardently
supported by two disparate groups. This first consists of those



who stand to profit, whether fromtrading, certifying offsets
and/ or del ayi ng the phase-out of fossil fuels. The second incl udes
those who truly want rapid reductions, but believe that the greater
ef ficiency and transparency of carbon fees is politically

unattai nabl e and/or fail to understand that the vulnerabilities of
cap-and-trade to nmanipul ation and fraud will make the “cap”
illusory.

The advant ages of carbon fees, in contrast, include sinplicity and
transparency. For instance, the U S. Congressional Budget Ofice
stated in its February 2008 report: “A tax on em ssions would be
the nost efficient incentive-based option for reducing enissions
and could be relatively easy to inplenent.” These advant ages
include that it is nmuch easier to effectively trace and i npose a
fee on all fossil fuels at the point of inportation or extraction
than it is to accurately neasure all greenhouse gas eni ssions.

By phasing in gradually increasing carbon fees that would go up
each year until the price of energy nade fromfossil fuels exceeds
the price of clean technol ogies, carbon fees would create the
certainty needed to spur investnent in post-fossil fuel energy
sources. A per-capita rebate of these carbon fees to al

California taxpayers woul d cushion the inpact of higher energy
prices, particularly for low and m ddl e i ncone taxpayers, during
the transition to the post-fossil fuel econony. The relative
certainty provided by escalating carbon fees and the investnents
they would foster are likely to catapult California and the nation
into a | eadership position in green technol ogy and set a roadmap
for the rest of the world on how to nove beyond the ineffective
policy of cap-and-trade.

As CBO acknow edges, the main barrier to the carbon fees approach
is alack of political acceptability. It in turn is based on a

| ack of public education about why carbon fees (and a ban on new
coal -fired power plants w thout sequestration) are our best hope
to save our way of life and | eave a habitabl e biosphere to the
next generation.

By selecting carbon fees to neet AB 32's goal, California could

|l ead the nation in effectively and efficiently addressing clinate
change. Wiile CARB' s draft scoping plan attenpts to support its
preference for cap-and-trade by indicating that it would fit well
wi th expected cap-and-trade prograns by the Western Cinmate
Initiative and the federal governnent, this justification is
unworthy of California' s proud tradition of environnental

| eader shi p.

Only if we discuss the urgency of the problem and the nost
effective solution with friends, fam lies, neighbors and

col | eagues, and ask themto join us in calling and witing our
representatives, can we junp-start the huge outpouring of public
participation necessary to nake carbon fees the acceptable as well
as the wi se choice

--Laurie WIllianms and All an Zabel of www. carbonfees.org wote this
editorial as citizens and parents. In My, the two | awers issued
an open letter to Congress urging |l awrakers to put their efforts
into setting carbon fees in place of a carbon cap-and-trade
program For details about their professional experience and
carbon fees approach, see their website.

3. Attached please find a visual providing a chart to
denonstrates how the certainty that green energy will becone |ess
expensi ve than fossil fuel energy would affect investnent and
affordability. Cap-and-trade cannot deliver this sanme price
certainty and hence will not be as effective in noving us to a
post-fossil fuel econony.

4. REQUEST FOR EXTENSI ON
W believe that an additional period of public education should



occur on the issue of carbon fees vs. cap-and-trade, and that
there should be an additional coment period on this issue prior
to a final decision.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/45-why_carbon_fees work_7-28-08.pdf
Original File Name: Why Carbon Fees Work 7-28-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 22:56:07
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Comment 43 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kari

Last Name: Dohn

Email Address. kdohn@apx.com
Affiliation: Managing Director

Subject: APX Comments on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

conmment s attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/46-apx.comments.carb.7.31.v1.doc
Original File Name: apx.comments.carb.7.31.v1.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 07:59:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: michele

Last Name: perrault

Email Address: michele.perrault@sierraclub.org
Affiliation: citizen and volunteer Sierra Club

Subject: comments on ARB scoping draft
Comment:

Over all the plan is noving in the right direction. | support
the Sierra Club California coments of which | have foll owed and
comrent ed on thier devel opnent. The conemts woul d strenghen the
final plan.

As International Vice Presidnet of the Club | would
particularly point out the ub's concerns in the sections
dealing with cap and trade and concerns for equity interests as
well as hope California will not extend the offsets and trading
internationally at this tinme. | join concenrs as to avoiding
tagreenents for any WCl activities that allow |ooser
requi renents for offsets.

As a citizen involved in ny local town efforts to reduce
enm ssions as well as watching the very |large proposed
devel opnent for the Concord Weapons station | feel that nore can
be done ot foce | ocal governnent and builders to develop in a nore
friendly fashion.

The draft plan needs nore specifics on how industries will be
required to look at alternatives to present high emm ssions. Were
feasabl e there should be consideration of changes needed to
address the carbon emmssions rel eased by products inported into
the state for use by the Califronia consuners especially as they
related to products nmade overseas by Califronia based conpanies

I would Iike to see nore assessnent of the opportunities
provi ded by Comunity Choi ce Aggregation and an increase on
opportunities gained from placing greater priority on zero waste
i ncludding requiring producers to take responsibility for end of
life dispositioin of thier products.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 09:36:55
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Comment 45 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 46 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Fiji

Last Name: George

Email Address: fiji.george@el paso.com
Affiliation: El Paso Corporation

Subject: Comments from El Paso on the DRAFT Scoping Plan
Comment:

El Paso Corporation (El Paso) respectfully subnmits the attached
comments on the dimte Change Draft Scoping Plan a framework for
change (Scoping Plan) rel eased on June 26, 2008.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/49-draft_scoping_plan_el_paso_comments _v5final_.pdf
Original File Name: DRAFT Scoping Plan El Paso Comments_v5final_.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 10:53:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: paula
Last Name: carrell
Email Address: chacocyn@earthlink.net

Affiliation:

Subject: carbon fees

Comment:

Pol luters -- those emtting the greatest anpbunts of carbon and

ot her greenhouse gases -- should pay the price for reducing/ending

their enissions. Polluters Pay nakes sense to ne.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 13:01:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Busch

Email Address: cbusch@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concernced Scientists

Subject: proposed cap-and-trade program
Comment:

Pl ease find attached our comments on the proposed cap-and-trade
program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/51-ucs_program_design_comments_7-31-08.pdf
Original File Name: UCS program design comments 7-31-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 16:18:20
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Comment 49 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Regina

Last Name: Ames

Email Address: reginaames@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Items for the Final Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB,

Thank you for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce
California's GHGs by 2020, especially in setting goals for the
State to increase renewabl e energy and reduce vehicle mles
travel l ed. Pl ease consider these recomendations for inclusion in
the Final Scoping Plan:

- The State should auction 100% of pernits under the cap
Pol I uters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free
pernmits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner
energy.

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues wll
be used to provide a Dividend to conpensate consuners. Wth
gasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helping
consunmers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use of
auction revenues.

- | support CARB' s proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conmpanies to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. Carbon Fees
can al so provide funding sources for clean technol ogi es, green

j obs, energy efficiency progranms, and nore.

Si ncerely,
Regi na Anes

Attachment:
Original File Name:
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Comment 50 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Laurie

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: williams.zabel @gmail.com
Affiliation: www.carbonfees.org

Subject: Supplemental Comment - Cap-and-Trade v Carbon Fees
Comment:

Dear CARB, | wanted to suppl enent ny request for reconsideration of
usi ng Carbon Fees, with the foll ow ng request.

To date CARB has perforned very limted public education on Carbon
Fees as an alternative market mechanismto create the incentives
necessary to transition to a post-fossil fuel econony. | request
that CARB create a comittee to plan and conduct fair and bal anced
public education on the choice between Cap-and-Trade and Carbon

Fees. | amalso requesting that you consider including ny
husband, Allan Zabel and nyself on this committee.
Foll owi ng a period of public education on this choice, | request

that you conduct a period of additional public comment on this
choice. This is too inportant a question to go forward w thout
meani ngf ul public education and involvenent. | believe that this
peri od of additional public education, involvenent and public
conment can proceed during the next year, while other AB 32 early
actions are undertaken, and thus will not lead to a delay in the
em ssions reductions nmandated by AB 32. As you nmay be aware
studi es by both the Congressional Budget O fice and the

Congr essi onal Research Service have found that Carbon fees (al so
referred to as Carbon Taxes) have found that Carbon Fees woul d be
an effective market nmechanism These studi es have al so noted
significant problems with the Cap-and-Trade approach

Thank you for your consideration.
Laurie WIllians (510) 390-4224
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Comment 51 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: richard

Last Name: dickinson

Email Address; radskier@hotmail.com
Affiliation: Water and Power Associates, Inc.

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

Mary Nichols, Chairperson July 30, 2008
California Air Resources Board

1001 | Street, P.O Box 2815

Sacranent o, CA 95812

Janes ol dstene, Executive Director
California Air Resources Board
1001 | Street, P.O Box 2815
Sacranent o, CA 95812

Conments on the
California Cinmate Change Draft Scoping Pl an
June 2008 Di scussion Draft

The Los Angel es Water and Power Associates (not to be confused
with the City of Los Angel es Departnment of Water and Power) is
pl eased to of fer comments on the above titled Scoping Plan. The
Los Angel es Water and Power Associates, Inc. (Associates) is a
nonprofit, independent, private organization, incorporated inl971
to informand educate its nmenbers, public officials and the
general public on critical water and energy issues affecting the
citizens of Los Angeles, Southern California and the State of
California. |Its nenbership of approxinately 300 is conprised of
representatives fromprivate industry, education, nunicipa
servi ce and medi a.

The Associates comments are general in nature and are provided to
i nvoke reasoned thought and a thorough devel opnent, on a rationa
basis, of future proposals to address climte change. W believe
Assenbly Bill 32 goals to reach 1990 greenhouse gas emi ssion

| evel s by 2020 are achievable with the participation of a
responsi bl e energy community.

The Associates believe that the reliability of the California
electric system e.g. the ability to provide electric energy when
and where it is required, needs to be fully vetted in this Scoping
Plan. The displacenment of the energy from base-|oaded power
generation facilities with renewabl e energy can and is being
acconpl i shed. The closure or divestiture of base | oaded
facilities is possible, but you nust fully anal zye the effects on
systemreliability? “Traditional” base-loaded facilities have the
ability to provide capacity, which is the ability to provide the
energy when it is needed “to keep the lights on.” Mst forns of
renewabl e energy do not have that attribute. The Cap and Trade
proposal does not address reliability, and energy efficiency and
conservation will only increnmentally help to reduce the need for
capacity. Are new forns of energy storage, backup facilities or
ot her proposals on the horizon to provide the capacity? A robust
electric systemthat will neet the objectives of AB 32, at



reasonabl e custoner rates, will need to be valued in the economic
and eni ssion benefit nodels. The Scoping Plan needs to address
the reliability of California’s electric systemto insure the
continued high level of service that Californian’ s have been
accustoned to.

The Associ ates reconmend that the Scoping Plan assess the issue of
fuel switching by Sector. As in all planning efforts, it is
prudent to anticipate that not all Sectors identified in the
Scoping Plan will achieve the goals of AB 32 in the envisioned
time frane. Sonme Sectors may achieve their allocation by fue

swi tching, such as through electrification, thereby increasing the
requirenents on the retail electricity providers. This shift to
electricity, while providing substantial benefits, could strain a
utility's ability to achieve its eni ssion reduction goal
Addressing the potential burden that fuel sw tching by Sector wll
pl ace on electric utilities, in conjunction with addressing the
reliability of California's electric system wll be integral to

t he success of the plan.

The Associ ates support energy efficiency and conservation
prograns, and we believe that they will continue to be
cornerstones in reducing future energy requirenents and reducing
the need for new power plants. The Associates offer the follow ng
comments as a neans to achi eve the expectations of energy

ef ficiency and conservation. Mst of these programs are in place
and continue to be expanded. They are, however, possibly the
softest and nost unreliable elenments in the draft. Energy
efficiency and conservation prograns are really a “power plant”.
As such, they should be operated and nmi ntained just as you woul d
any other power plant. Once upfront funds are expended on
specific projects, nechanisns need to be in place, including funds
and staff, to ensure that the expected results are being nmet and
nost inportantly being maintai ned. The expected results need to
be verified and not taken for granted based on industry norns or
nane plate values. |If the Scoping Plan is to rely on these
prograns to produce continued long termresults, then they deserve
attention and accountability, including ongoing audits, to ensure
their success.

The Associates believe that publicly owned electric utilities that
have vertically integrated electric systens are uni quely positioned
to make deci sions on how best to achieve the goals of AB 32. This
can be acconplished through inplenentati on of prograns identified
in the Scoping Plan (aggressive RPS prograns, purchasing of |ess
CGHG enmitting energy to displace existing resources) while
maintaining reliability. However, the inplementation of the Cap
and Trade programcould be the nost critical elenent that will

af fect the success or failure of achieving the goal. It is our
belief that the proceeds froman auction nust be returned to the
utility that purchased the credits. Any other distribution would
be no better than a redistribution of nonies to others and woul d
jeopardize/frustrate the utility' s ability to fund the prograns
necessary to achieve the GHG reduction goals. It could be a

wi ndfall for some and a disaster for others. Estimtes of the
potential for msdirected nonies could exceed several hundreds of
mllions of dollars per year and potentially add significantly to
its customers’ electric bill. Finally, if a Cap and Trade program
is necessary to achieve the desired results, then the Associ ates
woul d support the West wi de approach, in lieu of a California only
approach, as identified in the Scoping Plan. Cap and Trade
paraneters and all related assunptions need to be thoroughly
studi ed and expl ai ned because they coul d produce serious
uni nt ended consequences for the public.

In conjunction with a proposed Cap and Trade program the “first
deliverer” approach to determ ne the carbon reduction requirenents
for publicly owned vertically integrated utilities is not an
appropriate neans to deternmine the type of energy that will be
used in California (California only programj. |If reductions in



carbon are required by a specific utility, then it should be up to
that utility to nake the decision on the type of energy and source
that will be needed to nmeet their obligations. They will nmake an
i nformed assessnent of their needs that will minimnmze the costs to
their customers, and nake decisions accordingly. However,
California s investor owned utilities are different in that they
di vested of nobst of their electric power generating facilities as
part of the State’ s deregul ati on process. They now purchase a
substantial portion of their energy requirenents fromthe

whol esal e market and nmay not know for certain the source of their
energy. Therefore, to resolve potential conflicts, it may be
appropriate to devel op a separate tracking systemto all ow
publicly owned utilities to use a “retail provider” approach for
the nmeans to determine their carbon reduction requirenents. And,
as appropriate, establish a separate nethodol ogy for privately
owned utilities to track their carbon reduction requirenents.

The draft plan recognizes the high use of energy for punping and
conveyi ng water throughout California. Wth the shortages of
water in the west and a renewed interest in reclained water, the
draft plan also needs to assess the increased use of energy for
reclainmed water. Most facilities that will be used for processing
reclaimed water are located at the down stream end of nost
collection systens. Since these systens operate nainly by gravity
flow, any new reclamation facilities will require significant
energy resources for their processes and for placenent back into
the water delivery system

I n concl usion, The Associ ates support the efforts of the
California Air Resources Board in devel oping a conprehensive plan
to address dinmate Change and hope our comments will be hel pful in
your efforts. The electricity sector has an inportant role in
achi eving the goals of AB 32 and with appropriate consideration
for the unique attributes of each utility, whether public or
private, Californians can | ook to a brighter future.

Si ncerely,

Ri chard Di ckinson
Pr esi dent,
Los Angel es Water and Power Associates, |nc.
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Comment 52 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Helen

Last Name: yang

Email Address: taotaom@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Livestock a major threat to environment
Comment:

According to a new report published by the United Nations Food and
Agriculture Organi zation, the livestock sector generates nore

gr eenhouse gas em ssions as neasured in CO2 equivalent jV 18
percent iV than transport. It is also a major source of |and and
wat er degradati on.

Says Henning Steinfeld, Chief of FAG|s Livestock Infornmation and
Pol i cy Branch and senior author of the report: j8Livestock are one
of the nobst significant contributors to todayj}|s npbst serious
environnental problens. Urgent action is required to renmedy the
situation.j”

Wth increased prosperity, people are consuning nore neat and
dairy products every year. d obal neat production is projected to
nore than double from229 nillion tonnes in 1999/2001 to 465
mllion tonnes in 2050, while mlk output is set to clinb from 580
to 1043 million tonnes.

Long shadow

The gl obal livestock sector is growi ng faster than any ot her
agricultural sub-sector. It provides livelihoods to about 1.3
billion people and contri butes about 40 percent to gl oba

agricultural output. For many poor farmers in devel oping countries
livestock are also a source of renewable energy for draft and an
essential source of organic fertilizer for their crops.

But such rapid growth exacts a steep environnental price,
according to the FAO report, Livestockij|s Long Shadow

i VEnvi ronnental |ssues and Options. j8The environnmental costs per
unit of livestock production nust be cut by one half, just to
avoid the | evel of danmage worseni ng beyond its present level,|” it
war ns.

When enissions fromland use and | and use change are included, the
livestock sector accounts for 9 percent of CO2 deriving from
human-rel ated activities, but produces a nuch |arger share of even
nmore harnful greenhouse gases. It generates 65 percent of

human-rel ated nitrous oxide, which has 296 tinmes the d oba

Warmi ng Potential (GAP) of CO2. Most of this conmes from manure.

And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of all human-induced
nmet hane (23 times as warnming as CO2), which is largely produced by
the digestive system of rum nants, and 64 percent of ammonia, which
contributes significantly to acid rain.

Li vestock now use 30 percent of the earthj;s entire |and surface,
nostly permanent pasture but al so including 33 percent of the

gl obal arable | and used to producing feed for |ivestock, the

report notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is
a major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,
for exanple, sone 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have



been turned over to grazing.
Land and wat er

At the sane tinme herds cause wi de-scale | and degradation, with
about 20 percent of pastures considered as degraded through
overgrazi ng, conpaction and erosion. This figure is even higher in
the dryl ands where inappropriate policies and i nadequate |ivestock
managenent contribute to advancing desertification

The livestock business is anbng the nost damagi ng sectors to the
earthj|s increasingly scarce water resources, contributing anong
other things to water pollution, euthropication and the
degeneration of coral reefs. The major polluting agents are ani mal
wast es, antibiotics and hornones, chemicals fromtanneries,
fertilizers and the pesticides used to spray feed crops.

W despread overgrazing di sturbs water cycles, reducing
repl eni shment of above and bel ow ground wat er resources.
Significant anounts of water are withdrawn for the production of

f eed.

Li vestock are estinmated to be the main inland source of
phosphorous and nitrogen contamination of the South China Sea,
contributing to biodiversity loss in marine ecosystens.

Meat and dairy ani mals now account for about 20 percent of all
terrestrial aninmal bionmass. Livestockj|s presence in vast tracts
of land and its demand for feed crops also contribute to

bi odi versity loss; 15 out of 24 inportant ecosystem services are
assessed as in decline, with livestock identified as a culprit.

Sour ce: fao. org

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 22:04:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Morgan

Last Name: Putham

Email Address: putnam@caltech.edu
Affiliation:

Subject: Reducing Financial Risk: The Advantage of a Carbon Tax
Comment:

To whomit nay concern

| understand that there are both

pros and cons to carbon tax and carbon cap and trade pl ans.
However, based upon ny under graduate education in chenica

engi neering and nmy graduate education in photovoltaics (solar
cells), | strongly suspect that a carbon tax would provide a nuch
nore stable pathway to AB 32's goal of a 20% reduction in carbon
di oxi de emi ssions from 1990 | evels by 2020.

One of the

| argest challenges that | see facing the renewabl e energy
industries is the size and tinme scale of the financial investnents
needed. To clarify this point, | would like to briefly discuss the
Gsilicon shortageO that has been present in the solar industry
since 2004. The Gsilicon shortageOis not a result of a shortage
of cheap silicon in the earthGs crust, but rather the shortage

exi sts because plants that purify silicon are not being built fast
enough to nmeet the increased demand for purified silicon. Wile it
m ght seem odd that conpani es would be hesitant to provide raw
materials for an industry that has grown over 40 % each of the
past five years, one must keep in mnd that a plant to purify
silicon is an investnment on the order of $100 million dollars.
Additionally, it takes three years to build a plant. This is a
typical cost and tine-scale for a |arge-scale chenica

purification plant; confer plant costs and tine scales in the oi
and gas industry. Consequently, for conpanies to risk $100
mllion in a silicon purification plant, they need to know t hat
they will be able to sell their purified silicon, not this year or
next year, but three years fromnow and every year thereafter for
ten to fifteen years. Undoubtedly then, there is a substantial
amount of risk in such an investment. | believe this is the
reason why a Gsilicon shortageO continues to exist in the solar

i ndustry.

Thus a key challenge for a carbon nmitigation

systemis the reduction of financial risk for large capita

i nvestnments. Reducing this risk requires creating a system where
the cost of enitting carbon dioxide five, ten and fifteen years
fromnowis predictable with some | evel of accuracy. Intuitively,
it seems to me that a carbon tax will be able to neet this
chal l enge with greater success than a carbon cap and trade system
and it is for this reason that | urge you to consider how well the
systemthat you choose will be able to nmeet this inportant
chal | enge

Lastly, | would like thank you for your tine
and for granting the public the opportunity to offer
i nput,



Si ncerely,

Mor gan
Put nam

Mor gan Put nam

Ph. D.

Candi dat e

Chemi cal Engi neering
California Institute of
Technol ogy

B.S. Chenical Engineering, Cornell University

2005
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Comment 54 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Lucy

Last Name: Li

Email Address: lightligd@yahoo.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Change diet to vegetarian for reducing greenhouse gas

Comment:

We should stop to raising animals, stop to kill them and stop to

eat their nmeats for our health and save the planet.

Accordi ng Food and agriculture Organization of United Nation
livestock is a najor threat to environnment. Livestock generates 65
percent of human-rel ated nitrous oxide, which has 296 tinmes the

d obal Warming Potential (GAP) of CO2. Most of this conmes from
manur e. And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of al

human-i nduced nmethane (23 tines as warm ng as CQ2), which is

| argely produced by the digestive systemof ruminants, and 64
percent of anmmoni a, which contributes significantly to acid rain.
Li vestock use 30 percent of the earth’s entire land surface, nostly
per manent pasture but also including 33 percent of the globa
arabl e I and used to producing feed for livestock, the report

notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is a
maj or driver of deforestation, especially in Latin Arerica where,
for exanple, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have
been turned over to grazing. For nore information, please refer to
t hese websites:

htt p://ww. ecof oodprint.org/climate. htni

htt p: //ww. fao. or g/ newsr oont en/ news/ 2006/ 1000448/ i ndex. ht

Eating neats cause a |l ot of diseases, such as cancer, heart

di sease, nmad cow di sease, bird flu, etc., whil e vegetarian diet
is safe, health, and econonic. Vegetarian kids have higher |G
than their classmates; vegetarians live, on average, six to ten
years |longer than neat-eaters; fifty percent less likely to
devel op heart disease and cancer. For nore infornmation, please
refer to the bel ow websites
http://al.godsdirectcontact. org/your_ food

http://ww. vegsource. com

http://ww. vrg.org

http://ww. vegsoc. org

Thanks for your hard worKk!
Si ncerely

Lucy Li
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Comment 55 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: McDonough

Email Address: karen.mcdonough@sanjoseca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: City of San Jose Comment
Comment:

Funding for climte change prograns are very linited due to severe
budget shortages. One potential option is to investigate the
opportunity to support an anendnent addi ng clinmate change
activities as a Prop 218 user fee exenption simlar to other vita
services to the comunities such as waste water and water services
This would help cities obtain | ong-termfunding for essenti al
services that affect our entire comunity.

Ensure that past efforts by cities and current reporting protocols
can be reconciled so that earlier reduction efforts are not |ost.
There is a concern that data prior to 2005 nmay use different
nmetrics that need conversion.
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Comment 56 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Allan

Last Name: Zabvel

Email Address: williams.zabel @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Carbon Fees not cap-and-trade; also Request for Extension
Comment:

My wife, Laurie WIllians and | have witten 2 pieces regarding this
i ssue. Please consider our explanations of why carbon fees are the
nore efficient and effective market nechanismin the 2 pieces bel ow
(1)our website at www. carbonfees.org, and (2) our July 11th
editorial, inported below. |In sunmmary, we believe that
cap-and-trade is a flawed strategy for addressing climte change.

The Acid Rain experience does not prove that cap-and-trade is
applicable to clinate change. The two situations are conpletely
di stinguishable. Wth clinmate change we face the need for massive
new i nfrastructure and innovation (as opposed to Acid Rain, where
an easy fuel switch was available); we also have a | ack the

conpr ehensi ve accurate nmonitoring of greenhouse gases that was
avai l abl e for the contaminants of concern in Acid Rain. Finally
Acid Rain did not allow outside offsets. Al of this makes the
applicability of the Acid Rain experience to climate change a

myt h.

Al so attached as a PDF please find a visual explanation of how
carbon fees work, and a request for additional public education
and an extension of the comment period on this issue.

1. Please see our May 4th, 2008 Open Letter to Congress at

www. car bonfees.org. Wiile this is not ainmed at California and the
AB 32 process, the sane argunents apply. This website al so

provi des additional information on our credentials as public
sector environnental enforcenent attorneys and references for the
argunents that we nake.

2. Please also consider the argunents in the foll owi ng piece:

Cap & Trade - M spl aced Confidence (published in California Energy
Crcuit on July 11, 2008) which addresses AB 32 and the upconi ng
decision by the California Air Resources Board.

By Laurie WIllians & Allan Zabe

As poles and glaciers nelt, permafrost thaws and oceans acidify
from our ever-increasing greenhouse gas enissions, the question of
whet her a carbon cap-and-trade program or carbon fees woul d provide
swifter, nore equitable and certain emissions reductions is

i ncreasingly urgent. Based on our experience as environnenta
enforcers (including Allan's experience with cap-and-trade
prograns), we believe that the California Air Resource Board's
confidence in cap-and-trade is msplaced and that carbon fees
provide the nore effective and efficient path to the goals of AB
32, California's landmark climte protection | aw.

As long expected, California' s recently released AB 32 Draft
Scoping Plan relies heavily on "cap-and-trade" to reduce the
state's significant contributions to gl obal greenhouse gas

em ssions. The draft mininizes the value of a system of "carbon
fees." The Air Resources Board justifies its preference by calling



cap-and-trade a nore certain route to neeting AB 32's requirenent
to reduce California's em ssions 30 percent bel ow "busi ness as
usual " by 2020

However, cap-and-trade has serious downsides.

Unl ess all cap-and-trade elenents, including offsets, are limted
to systens with accurate em ssions neasurenent, the cap on tota
em ssions will likely be inflated and cl ai med reductions
exaggerated. Wiile the em ssions of large electrical generating
facilities with continuous emni ssion nonitoring systens can be
accurately tracked, many other sources of em ssions and offsets
cannot be as closely nonitored.

If these | ess-accuratel y-neasured sources participate, the
integrity of the cap-and-trade programw || be underm ned, as wll
the certainty in reductions that CARB seeks. In addition, even if
the market is limted to facilities with continuous em ssion
nmonitors, this will create artificial scarcity that is likely to
result in disruptions and unfairness, as initial and future

all ocations of the right to emt are distributed and traded.

A preview of such disruptions was provided by the nanipul ati ons
that created the California energy crisis early in this decade
This potential was al so denonstrated in a recent sinulation at the
University of California at Berkeley's Haas School of Business, in
whi ch students ganed a carbon-tradi ng market for individual gain,

| eading to scarcity and high prices. This potential for market
mani pul ation could contribute to undesirable price volatility. The
resulting lack of price predictability in a cap-and-trade system
(specifically, the lack of certainty that the price of energy from
fossil fuels will exceed the price of green energy) reduces the
incentive for the substantial investnents in the new
infrastructure and innovati on necessary to provide alternative
energy at affordable prices.

The history of cap-and-trade denonstrates the limtations of the
state's proposal

The so-called "cap-and-trade" of the federal acid rain programin
no way resenbles the conplex challenge we face in reducing
greenhouse gases. Under the program all facilities had nonitors,
so the systemhad the integrity of accurate neasurenent. There was
relatively little trading, particularly outside of any given
corporation and its subsidiaries. Trading in the acid rain program
primarily neant that sone corporations conplied with the gradua
reductions in total sulfur emnissions by averagi ng anong several of
their facilities. In addition, there was no significant need for

i nvestments in new technol ogi es or innovation in order to reduce
sul fur. Al that was needed--and what happened--was a "fue

switch" from high-sulfur coal, to the lowsulfur coal found in
Wom ng' s Powder River Basin.

In contrast, another cap-and-trade programfailed spectacularly in
Los Angel es. Known as RECLAIM (the Regional Clean Air Incentives
Market), it was ained at reducing ground |l evel ozone. |In RECLAI M
despite the presence of nmonitors, an inflated cap del ayed nost

em ssion reductions for over seven years. At the end of that tine,
the market collapsed and the necessary control technol ogy was
requi red by regul ation.

Simlarly, attenpts to design an effective carbon cap-and-trade
system have failed under the Kyoto Protocol--a 1997 internationa
accord to cut greenhouse gas enissions which the U S. never
ratified. Uilities and other sources have underreported their
em ssi ons, purchased flawed of fsets, driven up prices, reaped
billions in undeserved profits and generally failed to produce
proni sed enission reductions.

Despite cap-and-trade's enornmous di sadvantages, it is ardently



supported by two disparate groups. This first consists of those
who stand to profit, whether fromtrading, certifying offsets

and/ or del aying the phase-out of fossil fuels. The second i ncludes
those who truly want rapid reductions, but believe that the greater
ef ficiency and transparency of carbon fees is politically

unattai nabl e and/or fail to understand that the vulnerabilities of
cap-and-trade to mani pul ation and fraud will make the "cap"
illusory.

The advant ages of carbon fees, in contrast, include sinplicity and
transparency. For instance, the U S. Congressional Budget Ofice
stated in its February 2008 report: "A tax on em ssions would be
the nost efficient incentive-based option for reducing enissions
and could be relatively easy to inplenent." These advant ages
include that it is nuch easier to effectively trace and i npose a
fee on all fossil fuels at the point of inportation or extraction
than it is to accurately neasure all greenhouse gas eni ssions.

By phasing in gradually increasing carbon fees that would go up
each year until the price of energy nmade fromfossil fuels exceeds
the price of clean technol ogies, carbon fees would create the
certainty needed to spur investnent in post-fossil fuel energy
sources. A per-capita rebate of these carbon fees to al

California taxpayers woul d cushion the inmpact of higher energy
prices, particularly for low and m ddl e i ncone taxpayers, during
the transition to the post-fossil fuel econony. The relative
certainty provided by escalating carbon fees and the investnents
they would foster are likely to catapult California and the nation
into a | eadership position in green technol ogy and set a roadmap
for the rest of the world on how to nove beyond the ineffective
policy of cap-and-trade.

As CBO acknow edges, the main barrier to the carbon fees approach
is alack of political acceptability. It in turn is based on a

| ack of public education about why carbon fees (and a ban on new
coal -fired power plants w thout sequestration) are our best hope
to save our way of life and | eave a habitabl e biosphere to the
next generation.

By selecting carbon fees to neet AB 32's goal, California could

|l ead the nation in effectively and efficiently addressing clinate
change. Wiile CARB's draft scoping plan attenpts to support its
preference for cap-and-trade by indicating that it would fit well
with expected cap-and-trade prograns by the Western Cinmate
Initiative and the federal governnment, this justification is
unworthy of California's proud tradition of environnental

| eader shi p.

Only if we discuss the urgency of the problem and the nost
effective solution with friends, famlies, neighbors and

col I eagues, and ask themto join us in calling and witing our
representatives, can we junp-start the huge outpouring of public
participation necessary to nake carbon fees the acceptable as well
as the wi se choice

--Laurie WIlliams and All an Zabel of www. carbonfees.org wote this
editorial as citizens and parents. In May, the two | awers issued
an open letter to Congress urging | awrakers to put their efforts
into setting carbon fees in place of a carbon cap-and-trade
program For details about their professional experience and
carbon fees approach, see their website.

3. Attached please find a visual providing a chart to
denonstrates how the certainty that green energy will becone |ess
expensi ve than fossil fuel energy would affect investnent and
affordability. Cap-and-trade cannot deliver this sanme price
certainty and hence will not be as effective in noving us to a
post-fossil fuel econony.

4. REQUEST FOR EXTENSI ON



We believe that an additional period of public education should
occur on the issue of carbon fees vs. cap-and-trade, and that
there should be an additional coment period on this issue prior
to a final decision.
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Comment 57 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Garrett

Last Name: Fitzgerald

Email Address: gfitzgerald@oaklandnet.com
Affiliation: City of Oakland

Subject: Comments on Program Design
Comment:

Bel ow are comments fromthe City of Qakland specific to Proram
Design related to the Draft Scoping Plan. These conments were al so
included in the City of OGakland's letter subnmtted to the CGenera
Comment s section of this website.

1. Economic Analysis on Low I ncone Communities Needed

The Pl an references an econonic anal ysis bei ng conducted of
potential inpacts on | owinconme communities due for release in
Sunmer 2008. The City of Cakland are very interested in this
anal ysis and the potential inmpacts of the Plan on | owincone
resi dents of our comunity. In particular, we are interested in
eval uations of the potential cost inpacts that nmay be passed to
resi dents/consuners through electricity and fuel surcharges, along
with any programmuatic fees that m ght be |evied through other
avenues. W have significant concerns that |owincone residents
may be di sproportionately affected by these costs due to
relatively low ability to pay, and urge that specific actions be
taken to help offset these disproportionate effects.

2. Revenues Should be Invested via Local Governments to
Cost-Effectively Reduce Additional GHGs, Increase Resilience to
Cimte Change, and Green California s Econony

Page 45

We strongly support the suggestion that a portion of program
revenues should be invested in the formof “funding or other
incentives to |local governnents for well-designed | and-use

pl anning and infrastructure projects [that] can do nuch to

di scourage | ong commutes and encourage wal ki ng, bicycling and use
of transit.” Local governnents, working independently and in

col l aboration with regional partners, have significant |everage in
fostering vehicle trip reductions, a critical conponent to reducing
transportation-related GHG emi ssions. Reducing vehicle niles
travel ed throughout the state will be critical not only to
achieving the AB 32 goals but also the Governor’'s stated goal s of
reduci ng GHG eni ssions by 80% by 2050.

In addition, a portion of revenues should be targeted toward
maki ng specific transit and other infrastructure inprovenents in
| ow-i ncome communities, and potentially toward augnenting
traditional |owincome weatherization and bill assistance-style
progranms to help offset the disproportionate effects of
programrel ated costs on | owi ncone comunities.

A portion of revenues should al so be invested in hel ping | oca
governnents to develop clinmate adaptation/resilience plans to help
| ocal communities best increase resilience to the ongoing,

devel opi ng effects of climte change that are already happening.

Finally, a portion of funds should be invested in workforce
training to prepare workers for green jobs. These funds should be
concentrated in areas where a significant nunber of workers can be
engaged.



3. Do Not Rely Exclusively on Cap and Trade

A systemthat relies exclusively on Cap and Trade coul d post pone

i nvestrment in next generation technology. Coupling Cap and Trade
with fees levied upon polluters to insist on nininmum performance
will allow nore regulatory oversight and establish a floor price
for carbon in the state. Results can be nore conprehensive across
technol ogi es and chal |l enges as regul ators require progress on
specific technol ogies to develop Iower polluting alternatives on a
specific time schedule. ARB should al so consi der inmposing

di sincentives on ‘| eakage’ (see Section 2B.1) to areas outside the
WCl territory.
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Comment 58 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Zucksworth

Email Address: |lamike05@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: Supplemental Comment - Cap-and-Trade v Carbon Fees
Comment:

Dear CARB, | wanted to suppl enent ny request for reconsideration of
usi ng Carbon Fees, with the foll ow ng request.

To date CARB has perforned very limted public education on Carbon
Fees as an alternative market mechanismto create the incentives
necessary to transition to a post-fossil fuel econony. | request
that CARB consider creating a conmttee to plan and conduct fair
and bal anced public education on the choi ce between Cap-and-Trade
and Car bonFees.

Foll owi ng a period of public education on this choice, | request
that you conduct a period of additional public comment on this
choice. This is too inportant a question to go forward w thout
meani ngf ul public education and involvenent. | believe that this
peri od of additional public education, involvenent and public
conment can proceed during the next year, while other AB 32 early
actions are undertaken, and thus will not lead to a delay in the
em ssions reductions nmandated by AB 32. As you nmay be aware
studi es by both the Congressional Budget O fice and the

Congr essi onal Research Service have found that Carbon fees (al so
referred to as Carbon Taxes) would be an effective market
mechani sm  These studi es have al so noted significant problens

wi th the Cap-and-Trade approach.
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Comment 59 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Loulena

Last Name: Miles

Email Address; Imiles@adamsbroadwell.com
Affiliation: State Building and Construction Trades

Subject: Comment on Draft Scoping Plan Design
Comment:

As we carve out the path for inplenenting AB 32, we have an

i ncredi bl e chance to do nore than just reduce GHG enissions. This
is a golden opportunity to reduce pollution, revitalize the
econony, and create jobs that can support the hard working
famlies of California. However, we nust be careful to steer

cl ear of conplicated and counterproductive schenes to reduce
greenhouse gases. |If we do not inplement AB 32 so that it
produces substantial, visible econonmic benefits for niddle class
workers, we will not ultimately succeed in creating a nodel that
produces worl d-wi de reductions in greenhouse gas eni ssions.

Pl ease see attached file for our full comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/62-2207-
002a_final_building_trades comments on_draft_scoping_plan__3 .pdf
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Comment 60 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Arthur

Last Name: O'Donnell

Email Address: arthur@resource-sol utions.org
Affiliation: Center For Resource Solutions

Subject: Comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached coments on the Climate Change Draft Scopi ng
Pl an prepared by the Center For Resource Sol utions.

Si ncerely,

Art hur O Donnel |
Executive Director
Center For Resourc Sol utions

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/63-crs_arb_scoping_plan_comments.pdf
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Comment 61 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Zheng

Last Name: Liang

Email Address: lawrence.liang@verizon.net
Affiliation: 909-931-1267

Subject: Subject: Live Stock isamajor reason of global warming
Comment:

First Nanme: Zheng

Last Nane: Liang

Enmai | Address: |awence Liang
Affiliation

Subj ect: Livestock is a marjor reason of global warning
Comment :

It is great to know that you as a govennent officials take the
iniate to act on this issue of global warm ng, | was encouraged
by

you and appreciated your great effort. That's the governnent that
we peopl e need.

After went through your plan, | have found out a big loop hole in
the whole act, that is you nissed the big picture of the whole

i ssue: the main reason to cause the gl obal warming. If you check

all the publication from Nasa Wbsite, Many sicientist have

al ready prooved that the nost contribution of the global warmn ng

is fromlive stock industry, meat eating of us is the real reason
behind it. Only if we know about the truth, then we can find the

right way to solve the problenms. Vegetarianismis the best way to
stop the gl obal warm ng.

According to Senior UN Food and Agriculture

Organi zation (FAO official Henning Steinfeld, |ivestock are one
of the nost significant contributors to today's npst serious
environnental problens and urgent action is required to

renedy the situation.? The reasons incl ude:

1. The livestock sector generates nore greenhouse gas eni ssions
as nmeasured in CO2 equivalent to 18 percent than transport. It is
al so a mgjor source of |land and water degradation.

2. Livestock generates 65 percent of hunan-rel ated nitrous oxide,
whi ch has 296 tines the d obal Warmi ng Potential (GAP) of CO2.
Most of this comes frommanure. And it accounts for respectively
37 percent of all human-induced nmethane (23 tines as warm ng as
CX2), which is largely produced by the digestive system of

rum nants, and 64 percent of ammonia, which contributes
significantly to acid rain.

3. livestock now use 30 percent of the earth entire |and
surface, nostly permanent pasture but al so including 33 percent
of

the gl obal arable |land used to producing feed for |ivestock, the
report notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it
is

a major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America
where, for exanple, sone 70 percent of forner forests in the
Amazon



have been turned over to grazing.

4. The livestock business is anpbng the nost damagi ng sectors to
the earth increasingly scarce water resources, contributing
anong ot her things to water pollution, euthropication and the
degeneration of coral reefs. The major polluting agents are

ani mal

wast es, antibiotics and hornones, chenicals from
tanneries,fertilizers and the pesticides used to spray feed
crops. Wdespread overgrazing di sturbs water cycles, reducing
repl eni shment of above and bel ow ground wat er resources.
Significant anmounts of water are wi thdrawn for the production of
f eed.

For nore detail information about |ivestock, please click the
bel ow I'i nk: www. fao. or g/ newsr ooni en/ news/ 2006/ 1000448.

Li vestock sector is a nmmjor greenhouse gas source. Please do not
ignore it. Only vegetarianismcan solve the Crysis. O herw se, by
2012, the world is going to the point of no return. Hunman speci se
is going to vanish fromthe earth including all other |iving

bei ngs. So please add this nost inportant part into your sector
or

as a general background of this act.

Thanks for your understandi ng and acceptance of our suggestions

Zheng Li ang

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:32:33
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Comment 62 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Taylor

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: tmiller@sempra.com
Affiliation: Sempra Energy

Subject: Sempra Energy comments on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter and detail ed comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/65-se_draft_scoping_plan_comments_Irtm__ 2 .pdf
Original File Name: SE Draft Scoping Plan Comments LRTM (2).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:48:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Erin

Last Name: Rogers

Email Address: erogers@ucsusa.org
Affiliation: Union of Concerned Scientists

Subject: comments from Prof. David Roland-Holst on offsets
Comment:

Think d obally, Innovate Locally:

O fsets and the Risks of Qutsourcing Cinmate Action
Davi d Rol and- Hol st T

UC Ber kel ey

July 2008

t Departnment of Agricultural and Resource Economics, University of
California, Berkeley. This policy brief was witten at the request
of the Union of Concerned Scientists. Opinions expressed here are
those of the author and should not be attributed to affiliated
institutions. Contact: dw h@erkel ey. edu

As the world awakens to the reality of climte change, policy
makers are scranbling to reconcile the need to reduce gl oba
warmng pollution with traditional economic priorities such as
growt h, enpl oynent, and technol ogi cal progress. Fortunately, a
growi ng body of research suggests a way forward, though the
chal | enges are enornmous: transitioning to a | ow carbon future
wi t hout having to sacrifice living standards will require

pat h- breaki ng commitnents to i nnovation. The opportunities this
presents are just as significant as the challenges, and the
rewards may rival those of history’s nost robust industrial and
t echnol ogi cal boons.

Ri sing global warm ng pollution has drawn California, the world's
ei ghth | argest econony, into an unprecedented policy dial ogue that
will influence energy and environnmental decisions around the world
Anong nany other clinmate action initiatives, pollution offsets are
bei ng intensively di scussed—particularly in the context of

mar ket - based i ncentive schenes |ike carbon tradi ng—yet their ful
inmplications for the state are only partially understood. Some

i ndustry stakehol ders strenuously advocate of fsets because they
can reduce short-term adj ustnment costs. To achi eve a bal anced
apprai sal of this approach, outsourcing clinmate action, nore
evidence is needed. At this critical nmonment of policy debate, we
all need to better understand the benefits and costs of offsets.

My research on the econonic effects of AB 32 suggests that
California will achieve higher growmh and nore w despread

enpl oynent benefits if clinmate policies induce innovation

buil ding on the state’'s long history of inprovenents in energy
efficiency. Thanks to a generation of stringent regul atory
standards, California s per-capita electricity consunption is 40
percent bel ow the national average. The resulting energy savings
have exceeded the capacity of 24 traditional coal-fired power

pl ants and represented $56 billion dollars of househol d incone.
The power plants were never built, and the househol d savi ngs went
on to create about 1.3 mllion new jobs and $40 billion in new

payrolls. O fsets, by contrast, would outsource both efficiency
gains and their many downstream benefits. California has the
i nnovation capacity to capture these benefits for its own econony.



Short Term Chal | enges, Long Term Qpportunities

Because t he dispersion of global warm ng pollutants is a worl dwi de
phenomenon, there is in principle no reason not to “recogni ze”—that
is, account for—nitigation wherever it occurs. Indeed, nany
advocates of offsets argue that nitigation can be achi eved at

| ower cost outside the geographic boundaries of the trading schene
(e.g., outside California) and that climate risk can thus be
reduced nore efficiently with offsets. For exanple, a U S. conpany
m ght invest in, sell, or give a nore efficient power plant to a
Chi nese counterpart in exchange for sone contractual arrangenent
specifying that the transaction results in |ower global warning
pol lution than woul d ot herwi se have been enmtted. These contracted
reductions would then be credited to the U S. investor. Although
there are extra transacti ons expenses, such a deal could reduce

gl obal warm ng pollution at |ower cost than that of inventing and
adopting entirely new technol ogy at hone.

Countering this sinple intuition are many uncertai nti es—ncl udi ng
the chal |l enges of neasurenent, verification, and “additionality”
(defined bel ow)—as well as environnental and econom c objecti ons.
From an environnental perspective, offsets forsake the opportunity
to reduce local pollution, which often is toxic and represents
substantive |l ocal public health risk and environnmental damage. The
costs of such effects and, just as inportant, the benefits of |oca
nmtigation, are not usually considered in the global efficiency
argunent. They need to be estinmated and included, however, if

| ocal stakeholders are to fairly conpare offsets with in-state

gl obal warmi ng pollution reductions.

O fsets al so forsake the opportunity for innovation, and for

hi gher-i nconme technol ogy-intensive economies like California this
may be their npbst serious drawback. The primary drivers of the
state’'s superior growth experience over recent decades have been
education and i nnovation, which together have nade the state a
know edge-intensive | eader in the global econony. First in

i nformati on and conmuni cati on technology (I1CT), then in biotech
California s R&D supply chain has delivered solutions for the nost
dynamic and profitable sectors of nodern tines. And now t he Next
Big Thing has arrived, as is apparent fromthe venture comunity’'s
rapid initiatives to capture the opportunities it presents.

New Markets WIIl Belong to | nnovators

That Next Big Thing is efficient and cl ean energy use; today’'s

i nnovators in this field will be tonmorrow s new technol ogy barons.
Because energy consunption accounts for over 80 percent of CO2

em ssions, energy efficiency is a cornerstone of clinmate action

By revenue, energy is also the world' s |argest industry. Because

this product so pervades the nodern econony, efficiency can do for

energy what ICT did for managenent and | ogi stics—deliver innovation

that revolutionizes traditional practices around the world. Such

i nnovation will save noney in the production of every single

nodern good and service; and in an era of escal ating energy

prices, denmand for efficiency would grow robustly over the coning

decades even without climte action. These considerati ons,

together with the additional demand i nduced by | ocal environmenta

regul ation, will create an enornous gl obal market in new energy-use

technol ogi es that range from conpact fluorescent |ight bulbs to

hybri d vehicl es.

These markets will be dom nated by innovators, not those who defer

i nnovation. Waile it is a | audable goal to reduce pollution in poor

countries, doing so with today’s technol ogy nerely substitutes

short-term sol utions el sewhere for |ong-termsolutions and

opportunities both at home and in rapidly energing gl oba

technol ogy nmarkets. For exanple, even though the U S. electric

power systens are nore efficient than those of many other

countries, they remain far less efficient than they needs to be in

order to neet our |ong-term needs for decarbonization

Meanwhi l e, the so-called “additionality” problemis a serious



conundrum for offset advocates. Sinply put, how do we know that an
i nvestment we make in |l ower pollution el sewhere would not have been
made anyway—especi ally in dynam c emergi ng markets, where

spont aneous rates of innovation and technol ogy adoption are very
hi gh? Such an investnent would not only be a fal se econony but

al so would inply significant opportunity costs. China, for

exanple, is facing sonme the world' s fastest-grow ng energy prices,
as domestic fuel subsidies have becone unsustai nable and the
country has noved, in a single decade, frombeing a small net
exporter of oil to the world s second-|argest inporter. These
price pressures will do nmuch nore to stinulate | ong-term energy
efficiency than a short-termopportunity to export pollution
rights. Consider that China, which was once the ultimte

| abor-intensive econony, is today the fastest-growi ng market for

i ndustrial robotics. Wiy? Even the npost expensive technol ogi es
becone profitable in the face of rising wages and the desire for

hi gher product quality. In nmuch the sane way, rising energy prices
and a rapidly increasing public desire for environmental quality
will drive energing markets toward pollution nitigation

O her challenges related to offsets arise from unwel cone secondary
effects that are socioecononmic in nature. For exanple, if we pay
for environnental mitigation in fast-growi ng econonies, what
incentive do they have to establish and maintain their own
standards? What happens when of fsets arouse conflict between hone
and overseas regul atory regimes or conplicate salient social

i ssues (such as | abor standards, biofuel-food tradeoffs, or

bi odi versity )? Cearly, offsets can lead to a host of new and
difficult policy challenges.

O fsets can al so dispel the monentum of climate action into profit
maki ng by mi ddl emen marketing uncertain projects and financia
instruments. By putting a price on carbon, nechanisns |ike cap and
trade share the burden of adjustnent, using markets to identify
real efficiency and reward innovation. Creating a market for
surrogate pollution reduction invites internediaries to package
energi ng market technol ogy adoption and sell it to nore affl uent
bi dders. Like the current nortgage securitization mess,
contracting for far-away enission cuts creates uncertain agency
rel ationshi ps that increase transactions costs and risk. These
schenes create real profit for matchmakers, but information and
incentive problens nmultiply as the principals becone farther and
farther renoved from each another. Verifiability, enforceability,
and sustainability of such contracts all becone nore tenuous
across space and tinme, and the short-term cost advantage and

ef ficacy of offsets decline accordingly.

Finally, we need to recognize that offsets forsake opportunities
to reduce long-termenergy costs by |leaving us vulnerable to
ever-rising energy prices. Rapidly energing econonies mght be
happy to accept our technol ogy while we defer innovation, but they
will not pay our energy bills. As the costs of electricity,
gasoline, and all the goods that use themcontinue to escal ate, we
pay nore for every day we drag our feet on inproving energy
efficiency at hone.

Qut sourcing climate action through offsets ultimately outsources

i nnovation and its rewards. Energy technol ogy should take its
rightful place among California s know edge-intensive industries,
est abl i shing new gl obal standards at home for climte security and
sust ai ned prosperity. California should say no to offsets and
accept the challenge to innovate.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/66-drh_offsets policy _brief.pdf
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Comment 64 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Rob

Last Name: Neenan

Email Address: rob@clfp.com

Affiliation: CA League of Food Processors

Subject: CLFP Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

The encl osed docunent summarizes the views of the California League
of Food Processors regarding ARB's Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/67-clfp_comments _re june 2008 _draft_scoping_plan.doc
Original File Name: CLFP COMMENTS RE JUNE 2008 DRAFT SCOPING PLAN.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:25:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Raymond

Last Name: Baltar

Email Address:; rbaltar @sonic.net

Affiliation: Sierra Club/Solar Sonoma County

Subject: Scoping Plan
Comment:

Dear CARB,

Thank you VERY MJUCH for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan
to reduce California's GHGs by 2020. This is critical work
especially setting goals for the State to i ncrease renewabl e
energy and reduce vehicle nmles travel ed.

Pl ease consi der these recommendati ons on behal f of nyself, Raynond
Baltar (all California residents) for inclusion in the Fina
Scopi ng Pl an:

- The State should auction 100% of pernits under the cap
Pol I uters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free
pernmits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner
energy. Future generations nmust be protected!

- The Scoping Plan should specify that sone auction revenues will
be used to provide a Dividend to conpensate consuners. Wth food,
gasoline, natural gas, and electricity prices all increasing,
hel pi ng consuners deal with food, fuel and electricity costs is a
good use of auction revenues.

- W strongly support CARB' s proposal for Carbon Fees on fossi
fuel conpanies to help fund CARB s inpl enentati on of AB32.

Car bon Fees should al so provide funding sources for clean
technol ogi es, green jobs, energy efficiency prograns, and nore.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:31:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Joshua

Last Name: Stark

Email Address. JStark@npca.org

Affiliation: National Parks Conservation Association

Subject: Comments to the carbon market references in the Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) is Anerica's
only private, non-profit advocacy organi zation dedi cated solely to
protecting, preserving and enhancing the National Park System
NPCA was founded in 1919 and has nore than 350, 000 nenmbers and
supporters, including 45,000 nenbers in California.

NPCA appl auds the California Air Resources Board and the State of
California inits vital inplenentation of greenhouse gas
reductions. As in nmany cases, the actions of this great state
formulate policy for the rest of the nation, and hopefully, the
world, and so it is vital that the inplenentation of AB 32 first
be effective in reducing greenhouse gas enmissions. 1In this
spirit, the National Parks Conservation Association offers the
foll owi ng reconmendati ons with regards to the proposed

cap- and-trade market mechani sm

The conponent of the proposed scoping plan relying on a regionally
organi zed cap-and-trade market program and expected to create the
| argest reductions is also by far the nost controversi al

component. Shoul d CARB adopt this plan, NPCA believes that any
carbon market, in order to successfully conbat climate change,

must include the foll ow ng:

1. O fsets nust be auctioned:

Al Il owances, offsets, credits — whatever their name, nust not be
given away. Initial CGHG offsets nust be bought in an auction
with the proceeds to go directly to conbating the effects of
climate change on di sproportionately affected areas, including
habi tat and resource protections and di sadvantaged comuniti es.

As we have seen, our natural resources are bearing the brunt of
climte change. Wth nost reputable nodels showing California
becom ng hotter and drier, the potential for catastrophic fires
and naj or changes to the nany ecological niches in California are

qui ckly becoming reality. 1In California s national parks, nmajor
gl aci ers are disappearing, and iconic species |like giant sequoias
and Joshua trees are experiencing greater threats. It is vita

that our species and watersheds be protected, and revenues from an
appropriate offset auction can help to nmitigate the effects we have
had on our climate.

In addition, disadvantaged conmunities within California should
benefit from any funds created through an appropriate and
effective offset auction. As our state beconmes hotter and drier
poorer and rural comunities, including gateway comunities to
many of our national parks, also experience disproportionate

i npacts. Lower incone and rural comrunities often have ol der
energy grids and fewer ways to keep warm and with the grow ng
outcry for water netering, will find it harder to acquire clean
wat er sources. To help nitigate the effects of power outages
during heat waves and | ess clean water, proceeds froman effective



of fset auction should, in part, be allocated to di sadvant aged
communi ties.

2. Specific greenhouse gas reductions nust occur in California,
whil e mai ntaining consistency with the mission of the Air
Resour ces Boar d:

AB 32 is a state regulation requiring the reduction of
California’s emssions to 1990 | evels by 2020. This |aw should
not be superceded by a regional market agreenment. In order to
adequately adhere to AB 32 requirenents, and in order to reap its
greatest benefits, any participation by California in a
cap-and-trade market nust result in specific reductions in GIG
em ssions within the state. Should CARB adopt a nodel which does
not guarantee in-state reductions to neet AB 32 requirenents,
there exists the unfortunate possibility of tying up any
i npl ementation in unnecessary court battles, due to nonconpliance.
Instead, California s participation in any regional narket should
take place parallel to AB 32 requirenents.

One possible way to ensure actual carbon reductions within the
state may be for CARB to devel op accurate nmeasurenents for
institutions participating in a nmarket schene, and to devel op

i ncentives for reducing enissions through a market, while not
relying directly on the market nodel as the source for reductions
in GHG eni ssi ons.

It is also vital that any cap-and-trade schene naintain
consistency with the mission of the California Air Resources
Board. Co-benefits to greenhouse gas reductions are not nerely an
i mportant positive externality to an effective cap-and-trade
schene; they are also central to the mission of the Air Resources
Board. By ensuring specific reductions to em ssions within the
state, California will reap the benefits of curbing carbon by al so
cur bi ng heal t h-danmagi ng pol | utants.

There exists in carbon nmarket schenes the potential for offsets
and credits to actually increase pollution within the state.
Ensuring the appropriate and true footprint of proposed

devel opnents can go a long way toward elimnating this
possibility.

Overall, NPCA is concerned that the Air Resources Board has put so
much enphasis on reducing California' s greenhouse gas enissions in
a market schene that has not yet been created. This nmarket is
still a set of ideas in its infancy, with many potential new

pl ayers yet to join, and with so nuch still unfinished.

California has only 12 years to reach its |legal requirenent, a
requi renent |acking in other states, provinces, and territories.

It is possible for California to attach its goals to a larger
group, only to see those goals thrown out by ensuing deals. |If
this were to occur, California would still need to neet its |ega
mandat e. NPCA encourages the Air Resources Board to devel op
addi ti onal nmeasures to nmeet AB 32 requirenents with the

under standi ng that any deals nade regionally, nationally, or
internationally may not neet the |egal requirenents of AB 32.
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Comment 67 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Pamela

Last Name: Lacey

Email Address: placey@aga.org
Affiliation: American Gas Association

Subject: AGA Comments on Draft Scoping Plan - Program Design
Comment:

The American Gas Association respectully subnmits the attached
comments on the California Air Resources Board's Draft Scoping
Plan. W urge the Board to adopt the recommendati on of the
California Public Wility Conm ssion to cover natural gas
residential and commercial custoners through enhanced energy
efficiency prograns and ot her neasures, rather than placing them
under a cap at this tine.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/70-aga_com_arb_scoping_augl 2008.pdf
Original File Name: AGA Com ARB Scoping Augl  2008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:56:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Tracey
Last Name: Drabant
Email Address: traceydrabant@bves.com
Affiliation: Bear Valley Electric Service

Subject: Request that AB 32 Scoping Plan Incorporate Cross-Sector Options for GHG Reduction Measure
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/71-request_that_ab 32 scoping_plan_incorporate cross-
sector_options.pdf

Original File Name: Request that AB 32 Scoping Plan Incorporate Cross-Sector Options.pdf
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No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: McLaughlin

Email Address: mclaughlin@braunlegal .com
Affiliation: California Municipal Utilities Assoc

Subject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan Program Design
Comment:

Pl ease accept for filing the attached Comments of the California
Municipal Utilities Association on the Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/72-cmua_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan_080108.pdf
Original File Name: CMUA Comments on Draft Scoping Plan 080108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:01:43
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Comment 70 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michael B.

Last Name: Day

Email Address: mday @goodinmachbride.com
Affiliation: Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Day & Lamprey

Subject: Comments of The Solar Alliance and The Vote Solar Initiative
Comment:

To Whiom It May Concern:

Pl ease find attached to this enmamil the Commets on O inmate Change
Draft Scoping Plan subnmitted today by The Solar Alliance and The
Vote Solar Initiative to the California Air Resources Board.

Shoul d you have any questions, please contact Mchael B. Day at
(415) 392-7900.

Regar ds,

Li nda Chaffee
Secretary to Mchael B. Day

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/73-
comments to_arb_on_draft_scoping_plan.pdf _ x102032_.pdf

Original File Name: comments to arb on draft scoping plan.pdf (x102032).paf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:23:08

No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Karen

Last Name: Del Compare

Email Address. kdcyew@excite.com
Affiliation:

Subject: no giftsto polluters please
Comment:

-Please elimnate offsets. A large nunber of offsets wll
significantly weaken California Air Resources Board ability to
decrease greenhouse gas eni ssions.

-A carbon fee would be better than cap and trade. Please do not

gi ve away any allowances for "free." This would amount to a huge
gift to all of the biggest polluters and is not sonething to
encour age.

Attachment:
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Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:23:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Gabe

Last Name: Petlin

Email Address: gpetlin@3degreesinc.com

Affiliation: Renewable Energy Marketers A ssociation

Subject: Cap-and-trade should enable voluntary renewable demand to reduce GHG under the cap.
Comment:

The Renewabl e Energy Marketers Association subnits the attached
conmments on AB 32 Cap-and-trade Allowance Allocations to pronote
the voluntary renewabl e energy market in reduci ng GHG em ssi on
bel ow t he cap.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/75-rema_comments_to_carb_080801.pdf
Original File Name: REMA comments to CARB 080801.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:27:45
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Comment 73 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Keith

Last Name: Adams

Email Address. adamskb@airproducts.com
Affiliation: Air Products and Chemicals

Subject: Comments on Cap and Trade Aspects
Comment:

Air Products agrees narket-based nechanisns will drive the nost
econonmic efficient solutions to neeting the state's reduction

goal. W encourage CARB to consider a process for the allocation
of enission allowances that recogni zes those industries that have
already invested in state-of-the-art efficient processes. As

such, a Cap and Trade program can sinultaneously advance the
obj ectives of economically efficient greenhouse gas (GHQ
reductions and energy/process efficiency.

Air Products also supports a broad flexibility in the use of
cross-border (W) allowances and of fset purchases to further

m nimze the overall econonic inpact of achieving the desired GHG
reducti ons.
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Comment 74 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Buttner

Email Address: pbuttner@calrice.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached August 1, 2008 California R ce Conm ssion
| etter providing cooments on the Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/77-climate_change_scoping_plan.pdf
Original File Name: Climate Change Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:03:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Lori

Last Name: Wilson-Hopkins

Email Address: Iwilhop@hotmail.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club

Subject: Hold polluters accountable
Comment:

It is essential that polluters be held accountable for their
greenhouse gas emissions. One way to ensure this is to nmake them
pay. The noney could then be used to support clean energy
prograns. Also, offsets nust be limted and cl osely scrutinized.
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No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Diana

Last Name: Lee

Email Address: DIL @cpuc.ca.gov

Affiliation: Division of Ratepayer Advocates, CPUC

Subject: DRA Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

DRA Conments on the Draft Scoping Plan, attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/79-dra_comments_on_carb_draft_scoping_plan_.pdf
Original File Name: DRA_comments_on_CARB_draft_scoping_plan_.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:48:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Keith

Last Name: Roberts

Email Address: kroberts@cityof sacramento.org
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 Program Devempment comments
Comment:

AB32 Program Desi gn

1. Many of the attached comments relate to potential methods for
fundi ng of processes so that AB32 can neet its goals. Cities that
take a | eadership role perhaps need little incentive to assist in
achi eving these anbitious, but necessary, goals. Many cities will
see this as another “unfunded State nmandate” unless a process is
devel oped that allows cash-strapped cities to assist in neeting

t he AB32 goal s.

In the followi ng comments, sone effort was used to devel op
potential funding nmethods in which cities would be paid a fee for
furthering the efforts to nmeet the goals of AB32. To get the
greatest buy-in as possible fromcities statew de, a sustainable
fundi ng mechanismis inperative. Local governnents can provide
tremendous inprovenents in the near termand greater inprovenents
over the long term

2. Feebates as used in this docunent do NOT conformto the
original definition as it relates to autonobiles, but DCES rel ate
to a general process that is:

* Revenue neutral to the agency inplenenting the feebate

e CGui des devel opers, agencies and jurisdictions towards neeting a
certain goal; in this case neeting goals of AB32 by increasing
fees for projects that do not neet criteria and reducing fees (or
rebating fees) for projects that do neet criteria.

3. Page 21: Conbined Heat and Power (CHP) plants are wonderfully
efficient and could be applicable to the City of Sacranmento’s 240
acre brown field project at the Rail Yards. However, many parties
need to cone to agreenment regardi ng the operations, naintenance and
particularly capital cost of the systens. Consider

e Providing tax credits for the use of CHP's

* Reviewi ng the | egal and operational structures of other states
and countries that have better success in inplenenting CHP than in
California.

4. Page 28, Public Goods Charge on Water: The PGC should be a
flat rate that applies equally throughout the State.
Alternatively, for residential customers, consider a tiered rate
that increases with increased usage. Also, since PGC s would be
new to water utilities, consider ranping up over time, starting
with the |largest water purveyors that have end-use custoners

5. Page 28, Public Goods Charge on Water: Please take into
consideration that water rates within the state are trenendously
di verse; sonme areas being 20 times greater than other areas and
that projects that are cost effective in one region of the State
are not necessarily cost effective in another region; yet on the
whole, Californiais an arid state. To address this problem

e wWithout affecting any local jurisdictions water rates to a great
ext ent



«to foster creativity which should save water better than

mandat ory reduction targets

woul d suggest that approxinmately [759% of the PGC that is
collected by a jurisdiction is used by the sane jurisdiction to
i mprove water efficiency within its service territory. The
remai ni ng [ 259 should be deposited into an account that is used
to conpetitively fund water conservation projects anywhere in the
state; conpetitiveness should be based primarily on gallons of
wat er saved per dollar invested; other secondary considerations
m ght include

« Energy intensity of water being saved

e Quality of water being saved.

« Ability to defer or elimnate major Statew de water
infrastructure projects

e« Oher life cycle issues

6. Page 28, Public Goods Charge on Water: Recomend that the
proposed PGC woul d i ncl ude Federal water because:

e Federal climate legislation is in the works

e Federal | y subsidi zed water provi ded by Bureau of Land Managenent
(and power provided by Western Area Power Adninistration) undercuts
the need to reduce C2 by artificially nmaking projects that are
cost effective everywhere el se not cost effective where subsidi zed
wat er and power are provided.

« PGC on Federal water (and power) should only be applied if the
Federal water customer is an end-user. |f Federal water is
provided to a water purveyor, that purveyor will have a PGC of
their own.

7. Page 41: Consider inplenenting fees based on carbon intensity
of products and services being taxed, not based on energy units.
See bel ow and comment for page 71

8. Page 41, Carbon Fees: Qur local electric utility, SMJD has an
average annual carbon intensity of +/- 600 pounds per MM (0.272
metric ton/ MM). Based on this AVERAGE annual em ssions factor, a
$10 per nmetric ton fee would add a carbon surcharge of $2.72/ MM or
$0. 00272/ kWh

e This is slightly nore conplicated than chargi ng based on energy
units, perhaps sinplicity is desired by State?

e Di sadvant ages: surcharge cost per unit of energy would be
different for various providers (e.g. LADW would have a high
charge per kWh and P&E and SMJUD woul d have | ower charges); as
carbon intensity for products DROP, fees will have to I NCREASE to
mai ntai n constant incone.

« Advant ages: nore directly addresses reduction in carbon

em ssi ons; sends nessage that the goal of the fee is carbon
reduction, not fee collection

9. Page 41, Carbon Fees: By using MARG NAL em ssions factors

i nstead of AVERAGE enissions factors to set fees (or a weighting
of each), a stronger nessage could be sent to energy providers to
retire, or divest dirtier sources of energy.

* This is more conplicated than using AVERAGE eni ssions factors,
woul d be applicable primarily to electric utilities and perhaps
oil refineries as they devel op | ow carbon fuels

» Di sadvant ages: woul d provide | ess stable annual funding due to
annual changes in marginal sources

« Advant ages: sends stronger nessage to retire ol der resources and
to devel op new | ower carbon fuels

Exanple: Uility x sells 100,000 GM per year into the California
grid and has an average annual em ssions factor of 700 pounds of
CO2 per MM and the margi nal 10% of the annual energy provi ded has
an enissions factor of 1,600 pounds of CO2 per MM. |f 60% average
and 40% mar gi nal weighting is used, Wility x’s funding enission’s
factor is 10,600 pounds per M.

Uility x's portion of the funding for the adm nistration of AB32
becones



(100, 000GM * 10, 600 pd/ Mah)

sum of all Cal sal es(energy * funding enissions factor)

10. Page 41: High energy costs have a disproportionate effect on
low income fanmilies. |If carbon fees are inplenented, consider
doubling the carbon fee on gasoline and rebate 50% of the fee as a
state income tax credit, say:

e $3,000 for 10% and | ower tax bracket families

*« $0 for 20% and hi gher tax bracket famlies

e I nterpol ate between 10% and 20% t ax bracket’s

Optionally, a portion of the 50%that is to be credited could
fund:

« Weat heri zation and efficiency upgrades to | owinconme hones

e Public transit infrastructure

e Public transit fare-box subsidies

e Geen collar job creation

11. Page 41: Consider including carbon fees on inports into
California to:

e« Sensitize inporters to carbon footprint of their products

* Reduce | eakage of business fromCalifornia

* Provide level playing field for in-state produced goods that
meet carbon regul ati ons

e An import fee will address CMJA's concern about the high cost of
business in California

Sone exanpl es mi ght include:

e« Cement (and other products) that is (are) produced using coa
powered electricity.

e Carpet: NSF/ ANSI 140-2007 Pl atinum carpet woul d have no
surcharge; Gold mght have $1 per square yard surcharge; silver
m ght have $2 per square yard surcharge, etc.

* New Vehicles: This would be in addition to AB1493 and woul d be
based on expected annual fuel use and expected vehicle life.

« Food inports: Based on transportation costs, farm ng and
fertilizing nethods.

12. Page 41: Consider recommending to | ocal governments that they

i ncl ude VOLUNTARY carbon surcharges on services that they provide
to:

e Provi de source of new revenue

* (age residents acceptance of addressing clinmate change in their
community

Some exanpl es m ght i ncl ude:

e WAter Services: Water punping is approximately 25% of the City
of Sacranmento’s rmunicipal operations carbon footprint. Less than
a 2% surcharge on typical Gty water bill would allow the Gty to
purchase renewabl e power for all Cty potable, sanitary and storm
treatnent and punpi ng.

* Solid Waste Services: Solid Waste Operations (fuel,

electricity, etc.) and nethane generation at landfill accounts for
approxi mately 10% of the City of Sacranento’s nunicipal operations
carbon footprint. Less than a 10% surcharge on typical City solid
waste bill would allow the City to purchase renewabl e power for al
City solid waste operations and to plant additional urban forest to
of fset fuel used by trucks and fugitive nethane generation from
landfill.

e« Room Site Rental Fees: Libraries and Conmmunity Centers can

of fer carbon neutral roomrentals

e Convention Center Rental Fees: Convention Centers can offer
carbon neutral events

13. Page 41 and 47: For carbon fees that are collected from
imports into California, consider

e Provi di ng sustai nable comunity grants to | ocal governnents

e Fundi ng county-w de and city-w de greenhouse gas inventory
efforts and annual reporting

e Ganting funds to local jurisdictions based on their efforts to



nmove their community towards sustai nabl e operations (see
addi ti onal coments on devel oping a sustainability matrix).

14. Page 47: under “lncentives To Local CGovernnents”: For cities
to assist in achieving the goals of AB32, a sustainable funding
mechani sm needs to be devel oped. Bel ow are sone concepts that

nm ght be consi dered.

« New Construction: Reconmend using PUC or PQU col |l ected Public
Goods Charge (PGC) to provide incentives to |ocal governnents to
ensure that energy efficient construction that exceeds Title 24
requi renments i s achi eved; perhaps $0.10 per square foot for

m ni rum conpl i ance of Title 24 + 15% $0.15 per square foot for
20% $0. 25 per square foot for 30% Residential incentives m ght
be per unit instead of per square foot.

o Oversi ght needed (perhaps) by State to ensure validity of Title
24 cal cul ations and inspections.

e Point O Sale (POS) Ordinances: Energy efficiency targets for
exi sting building stock identified on page 21 indicate that
Sacranento’s share of the requested inprovenents, on the average,
will require EVERY BU LDING IN THE CI TY OF SACRAMENTO (as an
exanple) to be 10%to 12% nore efficient than current. Recommend
usi ng PUC or PQU coll ected Public Goods Charge (PGC) to fund
enforcenent of point of sale ordinances for residential and
comrer ci al construction; perhaps on a cost per square foot |evel
Resi dential incentives mght be per unit instead of per square

f oot .

olnplenment a statewi de public relations canpaign to identify
advant ages of POS ordi nances to stakehol ders, including realtors
and Bl A

O0BIA might be an ally if fees are NOT collected from new

devel opnent .

* Sol ar Water Heating and Sol ar Photovoltaic: Solar targets
identified on page 21 are daunting for City of Sacranento (i.e.
2,500 solar water heaters and 13,000 sol ar photovoltaic systens);
recomend using PUC or PQU col |l ected Public Goods Charge (PGC) to
provide incentives to |local governments to assist in achieving

goals. Incentive to |ocal governnents should be based on annua
solar fraction installed, say $100 per kW
e Carbon Neutral Land-Use Ordinance (CNLO: Inproving the

efficiency of new and existing building stock addresses a portion
of the workl oad of |ocal governnments; another portion of the
wor kl oad that affects energy usage is |and use planning and
transportation options that are available to the community.

0 See Attachnment A

15. Page 47, Incentives to Local Governnents: Property Taxes,
Feebates and Land Use: It is sonehow necessary to defiscalize

| and use so that cities are not joyous when big boxes and auto
malls come to town. It nay be possible to incent |ocal governments
to enforce a CNLO by applying a feebate type concept to property
tax DI SBURSEMENTS, not collections. For exanple, a project that
is built that STRONGLY neets the intent of a CNLO might cause 120%
of the normal property tax disbursenents to be nmade to the |oca
jurisdiction fromthe County; a project that is built that LIGHTLY
nmeets the intent of a CNLO might cause 80% of the normal property
tax di sbursements

* This could have a cascade effect in that the local jurisdiction
could then provide incentives to project devel opers for projects
that heavily meet the CNLO AND/ OR coul d charge higher fees for
projects that lightly nmeet the CNLO

* Feebate concept might also be applied to property tax
COLLECTI ONS and thus notivate project devel opers to nmeet AB32, but
this would have to be coordinated with Proposition 13.

e The problemwi th the use of feebates is that many projects need
to NOT conply (or lightly conply) to an action so that they can be
charged higher fees in order for other projects to receive a rebate
for heavily conplying with the action

« Additional problemwi th feebates is that sonebody has to
determi ne which projects heavily conply or lightly conply with
CNLO... perhaps | PLACE3S m ght be used for this determ nation?



16. Page 47, Incentives to Local Covernments: Sal es Taxes,
Feebates, and Land Use: This concept is similar to Property Taxes
and Feebates concept identified above, except that by applying to 2
sources of a local jurisdictions income (Property Taxes and Sal es
Taxes), the overall unit rate for each would be | ower.

17. Page 47, Incentives to Local Governments: Property Taxes,

Sal es Taxes, Feebates and General Sustainability: The concept of
sustainability goes far beyond | and use decisions. For property
tax di sbursements and for sales tax disbursenents that are not
subject to | and-use feebates, consider developing a matrix of
general sustainability issues (landfill diversion, per capita
wast e reduction inprovenents, neeting communityw de greenhouse gas
reduction goals, water use efficiency inprovenents, etc.) and use
the results of the matrix annually to adjust property tax

di sbursenents to local jurisdictions...higher than normal if they
do well and lower than nornmal if they don't do well:

e« Potential program should be designed so that local jurisdictions
would tend to work with each other and not agai nst each other
(perhaps use regional information instead of jurisdictiona

i nformation?).

e Potential programshould start out with a range of 99%to 101%
of normal property tax disbursenents to be used as a shake-down
period and increase over time to say 95%to 105% (or whatever is
necessary).

i.ldeally, the State could find additional funds (e.g. fees from
carbon inports) to supplenment sales tax disbursements to Gties
such that all cities are made whole and that initial range of

di sbursements starts at 100%to 102% i nstead of 99%to 101%

18. Page 47, Incentives to Local Governnents: Local governnents,
as tax exenpt corporations, have to resort to convol uted

| ease-to0-own or Power Purchase Agreenents in order to instal

sol ar energy systens cost effectively. Solar photovoltaic systens
are NOT rocket science and city buil ding maintenance fol ks are
eager to install solar project, could do a wonderful job at
installing, would learn and becone nore aware of the issues, BUT
THEY CAN' T DO THE WORK AS | S BECAUSE FEDERAL TAX CREDI TS DRI VE THE
COsT

e Consider working with Federal government to allow tax exenpt
corporations (like Cities) to auction, sell, or otherw se benefit
fromtax credits without having to engage third parties.

e Develop state tax credits that tax exenpt organi zations can take
advantage of (simlar to Oregon | aw).

19. Page 47: It woul d be reasonable to use carbon fees that are
collected froma new construction project to fund the increnental
cost of a renewable power plant. This is sinmilar to Indirect
Source Rules that sonme air quality districts are devel opi ng.

Exanpl e: SMJD s Greenergy renewabl e energy product costs a prem um
of 1c/kwh; a typical new building uses 15 kWh per SF per year and
will operate for approximately 50 years. A carbon fee of $7.50
per square foot (1lc/kwW * 15 kWh/ SF * 50 years) would allow the
new construction project in question to be considered near-carbon
free.

20. Page 71, Program Fundi ng: An additional source of funding for
the programcould be a $/ton fee for organic waste that is
[ andfill ed.

21. Page 71: CIWWB Fees and Feebates: CIWWB is currently funded
based on a fixed cost per ton of waste that is landfilled.

Consi der using a feebate type concept and nodi fying fees that are
collected fromlandfills such that organic wastes (and other

landfill inappropriate naterials) have H GHER charges and
i norgani c wastes have LOWER charges. Total collections would
remai n unchanged, but would incent landfill owners to keep

greenhouse gas generating naterials out of the landfill.



22. Page 71: Consider basing fees on carbon intensity, not on

energy units. For exanple, sone utilities have average annua

em ssions factors of approximately 500 pounds per MAH, ot her

utilities have enissions factors approaching 2,000 pounds per MM
By charging fees based on carbon intensity, utilities and refiners

wi Il have greater incentive to reduce carbon intensity of their

products.

Attachnment A- CNLO
Attachnent A
Carbon Neutral Land Use Ordi nance (or other reasonabl e nane)

The Carbon Neutral Land Use Ordinance (CNLO) is intended to
encourage conmunity planni ng as opposed to project-by-project
pl anni ng.

CEQA Significance Threshold: Any new construction or ngjor
renodel i ng project that generates new carbon dioxide enissions is
significant due to the cunul ative, non-dissipating effects of
carbon di oxide. Any project that

[emits less than [50 ] netric tons per year of direct and indirect
car bon di oxi de emi ssi ons]
[has I ess than 100 peak hour trips or 1,000 daily trips]

may use the Prescriptive nethod of conpliance and avoid the need
to performan EIR unless other aspects of project require EIR
Projects larger than the:

[50] netric tons per year emnissions threshold]
[ has greater than 100 peak hour or 1,000 daily trips]

nmust use the Performance based approach identified bel ow

Carbon Dioxide Mtigation Tine Table: Al new construction
proj ects:

[emitting greater than [50] netric tons per year of CO2 enissions,
but less than [900] netric tons per year of CO2 em ssions]
[greater than 100 peak hour trips/day or 1,000 trips per day but
smal l er than a General Plan Arendnent, a Specific Plan (or
simlar), or a Project as defined by SB 221 or 610]

must nitigate 35% of their carbon em ssions in 2008 and increase
at the rate of 5% per year until all new construction projects are
carbon neutral by 2026. The applicable tine date for this
requirenent is date of permt issuance.

Al'l projects:

[greater than [900] netric tons of CO2 eni ssions per year]
[equivalent to a General Plan Anendnent, a Specific Plan (or
simlar), or a Project as defined by SB 221 or 610]

must nitigate 100% of their em ssions through a combination of
on-site and off-site neasures.

In 2007, the per capita emissions rate for Californians was 14
metric tons per person per year; in the absence of better data on
proj ect carbon di oxide emi ssions, this default value will be used
to achieve 10.5 netric tons per person per year in 2008 and
ratcheting down to O nmetric tons per person per year by 2026.

Conmpatibility with Title 24 : This ordinance is intended to
complenent Title 24 and does not conflict. |If any inconpatibility
is found between Title 24 and this ordinance, Title 24 rules. This
ordi nance addresses several issues not covered by Title 24:

e« This ordi nance address vehicle nmiles travelled in order to



properly use the devel opnment. Vehicle use- both conpany owned and
staff owned.

« Building energy use is covered by Title 24

e Comparing project characteristics to those in the nearby
communi ty

e« [indirect em ssions associated with procurenent and contracting
choi ces]

Leakage Clause : This ordinance will not take effect until [75%
of the jurisdictions (by population) within the 6 county SACOG

pl anni ng regi on adopt a sinilar ordinance or unless the State (or
AQVD?) passes a law (or regulation) that supersedes the need for

t hi s ordi nance.

Direct Enmissions (Scope 1 ): Direct enissions are those that are
generated on-site through burning of fossil fuels in stationary
and nobil e equi pnent.

I ndirect Emissions (Scope 2): Indirect emi ssions are those that
are generated by a utility conpany that provides energy services
to the project, nost commonly electricity services

I ndi rect Enissions Associated Wth Procurenment And Contracting
Choi ces (Scope 3): Building users can reduce their carbon
footprint based on products that they purchase and in choosing the
busi nesses that they contract with. For exanple the use of 100%
recycl ed content paper produces fewer carbon di oxide em ssions
than regul ar paper.; fuel used by contractors to deliver/hau

firms products... how to nmeasure and regul ate... BERC
certification??

Pre- Approved Land Use Designations: To assist in making sites
shovel ready for devel oprment, the City has the option of doing the
requi red study indicated under the Perfornmance conpliance mnethod
and to identify acceptable projects that neet the requirenment of
this ordinance, thus elimnating the need for the project to do
this study in the CEQA docunent.

Cimate Action Trust Fund (CATF ): The CATF is used to nmitigate
the carbon di oxi de eni ssions of projects by installing projects
off-site that reduce em ssions locally. Exanples of these
projects include: (1) low inconme hone weatherization; (2) funding
i ncrenental cost of renewable power plants; (3) planting trees;
(4) water conservation.

« An alternative conpliance nechanismw || be provided for those
that wish to performoff-site mtigation through a CARB/ AQVD
certified process

Mandat ory Measures Checklist: Al items on this checklist nust be
conplied with whether the Prescriptive or Performance Conpliance
net hods are used.

* Projects exenpt fromTitle 24 nust be at |east [15% nore
efficient than business as usual design

« Projects nust be at least [15% nore efficient than Title 24
requires.

«Firms with greater than [25] enpl oyees will have a
Transportation Systens Managenent Plan that reduces single
occupant vehicle usage by [35% relative to business as usual
«Firms with greater than [25] enployees that has a conpany fl eet
will have it’s fleet evaluated at |east once every four years by
the Sacramento Metropolitan AQVD. The overall make-up of the
corporate fleet will comply with Rule xxx .

e Firms nust purchase at |east [80% of their printer and copier
paper as 100% recycl ed content, post consunmer content waste, and
unbl eached.

Prescriptive Conpliance Approach: This section of the ordi nance
will be updated tri-annually to ensure that this sinpler
conpliance nethod neets the intent of the Carbon D oxide
Mtigation Tine Table. For projects installed after 2008, the



following is required in addition to the Mandatory Measures
checkl i st:

 Project nmust conformw th Pre-Approved Land Use Designation for
the site.

and

e Project rmust be at least [159% nore efficient than the 2005
Title 24 energy code requires or Project nust pay $[0.20] per
gross square foot of floor space into the CATF for each percentage
point (or part of) that the project falls below the [15% mi ni num
efficiency threshold to a maxi num of [$3.00] per gross square

f oot .

Per f ormance Conpliance Approach: This approach requires a project
that exceeds the threshold identified above to include a carbon
anal ysis in the CEQA docunentation of actual and proposed

devel opnment within 2 mle radius of CEQA regulated project. At a
m nimum the follow ng shall be included in the study:

(a) actual job count and living unit count

(b) estimated sal ary ranges of dwellers in the study area and
rental / nortgage costs

(c) projected job count and living unit count when study area is
built out per requirenments of General Plan

(d) nunber of amenities within Y2nile of each residential unit;
(e) percentage of dwelling units that are within 2nile of a RT
designated transit stop that has a | evel of service (LOS) A = >
150 stops per week(??); and LOS B (120-1507??), C (80-120?), D
(50-807?), E (20-50?) and F = < 20 stops per week ??

(f) percentage of businesses that are within % mnmile of a transit
stop that has a level of service (LOS) A = > 150 stops per week;
and LOS B, C, D, E and F = < 20 stops per week??

(g) ??

Based on accepted planning criteria(?), the study shall use the
above facts and estimates to determ ne

(a) Correl ati on between estimated sal ary ranges of workers and
rental /nortgage costs and how that correlation affects vehicle
mles travelled within the study area

(b) Vehicle mles travelled per year to work within the study area
and per househol d

(c) Bar graph of the nunber of anenities that are located within %
mle of each living unit in the study area (both actual and built
out).

(d) Per capita em ssions of project in npbst significant units,
usually in netric tons per person per year

If analysis proves to be beneficial to the study area, devel opnent
fees will be reduced by xx% if analysis proves to not be
beneficial to the study area, devel opnent fees are to be increased
by yy% In either case, conpliance with the Carbon D oxide

Mtigation Table is required for direct and indirect enissions
associ ated with the project.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/80-carb-ab32-scoping-plan-080801.doc
Original File Name: CARB-AB32-Scoping-Plan-080801.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:53:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Asztalos

Email Address: SJIAsztalos@lbl.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: Offsets
Comment:

Dear Board nenbers

As a physicist and concerned California resident | amwiting to
express ny opposition the of fset nethodol ogy proposed in the
scoping plan. Offsets were a sensible notion prior to the era of
formal regul ati on of greenhouse gases: regardless of their
notivation, individuals or coorporations could choose to
conpensate for their CO02 generation. Scaled up to the level of a
popul ous state, offsets would likely be a nightnmare. Near-term
hi story has taught us that efficacy of offsets are difficult to
quantify. By virtue of such an indirect nechanism it is unclear
whet her the beneficiary of the C02 offset woul d have proceeded
with the project in absence of renmuneration or not. There is
plenty of indirect evidence that such projects would have
proceeded in any event - in such cases the remuneration woul d have
had no effect.

It is widely recogni zed by econonmists of all ilk that carbon taxes
are the nost direct way to influence market behavior. In lieu of
carbon taxes, a cap and trade nechanismis thought to be a
reasonabl e, though less efficient, alternative. Ofsets are a
distant third choice as they have the potential for

m sinterpreation, political corruption. |Indeed, the whole notion
of offsets is inherently anbi guous. For these reasons, | would
advocate that offsets play a minor role in an inplenentation of AB
32. The qui ckest and nost cost effective way to reduce CO2 | evels
is to send the strongest signal possible to the polluters -

of fsets do not neet that test.

Dr. Stephen Asztal os
Cakl and, CA

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:06:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: LeiLani

Last Name: Johnson Kowal

Email Address: |eilani.johnson@ladwp.com
Affiliation: Los Angeles Dept. of Water and Power

Subject: LADWP Comments on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find the Los Angel es Departnent of Water and
Power's coments on the Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/82-ladwp_comments_8-01-2008_final .pdf
Original File Name: LADWP Comments_8-01-2008 _final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:18:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Adam

Last Name: Stern

Email Address: astern@terrapass.com
Affiliation: TerraPass Inc.

Subject: AB 32 Program Design
Comment:

Pl ease find our comments attached. Thanks. - Adam Stern

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/83-terrapass comments on_ab 32 draft plan 8-01-08 .doc
Original File Name: TerraPass comments on AB 32 draft plan (8-01-08).doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:22:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Asztalos

Email Address: SJIAsztalos@lbl.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: No free allowances
Comment:

Dear Board nenbers

As a physicist and concerned California resident | amwiting to
express support for the notion of an auction to distribute
pollution allowances. |If there is any clear nessage fromthe
European foray into the cap and trade arena it is the recognition
that a big opportunity was nissed when all owances were freely
distributed. The European systemis still trying to recover from
the the initial giveway of their allowances and the |ow price
assigned to pollution rights. In California it nust be established
upfront that pollution has attendant costs. No clearer signa

exi sts (save a carbon tax) than to assign a particular dollar
anount to a particular volune of CO2 pollution. Prior know edge
that allowances are costly will "incentivize" polluting industries
tolimt their CO2 emnmissions. There is absolutely no justification
for giving away all owances save political expediency.

Dr. Stephen Asztal os
Gakl and, CA

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:24:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: SUE

Last Name: KATELEY

Email Address; INFO@CALSEIA.ORG

Affiliation: CALIFORNIA SOLAR ENERGY INDUSTRIES ASSOC

Subject: COMMENTS ON SCOPING PLAN
Comment:

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/85-scoping_plan_final_comments.pdf
Original File Name: Scoping Plan Final Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:27:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 83 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: David
Last Name: Schonbrunn
Email Address. David@Schonbrunn.org

Affiliation:

Subject: Carbon Tax

Comment:

While | amnot an econom st, | have been very struck by the

websi te, carbontax.org which contains the witings of Charles
Komanoff. Rather than offering a series of links to articles and
publications there, | urge CARB to thoroughly explore the site.

| see several very |large advantages to carbon taxes, as conpared
to cap and trade prograns:

Cap and trade will require the creation of new institutions and
expertise, which will be very costly. The thousands of |awers
and investnent bankers that will be needed to nake it work will
add trenendous cost to the em ssions reduction process.
Conferences currently being offered on the business opportunities
that will be created by cap and trade suggest that vast suns that
ot herwi se could go back to the public, or into em ssions reduction
projects will be siphoned off by entrepreneurs. A carbon tax will
be sinple and i nexpensive to adnminister and will not require an
army of lawyers. The proceeds of the tax could be used to create
cost-effective transit systenms, as well as other |ow carbon
mtigations. Another possibility is to return the entire proceeds
to taxpayers, to offset the increased cost of consuner goods.

Anot her trenendous problemw th cap and trade is the potential for
sophi sticated gam ng. (Think of how Enron nani pul ated the
California energy market.) A carbon market woul d appear quite
opaque and arcane to the public. A carbon tax, on the other hand,
is very straightforward. It should be easy to catch bad actors.

The chief benefit cited for cap and trade is the certainty that
the target will be achieved. This is dubious: if the systemis
itself flawed, as was Europe’'s, or if it is ganed, it won't
achieve its goal. On the other hand, a carbon tax can be adjusted
in response to observations of energy consunption levels. This
isn't rocket science!

| urge CARB to conduct a full public evaluation of the potential
benefits of a carbon tax before being stanpeded by the business
community into adopting cap and trade. The very popularity of cap
and trade with the business conmunity should be enough to cause

CARB to stop and eval uate whether inplenenting it would truly be
in the public interest.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 18:50:24

No Duplicates.






Comment 84 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Buchan

Email Address: buchan@mktpotential.com
Affiliation: Graphics Packaging

Subject: Carbon Fees on Fuels
Comment:

The ARB is considering a carbon fee on fossil fuels used. The
carbon fee would be approximately $0.05/therm ARB is considering
this fee to dissuade continued use of fossil fuels. Wth natura
gas costs at $13/1000cf and crude oil costs above $120/bbl (after
cresting above $140/bbl), such a tax would only serve to pile on
the already costs of these fossil fuels which have risen to
extraordinary |levels over the 24 nonths. Current costs are plenty
of incentive to look at alternative energy sources or deternine
ways to conserve. The proposed tax would do nothing to change
current behaviour. Proponents of this concept assune further that
alternatives are available to all users of fossil fuels. This is
not the case. Before considering this tax further, the ARB should
|l ook at the feasibility of inplenmenting an alternative, otherw se
the tax would unfairly raise costs for those without a feasible
cleaner alternative. At this juncture, this tax is a bad idea
that would only serve to raise the cost of business, and
ultimately the cost of living to Californians.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 19:17:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Alexander

Last Name: Clayton

Email Address: AlexRClayton@gmail.com
Affiliation: Sierra Club, Coop America

Subject: Additional Education and Comment Period: Taxesvs. Cap & Trade
Comment:

In addition to ny previous comments, | would Iike to see CARB
conduct educational sessions to allow citizens to better
understand the pros and cons of carbon taxes/fees vs. a cap and
trade system and subsequently, allow for an extended conment
period to nake our voices heard.

The Congressional Budget Ofice's analysis found a taxation system
to be a better fit for reducing GHGs: "...any long-term

em ssi on-reduction target could be net by a tax at a fraction of
the cost of an inflexible cap-and-trade program That cost savings
stems fromthe fact that a tax could better acconmpdate cost
fluctuations while sinultaneously achieving a | ong-term enission
target." Thus, it seenms prudent to opt for nore education and

i nformati on before proceeding, as we need to better grasp our
options and choose the one best suited to reach our goal of
reduci ng GHG enmi ssi ons.

Thank you

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 19:54:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Buchan

Email Address: buchan@mktpotential.com
Affiliation: Graphics Packaging

Subject: Cap-and-Trade
Comment:

We are pleased ARB is enploying a cap-and-trade system under AB 32.

However, the programis proposed to be linmted to the
transportation, electricity, industry, and commercial/residentia
sectors. The Cap-and-trade programis neant to encourage
reductions in greenhouse gas em ssions and provide a nechanismto
identify the nobst inexpensive nmeans of acconplishing these
reductions. What difference does it nmake if the project to reduce
greenhouse gases is a Park Service facility? Toward this end,
there should be no limts on the types of facilities that
cap-and-trade reduction projections can apply. Al facilities
shoul d be eligible as reduction projects at the start of the
program This will ensure that the maxi nrum nunber of projects are
encouraged for the nost inexpensive cost, a goal that is good for
all Californians.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 20:46:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Karlstad

Email Address: Cathy.Karlstad@sce.com
Affiliation: Southern California Edison

Subject: SCE's Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find Southern California Edi son Conpany's coments
on the Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/90-sce_comments_on_carb_draft_scoping_plan.pdf
Original File Name: SCE Comments on CARB Draft Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 22:41:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Diener

Email Address: john@rrrinc.net

Affiliation: Westside Resource Conservation District

Subject: Carbon fees to fund incentives to farmers to adopt clean energy
Comment:

Revenues from carbon fees can fund incentives for California
farnmers to adopt clean energy technol ogi es such as sol ar
phot ovol tai cs, concentrated sol ar power, and wood gasification

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District and ot her
air quality control districts already nonitor clean air farning
practices such as integrated pest managenent (the use of both

bi ol ogi cal and chenical control of weeds, bugs, fungi, and soi
borne organisns) to nininize spraying and fumigating with
pesticides; using spraying equipnment with optical sensors to

m nim ze the anount of pesticides sprayed; conservation tillage to
reduce the nunber of tractor trips across fields and the

di sturbance of the soil to diminish dust, diesel, and CQ2

em ssions; and applying road oil on dirt roads to reduce fugitive
dust emissions. The USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service
funds many of these practices specifically to dinmnish air

pol lution conming fromfarnms. The California Air Resources Board
could use the air pollution control districts’ clean air farmning
practices nonitoring data bases to identify farnmers who are

al ready hel ping clean up the air and the USDA Natural Resource
Conservation Service to adnminister the award of incentive paynents
that reduce the cost of clean energy equipnent to those farmers who
have contributed the nost to cleaning up the air. Carbon fee
revenues would fund the air quality control districts sharing of
clean air farmng practices data and the cost of administering the
paynent of incentives to “Clean Air Farners” by the USDA Natura
Resource Conservation Service to install clean energy equipnent.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-03 17:30:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: steven

Last Name: sias

Email Address; steve.sias@att.net
Affiliation: Catholic Church

Subject: AB32 Program Design
Comment:

e Make sure that |owincome comunities are not harned.

e Use funds generated by AB 32 to invest in "green jobs" training
and education prograns in | owincone conmunities.

e Prohibit giving away free pollution credits to conpani es. Mke
sure polluters pay the full cost of the pollution they create.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 07:30:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Reheis-Boyd

Email Address: cathy @wspa.org

Affiliation: Western States Petroleum Association

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan Design
Comment:

Attached are conments fromthe Western States Petrol eum Associ ati on
on the AB 32 Scoping Plan. These coments were transnitted to CARB
on August 1, 2008.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/93-carb_scoping_plan_080108.pdf
Original File Name: carb scoping plan 080108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 12:48:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ann

Last Name: Hancock

Email Address. ann@climateprotectioncampaign.org
Affiliation: Climate Protection Campaign

Subject: Cap and Dividend
Comment:

Dear Chair Nichols, Board nenbers, and staff,
Pl ease include in the Final Scoping Plan:

- The State should auction 100% of em ssion pernits under the cap
Conpani es bringing fossil fuel into the California econony should
pay for their enmissions. The right to emt GHG should not be given
away. Doing so subsidizes fossil fuel such as oil and coal, and
prolongs the transition to clean, renewabl e energy.

- The State should use all auction revenue to provide a Dividend
to conpensate consuners on a per capita basis. G ven our high
fossil fuel prices, hel ping consunmers protects California's
econony, addresses the regressive inpacts of increasing fossi

fuel prices, speeds the transition to renewabl es, ensures the
durability of climate solutions, and is therefore the fairest and
nost powerful use of auction revenues.

| support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuel conpanies
to help fund CARB' s inplenmentation of AB32. Carbon Fees can al so
provi de fundi ng sources for clean technol ogi es, green jobs, energy
ef ficiency prograns, and nore.

Thank you for all your work.

Si ncerely,

Ann Hancock

Cimte Protection Canpaign
www. ¢l i mat epr ot ecti oncanpai gn. org

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 14:05:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Elizabeth

Last Name: Hadley

Email Address: ehadley @reupower.com

Affiliation: City of Redding;Redding Electric Utility

Subject: City of Redding & Redding Electric Utility Draft Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease find the attached comments fromthe Cty of Redding and
Redding Electric Uility on the AB 32 Draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/95-city_of _redding___reu_scoping_plan_comments.pdf
Original File Name: City of Redding & REU Scoping Plan Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 16:36:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Buttner

Email Address: pbuttner@calrice.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Revised Comment Letter on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find this revised version of the California R ce
Conmi ssion's August 1, 2008 comment letter. The only change was
to add additional infornmation to paragraph three. Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/96-climatechangescopplan_revl .pdf
Original File Name: ClimateChangeScopPlan(Rev1).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 16:50:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Barbose

Email Address: jason@environmentcalifornia.org
Affiliation: Coalition of environmental organizations

Subject: Cap and Trade Program Design in Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

From

Andy Katz, Breathe California

Tam Hunt, Conmunity Environnental Council

M ke Sandler, Cinmate Protection Canpaign

Shankar Prasad, Coalition for Clean Ar

Dani el Enmett, Energy | ndependence Now

Jason Barbose, Environnent California

Kristin Grenfell, Natural Resources Defense Council
Bill Magavern, Sierra Club California

Chri st opher Busch, Union of Concerned Scientists

Re: Cap and Trade Program Design in Draft Scoping Plan

A coalition of environnmental organizations respectfully subnits
the attached comments regarding the proposed cap and trade program
desi gn.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/97-scoping_plan_cap and trade design_comments.pdf
Original File Name: Scoping plan cap and trade design comments.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 17:40:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Barbose

Email Address: jason@environmentcalifornia.org
Affiliation: Coalition of environmental organizations

Subject: Including Natural Gas within Cap and Trade
Comment:

From

Andy Katz, Breathe California

Tam Hunt, Community Environnental Counci

Jason Barbose, Environnent California

Der ek Wal ker, Environnental Defense Fund

Kristin Grenfell, Natural Resources Defense Counci
diff Chen, Union of Concerned Scientists

Re: Natural Gas under Cap and Trade

A coalition of environnmental organizations respectfully subnits
the attached comments regarding the inclusion of the natural gas
sector in a cap and trade program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/98-natural_gas in_the cap.pdf
Original File Name: Natural gas in the cap.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 17:45:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Norman

Last Name: Pedersen

Email Address: npedersen@hanmor.com

Affiliation: Southern California Public Power Author

Subject: Southern California Public Power Authority Comment on Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find attached the Southern California Public Power Authority
Conmment on Draft Scoping Plan subnitted to the Air Resources Board
on 8/1/08.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/99-300226001nap08010801. pdf
Original File Name: 300226001nap08010801. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 19:05:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Onderdonk

Email Address: john.onderdonk @caltech.edu
Affiliation: California Institute of Technology

Subject: Caltech Draft Scoping Plan Comment
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/101-caltech_draft_scoping_plan_comment.pdf
Original File Name: Caltech Draft Scoping Plan Comment.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 09:41:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Kelly

Email Address: steven@iepa.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments of the Independent Energy Producers A ssociation
Comment:

Comment s of the | ndependent Energy Producers Association

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/102-
iep_comments _on_carb_climate_change draft_scoping plan__-- fina__ 8-6-08_ .doc

Original File Name: IEP Comments on CARB Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan -- FINAL (8-6-08) .doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 11:48:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: William

Last Name: Westerfield

Email Address: wwester@smud.org
Affiliation: SMUD

Subject: SMUDs Comments
Comment:

Submitted August 1. Please contact Araceli if there are any
questions. 916 732-6447

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/103-smuds_complete_comments_on_ab_32_dsp.pdf
Original File Name: SMUDs Complete Comments on AB 32 DSP.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 15:03:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 100 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kimberly

Last Name: Hughes

Email Address: khughes@mtc.ca.gov

Affiliation: Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Subject: Recommendations for Improving Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

August 6, 2008

Ms. Mary D. N chols

Chair

California Air Resources Board
Sacranent o, CA 95814-2719

Dear Chair Nichols:
Recommendations for Inproving Draft AB 32 Scoping Pl an

The Metropolitan Planning Comm ssion (MIC) is the federally

desi gnated Metropolitan Planni ng Organization (MPO) for the San
Franci sco Bay Area. Qur core responsibility is to plan and finance
transportation investnents for the nine-county Bay Area. In pursuit
of that responsibility, we coordinate our work with that of our
sister regional agencies: the Association of Bay Area Governnents
(ABAG), the Bay Area Air Quality Managenent District (Ar
District), and the Bay Conservation and Devel opnent Conmi ssion
(BCDC) .

The four agencies are jointly inplenmenting a Climte Protection
Programto address is-sues related to global warm ng. Qur joint
program recogni zes the critical role that urban devel opnent and
transportation will have to play in addressing our clinate
chall enges. It is fromthis perspective that we subnit the

foll owi ng four reconmendations for inprov-ing the Draft Scopi ng
Pl an that was rel eased by your agency in June.

1. Separate Measure #13 “Local Government Actions and Regi onal CHG
Targets” into two distinct neasures with separate eni ssions
reduction targets.

Measure #13 as presently structured m xes soup and nuts in a
manner whi ch nmakes re-sponsibility unclear, conplicates the
tracking of progress, frustrates assertive and coordi-nated
action, and diffuses accountability for results. W reconmend,
i nstead, that two distinct nmeasures be created in the scoping
pl an.

A “Transportation and Land Use” neasure should focus on

coordi nated regional/local planning of |and use and transportation
devel opnent so as to reduce the region’s carbon footprint. This is
a multi-faceted effort involving (a) the regional “blueprint”
processes, (b) local cities and counties as the entities with
specific | and-use authority, and (c) re-gional, county-level and

| ocal transportation projects. In adnmnistrating this neasure, it
is essential that an em ssions target be set at the regiona

| evel . Most vehicular travel occurs within the netropolitan

regi on, frequently crossing |ocal-government boundaries, and
“vehicle mles travel ed” reduction goals are not appropriate to
set, neasure, or nonitor at |ess than the regional “conmuter



shed.”

A “Local Governnent Actions” neasure should focus on community
energy, waste, re-cycling, water and other non-transportation/land
use actions that are appropriate at a city/county scale for

pl anning and inplementation. As the draft plan states, these types
of actions can be expected to provide significant GHG reductions in
addition to those achieved through transportati on and | and-use

pl anni ng. A separate em ssions target should be set for these

i nportant | ocal government actions.

2. Enhance the 2 MMI enissions reduction target currently set for
Measure #13

A nore anbitious target is definitely needed for the strategy
overal |l -ae should not sell its potential short. In addition, sone
areas, like the San Francisco Bay Area, have a head start in

t hi nki ng about the connection between better integrated | and
use/transportation strategies. These regi ons should be encouraged
to do nore/faster.

Most inportantly, we need to start naking significant changes now
if we are to achieve the very large enissions reductions required
by 2050. While AB 32 nmandates a reduction fromthe current 14
tons/person to 10 tons/person by 2020, the 2050 target established
by the Governor’s Executive Order pushes us down to 1.5

tons/ person! The significant | and use changes and VMI reduction
that will be needed for that “California nakeover,” must begin
today. Land use changes take time. Therefore it is critical that
we |lay the founda-tion between now and 2020. This tine period is
al so inportant for producing great devel -opnent projects that can
show t he way and becone our “learning |aboratories.”

Therefore, we recommend a “tiered” approach to GHG reduction
targets for these strate-gies

- A “basic” target that represents a regulatory floor. W assune
some “penalty” woul d be assigned or sone supplenmental action
triggered for areas that did not reach their share of that nmark

- An “aspirational” target would be set based on those areas who
are comitted and have the capacity to deliver |and
use/transportati on changes nore quickly.

To reward and notivate such actions, fiscal incentives would be
awarded to those entities pursuing actions at a | evel comrensurate
with the higher aspirational target. These incen-tive could be
drawn from exi sting sources of state infrastructure assistance
(e.g. transpor-tation funding through the CTC Cal trans; housing
funds via HCD) OR could be pursued as new fundi ng sources

dedi cated for this purpose.

3. Move pricing strategies fromthe “under consideration” list to
t he Scoping Pl an.

While land use will take years to provide |arge reductions in
CGHGs, pricing strategies can be inplenmented in rmuch shorter tine
franmes and can produce significant results by 2020. One only has
to look at the last year in California to see how hi gher gas
prices have re-duced driving, increased transit use and spawned a
vi brant public dial ogue about a series of related topics,

i ncl udi ng housi ng devel opnent. W believe that HOT | anes, cordon
pricing, bridge tolls, parking policies, pay-as-you-drive

i nsurance and other pricing strategies will have an equally

power ful inpact on VMI and GHGs.

Recogni zing that the Air Resources Board is under a tight deadline
to conplete the final Scoping Plan and not w shing to burden you
wi th excessive correspondence, we have not el aborated our
recomendations in great detail. Neverthel ess, we would be happy



to work with your staff over the next few nonths if required to
refine how these suggestions could be reflected in the fina
pl an.

4. Include an initiative to inprove our ability to accurately
nmeasure vehicle niles traveled (VMI) and resultant carbon
emi ssi ons.

Finally, to make this process work, the State and the regi ona
agenci es nust devel op a new, accurate and consistent nethod of
measuring VMI. W currently only estimate VMI very indirectly.
We do not actually neasure it. A process |like AB 32 demands
measurenent and reporting that is reliable and believable, two
qualities seriously lacking in our current VMI estinmates. W nust
be able to tal k about transportation VMI with the sane confidence
that other sectors discuss kilowatt hours, renewable portfolio
stan-dards, etc. ARB and the regional agencies should convene a
wor ki ng group as soon as possible to recommend the way forward on
this critical technical piece. To the extent that achieving VMr
reduction targets are contenplated as part of any AB32 regul ation
the application of accurate, consistently applied neasuring and
nmoni toring nmechani sns for VMI becone especially critical

Si ncerely,

Therese McM || an
Deputy Executive Director

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/104-1-ab_32 comment_|etter 080608.pdf
Original File Name: L-AB 32 Comment L etter 080608.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 15:11:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kristin

Last Name: Grenfell

Email Address: kgrenfell@nrdc.org
Affiliation: NRDC

Subject: NRDC Comments on Program Design in Draft Scoping Plan and Appendices
Comment:

NRDC respectfully subnits these conments on Program Design.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/105-
nrdc_program_design_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan.pdf

Original File Name: NRDC Program Design Comments on Draft Scoping Plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 19:37:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Matthew

Last Name: Marichiba

Email Address; matthew@marichiba.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Auction 100% of permits, use cap-and-dividend, add carbon fees for fossil fuel companies
Comment:

Dear CARB,

This work nakes ne proud to be a Californian. Thank you for your
work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan to reduce California's GHGs by
2020, especially in setting goals for the State to increase
renewabl e energy and reduce vehicle niles travell ed.

Pl ease consider these recommendations for inclusion in the Fina
Scopi ng Pl an:

* The State should auction 100% of pernits under the cap
Pol I uters should pay for their em ssions, not be given free
pernmits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cl eaner
energy.

* The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues will
be used to provide a Dividend to conpensate consuners. Wth
gasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helping
consunmers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use of
auction revenues.

* | support CARB s proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fue
conmpanies to help fund CARB s inplenentation of AB32. Carbon Fees
can al so provide funding sources for clean technol ogi es, green

j obs, energy efficiency progranms, and nore.

Si ncerely,

Mat t hew Mari chi ba

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 12:54:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Bellizzi

Email Address; Chris13b@ix.netcom.com
Affiliation: Bellizzi Tree Service

Subject: AB 32 Implementation
Comment:

Pl ease see attachnent

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/107-carb_workshop.doc
Original File Name: Carb workshop.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-09 18:45:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Bellizzi

Email Address; Chris13b@ix.netcom.com
Affiliation: Bellizzi Tree Service

Subject: Comments that weren't spoken in San Jose workshop
Comment:

Good Morning Menbers of CARB,

| participate in these preceedings with high hopes that the
denocratic process will work, but | realize being the pragmatist |
am that any positive work done will be subverted by
wel I funded | obbyi sts of the powerful petrolueum producers.

My 30+ years of Rock dinbing and bei ng an Qut door Ent husi ast
has had nme in sections of the California’s Sierra’s where there is
evi dence of d obal Warming. My fist hand experience has raised ny
noral inperative to step out of ny “confort zone” to hel p renedy
the situation.

| have been an environnentalist since age 10 and as such have
devel oped a strong | ove of our Planet Earth and the peopl e who
popul ate it.

Wien time came for a career path I took nmy love of clinb rocks
to love of clinbing trees and Bellizzi Tree Service was formed in
1983. Currently we are the only “green”

Tree Service in Silicon Valley.45% of our fuel is 100% Renewabl e
Bio-Diesel. | drive a Bio-Diesel bug that gets 52 MPG and ny wife
drives a Prius. Qur conbined CO2 out put is about 10,000 pound per
year about ¥ th of the average Californian
You may be wondering where this all going. |I think I have a uni que
per spective
bei ng an Environmental i st, Busi nessman, Consumer and a Sol ar
Power ed homeowner in Saratoga California. Every issue that
confronts California confronts me in mcro

The issues that CARB need to address are w de ranging and
conpl ex.
I would Iike to see a |arger percentage of renewable energy for
t he Renewabl e Portfolio Standard.
I would Iike to see the ZEV requirenent for production percentages
of new vehicles reinstated.
| believe our reduction in GHGwill conme thru a m x of
conservation, efficiency, PHEVS, EVS and high efficiency
Bi o- Di esel Vehi cl es.
I would like the Low Carbon Fuel Standard issued.
I would Iike to see an inmedi ate carbon tax on all regul ar diese
with a corresponding rebate for locally produced Bio-Diesel thru
CARBS energency action order. In ny opinion it is repugnant that
people who try and do better by the environment are penalized a
hi gher price per gallon while dirty Regul ar di esel gets cheaper
and cheaper.
I would Iike to see the inporters of the |largest industry segment
of GHG emi ssions held to higher standards while the cost of
transition to | ow carbon society not be borne by
sectors of the econony that can ill afford the transition or
litigation.
I would Iike to see a clean cars feebate for hybrid that al so
i ncl uded cars that are purchased locally and runni ng 100%
Bi o-Di esel and get 40-52 niles per gallon , not ship across the
ocean in ships burning bunker diesel fuel
I would Iike CARB to factor total life cycle in their Cean Car
Rebates, with the fact that places around the world are strip



m ned for Nickle-Cadniumor Lithiumlon Batteries

| believe CARB likes the direction the country Gernany is going as
| eader in Solar Photovoltaic and Wnd, but yet they do not enbrace
the fact Germany has a Bio-Diesel nmandatory mix of diesel fuel of
B10.

For the lay people, that nmeans they only pay for 80%inports and
make 10% of their Bio-Diesel locally. They also drive nany Turbo
Di esel Injected vehicles that typically on the hi ghway outperform
Hybri ds.

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-09 18:51:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Patrick

Last Name: Griffith

Email Address: pgriffith@lacsd.org

Affiliation: Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts

Subject: LACSD Comments on the AB 32 Program Design
Comment:

The following are our detailed comments on the Cap and Trade
di scussion in the Draft Scoping Plan and Appendici es, and ot her
rel ated topics:

1. Many stationary sources in California are already at BACT or
BARCT levels and little roomrenmains to do better. |In SCAQW s
2007 AQWP, for exanple, Miltiple Conponent Sources Control Measure
MCS-01 will nove nobst conbustion sources in the South Coast Air
Basin from BARCT to BACT during the 2010-2023 tinefrane. Hence
there will be very little opportunity for further in-plant
em ssi ons reductions given that BACT is the best that can be done.
Most stationary sources therefore, very early into the Scoping
Plan regulatory cycle, will be forced to rely heavily on offsets
to neet declining caps under a cap-and-trade (C&T) program The
use of offsets will be critical to survive the early stages of a
C&T environnment. These offsets nust not be arbitrarily limted
either nunerically or geographically.

2. Impl enentation should start slowy, akin to putting one’s big
toe into a tub of hot water before junping in, so as not to cause
irreversible effects by a rush to action. No justification has
been offered for the need to “quickly transition” (Page 18) froma
system where the state provides sone free all owances to a system
where the majority of the allowances are auctioned in the trading
market. This is especially true if an auction systemis

i mpl enented. At the outset of a programthis large and with such
potential financial inpacts, only a small anmount of allocations
shoul d be auctioned initially and then gradually increased unti
the regulators and the regulated entities becone acclinated, and
t he mar ket matures.

3. Superposing C & T atop command and control rules for the sanme
source categories could increase the overall program cost. Comand
and control strategies should be used as backstops, to be phased in
only if C& T doesn’t achieve the required targets within a
specific period of tine.

4. Prelimnary Recomrendations, Part B, Section 1, Cap and Trade
Program Pages 15-20: Although the Draft discusses on how the cap
and trade systemwould work, there is little discussion on the
advant ages the programwould bring. W realize that ARB i s under
pressures to opt for a carbon tax instead or command and contro
regul ation. To better support cap and trade, the ARB should
expand its arguments beyond those nmentioned briefly on p. 19 in
the Scoping Plan text. These advantages incl ude:

0 Causes | ess econonic disruption than direct regul ation or carbon
t axes



oC ear incentive for over-performance

oStrong driver for technol ogical innovation to achieve that over
- conpliance

oCan stinulate em ssions reductions in non-covered sectors

o0 Achi eve emi ssions certainty — ensures that the targets are net
oWdely accepted

o0 Guarantees that the covered sectors pay for their em ssions
oStill retains many regul atory aspects such as permits for

em ssions, verification and penalties for non-conpliance

ARB shoul d al so nake nention of the success of the EU ETS,
specifically pointing out that em ssions reductions fromthis
program are expected to exceed 200 million nmetric tons of CO2 per
year — equivalent to erasing ALL of California s transportation
em ssions. Bear in nmnd that the EU program faced nany structura
hurdl es including getting cooperation fromover 20 countries with
different cultures and | anguages. |f the EU could overcone those
obstacles to effect real and significant em ssions reductions,
there is no reason why California can’t do better

An effective cap and trade systemis the only nmarket nechani sm
considered that will encourage the technol ogy devel opnent needed
to take California past its 2020 goals and onto 2050. W ask that
the state nore clearly spell out the advantages of this programif
only to better support its own efforts.

5. Page 18: Regardl ess of their status in the inventories
resulting fromthe nmandatory reporting rule, essential public
services such as schools, hospitals, sanitation, LFG systens,
police, fire, etc., should not be included in C&T prograns.
Taxpayers should not be indirect speculators in the marketplace
and be held hostage to market whinms. 1In the event that |oca
governnents own facilities that are captured under C&T, with the
exception of municipal utilities, they should be given free

all ocations. This avoids unnecessary conpetition between
governnent and the business conmmunity. Local governments,
conmpeting for allocations, only raise the cost of the allocations
for everyone.

6. Page 19: The limt on offsets is without basis and
counter-productive to the larger goal of enissions reduction
Certainly, at a mininmum there should be no linmt on offsets
generated within the WCI as these would nost |ikely neet the nost
stringent standards of verifiability, additionality, etc. To

pl ace a cap on offsets will restrict innovation and place a
further burden on all businesses in the W .

7. Prelimnary Reconmendations, Section C, Carbon Fees, Page 41:
Carbon fees should target strictly anthropogenic em ssions from
fossil fuel conbustion and excl ude biogenic CO2 emi ssions from
carbon-neutral fuels like landfill gas and sewage or manure based
digester gas. This treatnent recogni zes that the carbon-neutra
fuel s add no new carbon to the atnosphere but rather conplete the
natural, short-term carbon cycle of atnosphere-plant-human and
back to atnosphere. Moreover, proceeds of carbon fees should only
be spent to further reduce GHGs.

8. Prelimnary Reconmendations, Section C 3, Conpliance Ofsets,
Page 43: A lot of em ssions reductions opportunities will be
forgone if we have to wait for the rigorous protocols called for
under the “Conpliance O fsets” paragraph. Perhaps certain

wel | - docunented projects could get categorical or pre-approvals to
fast-track em ssions reductions. W ask that ARB find a way to
expedite the approval of offset projects so that enissions
reductions can occur now, when they are nost needed.

9. Prelimnary Reconmendations, Section C 3, Voluntary O fsets,
Page 45: ARB should do nore than issue a supportive policy
statenment encouraging early reductions of CGHG enissions. Such



actions need recognition and protection agai nst potential federa
actions that might re-draw the baseline or not recognize state
progranms. Better support and protection would stinulate nore
vol untary reductions.

10. Prelimnary Reconmendations, Section C 4, Use of Possible
Revenues, Page 47, Direct emission reductions: ARB should purchase
CO2 reductions or allowances for the sole purpose of retirenent
only as a last resort. It is hard to justify taxpayer noney for
this purpose as long as the state continues to face nounting
deficits and other critical needs are underfunded. Any excess
nmoni es shoul d fund em ssions reductions projects and

t echnol ogi es.

11. Page C-12: New facilities that begin operation in sectors

i ncluded in a cap-and-trade program should NOT need to purchase

al | ownances either through an auction or from ot her allowance

hol ders. This is akin to South Coast’s RECLAI M “structura

buyers” provision that, in our opinion, is fundanentally unfair to
new entrants into the regulatory program A pernmanent set aside or
bank of allocations should be funded by CARB to all ow new

busi nesses to be covered in the same fashion as the origina
entrants to the program Wthout such a provision, new business
devel opnent is discouraged. Earlier versions of the

Li eber man-Warner bill had such protective provisions.

12. Page C-12: It is unclear how the cap-and-trade programw ||
cover 85% o of California s emi ssion sources by 2020. Pl ease

provide a chart showi ng how sources will fall under C&T with tine.
The time-wei ghted average of enissions under the C&T program seens
much | ess than 85%

13. Page C-15: ARB may be adopting regulations to inplement cap
and trade well before the other nmenbers of the WO have

i npl emented i nventory prograns. The European experience in Phase
I of their EU ETS has shown how dangerous it is to inplenment cap
and trade without having a reliable em ssions estimte. W
suggest that the cap and trade programbe voluntary until the
other parties in the WOl are ready to fully participate to
mnimze the potential for market disruptions.

14. Page C-17: The draft recomendation for the WCI calls for

al | ownance auctions in the first year to constitute between 25 to
75 percent of the total cap. W feel that even the 25% nunber is
too high and will cause significant econonic hardship. W urge
the ARB to consider carefully the economic duress that may be
created if too high an auction percentage is chosen, or if free
al | owances are too rapidly phased out.

15. Page C-18: Exactly how will the auction process encourage
voluntary early reductions by firms, nunicipalities and individua
consuners? Free all owances should be distributed to entities that
undertake early actions. Mire inportantly (see our genera
comrents) CARB must actively protect California early actions
under a federal clinmate change program

16. Page C-19: As we stated in our general comrents, we do not
understand how the ARB can say with certainty that allow ng

of fsets outside of California would reduce co-benefits inside
California. It is difficult to envision the type of projects that
woul d be offered up as offsets, and therefore this concl usion seens
specul ative to us. Take for exanple, the application of

bi osol i ds-derived conpost from California on agricultural land in
Arizona. This project could generate offsets by reducing nitrous
oxide enmissions relative to the use of comercial fertilizer and

i ncreased carbon retention in the soil. Any co-benefits anal ysis
woul d i nclude too many variables (tillage and irrigations
practices, crop choice, soil conditions, etc.) to say for certain



that conpost application in California is to be preferred over
that in Arizona. ARB should not debit or otherw se discourage

of fsets outside of California unless the co-benefits are clear and
over whel ni ng.

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 14:02:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Shankar

Last Name: Prasad

Email Address: shankar@coalitionforcleanair.org
Affiliation: Coalition for Clean Air

Subject: Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

The Coaliton for Celan Air submits its comments for considereation
in revising the Draft Plan by the CARB staff.

Shankar Prasad, MB.B.S
Executive Fell ow
Coalition for Clean Air

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/110-scopingplancommentsl.doc
Original File Name: ScopingPlanCommentsl.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 14:32:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Pat

Last Name: O'Brien

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: East Bay Regional Park District

Subject: Climate Change Scoping Plan
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/111-7_30_08_patobrien.pdf
Original File Name: 7_30 08 patobrien.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 15:21:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Bruce

Last Name: McLaughlin

Email Address: mclaughlin@braunlegal .com
Affiliation: CMUA

Subject: California Municipal Utilities Association Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan Appendix C
Comment:

Pl ease find attached CMJA's Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan
Appendi x C.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/112-
cmua_comments_on_the draft_scoping_plan_appendix_c.paf

Original File Name: CMUA Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan Appendix C.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:09:36

No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Taylor

Last Name: Miller

Email Address: TMiller@sempra.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Scoping Plan Appendices 8-11-08
Comment:

Senpra Energy Scoping Pl an Appendices 8-11-08

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/113-secomments_8-11-08.pdf
Original File Name: SEComments 8-11-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:39:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Andrew

Last Name: McAllister

Email Address: andrew.mcallister@energycenter.org
Affiliation: California Center for Sustainable Energy

Subject: Comments of the California Center for Sustainable Energy
Comment:

Attached please find Corments of the California Center for
Sust ai nabl e Energy (CCSE) Regarding the dinate Change Draft
Scoping Plan (June 2008 Discussion Draft and Appendices).

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/114-080811 ccse arb _scoping_plan_comments final.pdf
Original File Name: 080811 CCSE ARB Scoping Plan Comments_Final.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 18:35:33

No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Clare

Last Name: Breidenich

Email Address: clare@wptf.org
Affiliation: Western Power Trading Forum

Subject: WPTF Comments on ARB Draft Scoping Plan
Comment:

Attached please find comments of the Wstern Power Tradi ng Forum on
the Cinmate Change Draft Scoping Plan and Appendi ces.

Regar ds,

Cl are Breidenich

GHG Consul t ant

Western Power Tradi ng Forum

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/115-08-11-08 wptf _comments_on_arb_scoping_plan-_final.pdf
Original File Name: 08-11-08 WPTF Comments on ARB Scoping Plan- Final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 20:05:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Derek

Last Name: Walker

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

Subject: EDF - Program Design comments
Comment:

Pl ease accept the attached Program Design coments from
Envi ronmental Defense Fund on the AB 32 draft Scoping Pl an.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/116-edf - program_design_comments.pdf
Original File Name: EDF - Program Design comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 15:02:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: Passero

Email Address: M Passero@tnc.org
Affiliation:

Subject: TNC Draft Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

Attached are The Nature Conservancy's comments for the Draft
Scopi ng Pl an.

Thank you,
M chel |l e

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/117-tnc_draft_scoping_plan_comments final__ 8 13 08.pdf
Original File Name: TNC Draft Scoping Plan Comments Final 8 13 08.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-13 13:49:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Canfield

Email Address: jcanfield@ebay.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Cap and Dividend: apolitical necessity as energy pricesrise
Comment:

To Chairman Nichols and the ARB Staff:

Congratul ations on a very conprehensive and thoughtful AB32 Draft
Scoping Plan. ARB is in a unique position to establish

i nnovati ve, effective, and just climte change regul ati ons that
can be used as a nodel for national and global regulation. Thank
you for establishing an open and transparent process for this

i mportant work.

Pl ease accept the follow ng requests regarding the design of the
cap- and-trade nechani sm

1) The draft plan is to be commended for including the vast
majority of GHG emitting sectors in the cap, and | encourage you
phase in the |largest sector (transportation fuel) as close to 2012
as possi bl e.

2) 100% aucti on shoul d be the program design fromthe begi nni ng.
Having the polluters pay for all of their em ssions is the
fairest, and also the sinplest. Opening the door to free

al l owances will create a |obbying frenzy and a huge distraction
fromnore inportant environnental work.

3) A nmonthly dividend should be the prinmary use for auction
revenue. A recent CBO study showed that |unp-sum dividends are
the only approach that avoids regressive inpact to the 40%

| owest -i ncone residents. Also, as gas and energy prices increase,
a steadily increasing dividend sent to all residents may be the
only politically viable way to keep public support behind climte
change neasures. Wth cap-and-dividend, every resident has the
opportunity to profit if they reduce their carbon footprint.

| hope that we will all ook back at California s AB32

i npl enentation as an key step in the global fight to prevent
climate change. Thanks for your | eadership.

Best regards,

John Canfield

Menber, Cimate Protection Canpaign

Sr. Director, Trust & Safety Policy Managenent, eBay
(these coments represent nmy own opinions, and not that of ny

enpl oyer)

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-13 23:08:31



No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Cathy

Last Name: Karlstad

Email Address: Cathy.Karlstad@sce.com
Affiliation: Southern California Edison

Subject: Southern California Edison's Comments on Draft Scoping Plan Appendices
Comment:

Attached are SCE's comments on the Draft Scoping Plan Appendi ces.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/119-sce_comments _on_draft_scoping_plan_appendices.pdf
Original File Name: SCE Comments on Draft Scoping Plan A ppendices.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:39:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Audra

Last Name: Hartmann

Email Address: audra.hartmann@dynegy.com
Affiliation: Dynegy

Subject: Comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan and Appendices
Comment:

Attached please find the conmments of Dynegy Moss Landing LLC,
Dynegy Morro Bay LLC, Dynegy South Bay LLC, Dynegy Oakland LLC
(Dynegy)on the above referenced natter

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/120-dynegy _climate_change comments.pdf
Original File Name: Dynegy Climate Change Comments.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 12:19:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: M€l

Last Name: Zeldin

Email Address: melz@capcoa.org
Affiliation: CAPCOA

Subject: CAPCOA Comments on Scoping Plan
Comment:

CAPCOA Comment letter on the Scoping Plan signed by Barbara Lee,
Pr esi dent .

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/121-capcoa_comments _on_scoping_plan_8-15-08.pdf
Original File Name: CAPCOA Comments on Scoping Plan 8-15-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-18 08:25:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ed

Last Name: Pike

Email Address: ed@theicct.org
Affiliation: The ICCT

Subject: regionally coordinated transportation GHG reduction incentives
Comment:

The International Council on O ean Transportation recommends a
regi onal |y coordi nated program on auctioning all owances, and
investing in GHG reductions in the transport sector and others.
We recommend that CARB work with WCI to achieve this goal.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/125-icct_letter to wci_8-13-08.pdf
Original File Name: ICCT letter to WCI 8-13-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 15:29:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ronald

Last Name: Mitchell

Email Address: rmitchel @uoregon.edu
Affiliation: University of Oregon

Subject: Evaluating Effectiveness of Strategies Included
Comment:

Pl ease see attached file with comments on "Eval uating Effectiveness
of Strategies Included in the AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan"

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/127-carb_scopingplancomments.pdf
Original File Name: CARB_ScopingPlanComments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 15:56:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Alexander

Last Name: Pugh

Email Address: apugh@lachamber.com

Affiliation: Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce

Subject: Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce Scoping Plan Comments
Comment:

To Whomit May Concern:

| would like to submt the follow ng coments on the AB 32 scoping
pl an on behal f of the Los Angel es Area Chanber of Commerce. | | ook
forward to working with CARB on the final fornmat of this plan.
Thank you,

Al exander Pugh
Seni or Public Policy Manager

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/151-092008ab32positions.pdf
Original File Name: 092008A B32positions.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-19 18:12:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michelle

Last Name: Newman

Email Address: hodah_18@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB32 Implementation
Comment:

To be sure that inplenentation of AB 32 is just, fair, and
effective, | urge the Air Resources Board to enbrace the foll ow ng
elements in its final Scoping Plan and in any col |l aboration between
California and the Western Climate Initiative:

1. Ensure that any plan to distribute carbon enission all owances
and revenues is done in a fair and equitable manner.

2. Auction 100% of the allowances and desighate revenues to assi st
| owi ncome people in adapting to AB 32 through energy efficiency
prograns, transportation alternatives, and bill paynent

assi stance. Funds shoul d al so be used for green jobs training and
cl ean energy investnents. | do not support free gi veaways of

al  owances. Polluters should pay the full cost.

4. Ensure that working people can transition to new green jobs,
and that worker retraining is available for that purpose.

5. Gven that the Draft Scoping Plan includes working with the
Western Climate Initiative partners on a cap-and-trade program
ensure that the WCl's scope includes transportation fuels in order
to maintain the environnental integrity of WO and to achi eve the
| owest cost econony-w de enissions reductions.

Thank you, M chelle Newran

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-23 01:21:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: louis

Last Name: blumberg

Email Address: Iblumberg@tnc.org
Affiliation: the Nature Conservancy

Subject: international forest projectsin cap and trade
Comment:

see attached coalition letter

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/160-intl_forest_offsets carb_letter final.doc
Original File Name: Intl forest offsets CARB letter final.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-26 11:10:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Mielke

Email Address: mmielke@svlg.net
Affiliation: Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Subject: Early Development of Cap-and-trade System that Aligns with WCI Market System
Comment:

Attached, please find a letter fromthe Silicon Valley Leadership
Goup calling for early devel opnment of a cap-and-trade Systemt hat
closely agrees with the Western Climate Initiative market system

desi gn.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/168-final_silicon_valley ab 32 _comments letter --
_early _complete_ impelmentation_of _market_system __integration_with_wci.pdf

Original File Name: Final Silicon Valley AB 32 Comments Letter -- Early & Complete Impelmentation of
Market System & Integration with WCI.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 16:24:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Robert

Last Name: Finkelstein

Email Address: bfinkel stein@turn.org
Affiliation: The Utility Reform Network (TURN)

Subject: Carbon fees over cap & trade, and no offsets
Comment:

The Uility Reform Network (TURN) is a state-w de consuner advocacy
organi zation that advocates on behalf of California's residentia
and snmal | business custoners of the state's investor-owned energy
utilities (PGE, Southern California Edison, SDGE and Sout hern
California Gas).

TURN comments on two topics -- the advantages of carbon fees over
a cap and trade nmechanismas the nore effective and efficient
mechani sm for achi eving the goals of AB 32, and the need to
prohibit the use of offsets to achieve conpliance

-- Carbon Fees Shoul d Be Adopted, Not “Cap and Trade”

TURN has read and considered the coments of Laurie WIlians and
Al'l an Zabel in support of carbon fees rather than a cap and trade
system presented to CARB earlier in the process. (Their coments
may be found at
http://ww. arb. ca. gov/ i spub/ comm®?/ bccondi sp. php?l i st name=sp- desi gn-
ws&conmment _nunF45&vi rt _nunmr42.)

Rat her than sinply re-state the conpelling logic presented in
those comments, TURN incorporates them by reference and endorses
them wi t hout reservation

TURN s experience with "market-based" structures intended to

achi eve expected outcones | eaves us very skeptical of the prem se
that a cap-and-trade systemwould work as intended. Perhaps nore
importantly, such efforts to rely on narket forces rather than
regul ation (such as the inposition of a carbon fee) tend to create
uni nt ended consequences that might not only undernine the intended
goal , but create substantial disruption on their owmn. |In the nid-
to late-1990s, California congratulated itself for its successfu
transition fromregulation to reliance on narket forces for the
devel opnent and operation of electric generation facilities. But
from June of 2000 through January of 2001, that experinment flaned
out in spectacular fashion, creating rolling black-out conditions
(even though there was anpl e generation supply) and unexpl ai ned
price increases for generation supply, and bringing the state's
two largest electric utilities to their knees (with one going so
far as to declare bankruptcy). The inmredi ate solution inplenmented
in 2001? A return to regulation, albeit with new constraints that
produced far higher prices for California consuners than they'd
faced previously. \Whatever argunents that m ght continue about

t he unanti ci pated cause of the generation market nelt-down and the
various solutions pursued to bring sone senblance of stability back
to that market, there can be no dispute that the "narket-based"
approach that the vast mpjority of comenters had | abel ed as
"innovative" when it was first adopted back-fired in a huge way
and, in doing so, left California further fromits original goa
and paying nore for the privilege of having survived the failure.

I f CARB needs further evidence of the cause for concern, it need
only | ook at newspaper headlines for the past few weeks. The



deregul ation in financial services markets was touted as likely to
produce innovative products that would better serve the U S.
econony. Now we are on the brink of seeing a $700 billion
bai | - out package approved, as huge financial institutions teeter
and fall on a nearly daily basis. TURN suspects that various
experts will float many expl anations of the causes of the current
econom ¢ chaos and critiques of the various solutions, both
adopted and rejected. But it would seemthat one point is

i ndi sputable -- when the nation's policy-nakers substituted
"market" forces for regulation in order to achieve their goals,
they never anticipated the outcone that they unwittingly

unl eashed.

TURN submits that CARB's first step should be to design and

i npl enent a carbon fee, thus providing the incentive to spur
investnent in clean energy sources that do not rely on fossi
fuels, while mnimzing the likelihood of producing unintended
consequences.

-- Offsets Should Not Be A Means of Conpliance

CARB shoul d reject any reliance on offsets as a neans of achieving
conpliance with greenhouse gas reduction requirenents. TURN is
extrenmely concerned that offsets will both underm ne rea

em ssions reductions and will reduce the potential benefits of
reduci ng co-pol lutant enissions due to carbon enissions

reducti ons.

The history of the RECLAIM programillustrates that a trading
schene with offsets can actually hinder emnissions reductions. The
probl enms caused by the initial overallocation of allowances are
wel | -docunmented in the record. Generators purchased questionable
offsets in the form of abandoned cars instead of installing

em ssions control technol ogi es. Mreover, after the astrononica
junp in RECLAIM al | owance prices in 2000 due to the energy narket
mel t down, the generators were exenpted fromthe RECLAI M trading
system and forced to install scrubbers. Essentially, nost of the
em ssi on reductions benefits of RECLAI M occurred due to a
suspensi on and renunci ation of the cap and trade system

Thank you for your consideration of these coments.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 16:54:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Stephen

Last Name: Maguin

Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.gov

Affiliation: County Sanitation Districts of LA County

Subject: Essential Servicesin cap and trade Programs Under AB 32
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/sp-design-ws/171-9 22 08_losangel escountysanitationdistricts.pdf
Original File Name: 9 22 08_L 0sAngel esCounty SanitationDistricts.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 13:17:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jay

Last Name: Kinnear

Email Address: jlarba@gmail.com
Affiliation: concerned citizen

Subject: AB 32 and agriculture water
Comment:

| am gravely concerned that AB 32 does not address the use of
California water by the agricultural industry. Yes, they need
water, but free flowing water is not sustainable nor prudent.

Pl ease nodify this very thoughtful and conprehensive bill, AB 32,
to address the use of water in the state, especially as it
pertains to agriculture.

We can no longer afford to have precious fresh water used to
freely irrigate desert land without consideration for it's actua
cost and reuse.

t hank you,
Jay Ki nnear

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-04 13:47:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jay

Last Name: Kinnear

Email Address: jlarba@gmail.com
Affiliation: concerned citizen

Subject: Program Design for Agriculture Water
Comment:

To Whiom It May Concern:

Currently, AB 32 does not have any program design, and therefore
no enforcenent, for water use by the Agriculture Industry.

G ven the scope of AB 32 it is necessary for water use, water
managenent, and enforcenent to be incorporated in to the program
Agriculture is the largest use of water in the state and thorough
anal ysis has proved that free-flowing use of fresh water by a
single industry has greatly endangered wildlife and fish to
co-exist in our great state.

Also, it is a known fact that when costs increase, industries
becone innovative and creative, thereby, enabling the devel opnent
of new technol ogies to off-set cost increases of materials (in
this case, the natural resource of water)!

Thank you for your consideration.

Si ncerely,
Jay Ki nnear

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-04 14:38:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for Design Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Marina

Last Name: Rose

Email Address: marinarose@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32
Comment:

How can we have a gl obal warming Solutions Act in California
wi t hout addressing water? Water will be the nunber one probl em of
gl obal warming in CA since we live in a desert.

Pl ease include WATER in the solutions to global warnming in CA
AB32.

Thank you,

Mari na Rose
Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-13 09:22:57

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Design Commentsfor the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-design-
ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at thistime.



