
Comment 1 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: MorgnerEmail Address: ckjmorg@aol.comAffiliation: California agriculture businessmanSubject: ARB News Release June 26, 2008Comment:Utilities are to provide 33% of their power from renewableresources such as wind, solar, and geothermal? Since I know youare not joking (and it really isn't funny), I'd like to know howlong that will take and at what cost. There was no mention ofnuclear power which would be an abundant source of clean energy atlower cost and in a shorter time frame than wind and solar. I amtotally against the far reaching extremes that AB32 demands. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-28 16:37:26No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jackLast Name: osborneEmail Address: jho@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: report accuracyComment:you see an example of a problem with all "expert" testimony: mostof it is "MAI", made as instructed. I've read many tax opinions bylarge law firms used to promote various tax shelters that Icouldn't have signed. Not even for the $500,000 I guessed the lawfirm got for the opinion. For $5 million, well ... The problem isa general lack of "expert" accountabilty, whether the "experts"are: CPAs, rating agencies, criminalists, FBI agents, economists,you name it. If you can't sue 'em over their opinions, they'reworthless. If they can hide behind lawyer-client privilege,they're worthless.


And that is accurate for all policies that are generated to complywith a requested solution.

There are no rebuttal arguments, contrary opinions, or anythingthat might upset the required solution., especially when itinvolves politics or politicans.

Like most things produced on this subject it is biased one way, orthe other, depending on the desires of the requestors of theopinions.
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-29 12:49:17No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: robertLast Name: dinwiddieEmail Address: bobdin123@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: arb plan to reduce green house gasesComment:Please do nothing to create more expense and problems forcalifornia busniness and citizens.  There are 31000 plus weatherand atmospheric scientists that say man does not cause globalwarming or climate change.  You can cause this state immeasurabledamage if you keep up this foolishness in gas and dieselrequirements. Worse yet. if you increase the requirements on oiland utility companies to reduce carbon sources of fuel, the peopleof california will pay dearly for an unproven warming theory...forthe last 10 years we have cooled..please, dear God, let there becommon sense used.  If you continue your stated path, you will allbe personally responsible for destroying the economy of Califonia. Since we can't make it rain make it stop make the skys snow, stopor start hurricanes, how in God's name do you think we can causethe climate to warm or cool????

Hopefully you will hear from all us other silent citizens tellingyou to stop fooling with our lives and back off on your powertrip.  sincerely. R DinwiddieAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-29 14:44:59No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kimberly AnneLast Name: HalizakEmail Address: ttiot@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CA Global Warming Solutions Act (AB32)Comment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  
 
However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to
·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled
·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles
·        Boost recycling rates
·        Auction off any emissions permits
·        Limit offsets
·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.
 
 
Thank you very much for all your hard work.
 
 
Kim Halizak
1933 N. Beachwood Dr., #205
Los Angeles, CA  90068Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-30 16:51:122 Duplicates.



Comment 5 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BeverlyLast Name: HuffEmail Address: bevhuff@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Not far enoughComment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to 
·  Reduce vehicle miles traveled
·  Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles
·  Boost recycling rates
·  Auction off any emissions permits 
·  Limit offsets
·  Minimize air quality impacts in our most-polluted communities.

Thank you very much for all your hard work.



 

 



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-06-30 20:04:01No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: KurzEmail Address: rkurz@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:I wish to thank CARB for recommending implementation of mandatedenergy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to 

·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled

·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles

·        Boost recycling rates

·        Auction off any emissions permits 

·        Limit offsets

·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.


Thank you all your hard work on this vitally important project.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 06:32:58No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanLast Name: EspositoEmail Address: danjesposito@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Some Thoughts, Thank You for Listening!Comment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to 

·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled

·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles

·        Boost recycling rates

·        Auction off any emissions permits 

·        Limit offsets

·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.

 

 

Thank you very much for all your hard work.

 

 
Dan Esposito
1711 Axenty Way
Redondo Beach, CA  90278

 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 08:19:31No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: James Last Name: MayeauEmail Address: domaye77542@peoplepc.comAffiliation: Subject: Passing a bull against the cometComment:You have to be kidding. Not just the public, but you have to bekidding yourselves. The sheer hubrus believeing that legislatorscan regulate the weather confirms the wisdom of term limits.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 10:06:14No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanLast Name: SnedegarEmail Address: jansnedegar@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: CARBComment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  

 

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to

·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled

·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles

·        Boost recycling rates

·        Auction off any emissions permits

·        Limit offsets

·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.

 

 

Thank you very much for all your hard work.

 Jan Snedegar
31151 Ceanothus Drive
Laguna Beach, CA 92651Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 13:26:23No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RickyLast Name: GrubbEmail Address: nobodyslaw@yahoo.comAffiliation: Sierra clubSubject: Zero emmissions vehiclesComment:

I thank CARB for recommending implementation of mandated   energystandards, energy efficiency measures, and clean vehiclerequirements.  

 I am saddened at the decision to rollback requirements for zeroemmissions vehicles though.

 CARB must go farther if we are going to make the major changesneeded to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate.  Pleaseinclude in your Final Scoping Plan steps to 

·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled

·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles

·        Boost recycling rates

·        Auction off any emissions permits 

·        Limit offsets

·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.

 

 

Thank you very much for all your hard work.

 

  Ricky Grubb.  environmentalrep@stnc.org Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 22:20:54No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AllegraLast Name: AzusEmail Address: allegraa@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: ...Comment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  
 
However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to 
·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled
·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles
·        Boost recycling rates
·        Auction off any emissions permits 
·        Limit offsets
·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.
 
 
Thank you very much for all your hard work.
 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-01 23:17:01No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EllenLast Name: KoivistoEmail Address: offstage@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: moreComment:All these plans are literally a drop in the ocean.  More needs tobe done, more drastic action needs to be taken, and things need tohappen a lot faster.  The planet is at stake here, not in someindefinite future but now and we need to act drastically now orwe'll all suffer, except those who die from it -- like 90% of allspecies, like millions of humans, like the biosphere of theplanet.

We need to drastically reduce CO2, methane and water vaporproduction.  We need to treat cars the same as cigarettes, onlymore lethal to a greater number of people over time and withgreater costs to society.  We need to phase out gasoline use, coaluse, and nuclear power.  We need to ramp into place alternativeenergy sources that do not produce CO2 (hence, biofuels are just adifferent problem, not a solution).  We need massive governmentfunding for wind, solar, other alternative and reductivestrategies.  We need a huge recycling effort.  We need to be on afooting similar to that during WW II, only the need is morepressing and the ultimate costs of losing this battle infinitelygreater.

And we need to do all this NOW.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 09:18:30No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: D.Last Name: RobinsonEmail Address: dee_1234@prodigy.netAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: Keep polluters accountable and protect our airComment:We agree with the comments below submitted by the Sierra Club andagree that we must thank CARB for it's work to create aclean-energy in it's plan that calls for 33% of our electricity tocome from renewable sources.    

We still need strong, specific measures that hold pollutersaccountable. CARB must use its power to speed the production ofzero-emission vehicles, shape smarter land use policies and boostrecycling rates. Pumped-up public transit and strong zero-wastepolicies also will help us aggressively address the pollution thatcauses global warming.

Even though the CARB plan allows carbon trading to generate 20% ofthe greenhouse gas pollution reductions, it doesn’t specificallycall for auctioning of emissions permits. Nor does it fullyaddress the need to limit offsets and analyze the impacts of acap-and-trade system on air quality in our most pollutedcommunities. These steps would keep polluters accountable andprotect our air.
Thank you
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 10:39:36No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephanieLast Name: AdamsEmail Address: mejaneanthro@aol.comAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: CARB draft scoping planComment:Many thanks to the California Air Resources Board for your work tocreate a clean-energy future. I appreciate that your plan callsfor 33% of our electricity to come from renewable sources.    
We still need strong, specific measures that hold pollutersaccountable. CARB must use its power to speed the production ofzero-emission vehicles, shape smarter land use policies and boostrecycling rates. Pumped-up public transit and strong zero-wastepolicies also will help us aggressively address the pollution thatcauses global warming.
The following steps would keep polluters accountable and protectour air: CARB's plan needs to call for strict greenhouse gaspollution reductions; and fully addressing the need to limitoffsets and analyze the impacts of a cap-and-trade system on airquality in our most polluted communities.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 11:11:43No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LindaLast Name: NicholasEmail Address: linda@lindanicholas.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB warming plansComment:Let's make some changes!  Go for the stringent!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 11:26:39No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EvanLast Name: JonesEmail Address: revwin@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Effect  of population growth on GHGComment:Over the next 12 years(purview of AB 32), the population ofCalifornia will grow, from births alone, by over 20%, an increaseequal to the present population of Los Angeles.  Thus, populationgrowth threatens to defeat goals to reduce GHG by the targeted30%.

Total GHG = (per capita release of GHG)  X  (population)

We must not ignore the importance of population growth. If we concentrate only on per capita release of GHG, our efforts will bedoomed to failure.  Education, family planning facilities, andother efforts to stabilize populaton must become part of the mixto reach our goal in reducing GHG.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 15:40:32No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CeliaLast Name: KutcherEmail Address: celia552@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB Draft Scoping PlanComment:Thanks to CARB for setting up the new Scoping Plan to call for 33%of our electricity to come from renewable sources.

But, the plan should:
  -  Specifically call for auctioning of emissions permits. 
  -  Fully address the need to limit offsets.
  -  Analyze the impacts of a cap-and-trade system on air qualityin our most polluted communities. 
These steps would keep polluters accountable and protect our air.   

I hope that CARB will continue to use its power to aggressivelyaddress the pollution that contributes to the rate of globalwarmng:
  -  Speed the production of zero-emission vehicles. 
  -  Shape smarter land use policies.
  -  Boost recycling rates. 
  -  Strenghten public transit policies.
  -  Institute strong zero-waste policies.

Respectfully, 

Celia Kutcher



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 17:44:07No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AliciaLast Name: KernEmail Address: aliciajkern@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Reduce Greenhouse GasesComment:I congratulate CARB for recommending implementation of mandated  energy standards, muscular energy efficiency measures, and cleanvehicle requirements.  

 

However, CARB must go farther if we are going to make the majorchanges needed to prevent catastrophic changes to our climate. Please include in your Final Scoping Plan steps to

·        Reduce vehicle miles traveled

·        Speed up production of zero-emission vehicles

·        Boost recycling rates

·        Auction off any emissions permits

·        Limit offsets

·        Minimize air quality impacts in our most-pollutedcommunities.

 

 

Thank you very much for all your hard work.

Alicia Kern
27225 Sunnyridge Road
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90274Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-02 22:10:02No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BettyLast Name: CoppersmithEmail Address: bcoppersmith@chevron.comAffiliation: Subject: Appendices to Draft Scoping PlanComment:The appendices referenced in the index are not included in thedocument.  Are these still under development or are copiesavailable?  Appendices C through G are of particular interest.

  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-03 10:18:36No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: SchmaleEmail Address: pschmale@FP-ins.comAffiliation: Subject: Draft Recommendations for implementing AB 32Comment:Thank you for your work to create a clean energy future forCalifornia. We still need strong, specific measures to holdpolluters accountable. Please help speed the production of zeroemission vehicle and strengthen public transit. We also need tolimit carbon offsets. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-03 10:35:54No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandallLast Name: KeethEmail Address: randy19750@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:I just finished looking over the Executive Summary of AB 32.  I wasborn in California in 1950, and I have taught in California publicschools for almost 30 years.  I am very proud of the leadershipthat California has shown on environmental issues, and I amexcited about the implementation of AB 32.  My big concern is thatspecial interests groups may pressure you to go slow or weaken thisplan.  Don't do it!  Stay the course and know that there are manycitizens, like me, who strongly support what you are attempting todo.  Thank you for your efforts!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-03 12:15:10No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: L. Last Name: SpringerEmail Address: 2239@hoc.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on AB 32Comment:
I am very concerned about the rapid increase of global warming andclimate change. I insist that California’s implementation of AB 32set a strong example for the rest of the world. We need rapid andeffective reductions of greenhouse gases (GHGs). I feel stronglythat industries should not receive free pollution permits –polluters should have to pay for their emissions. The proceedsshould go to promote clean energy. Rather than allowing pollutersto buy offsets, there must be strong regulation of greenhousegases. Muscular zero waste policies, with strong landfill andcompost regulations, will also cut GHGs. I urge CARB to requirethat all new development meet high standards for energyefficiency. CARB should also foster policies that help to reduceauto travel. Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEV) should be available forthose that still need to travel. CARB should require that ZEVs bemade available to millions of Californians.

We need to plan now for at least an 80% reduction in GHG emissionsbefore 2050. This means that electricity production must emit zeroGHGs. I urge CARB to require a 100% renewable energy portfolio forall of California’s electricity – sooner rather than later. 

Many of the consequences of allowing GHG’s to proliferate havealready started affecting California - water shortages, severeheat waves, and overwhelming forest fires. Other changes such asdramatic sea level rises, crop failures, refugee crises, spread ofinfectious diseases, and massive species extinctions, will be ourlegacy to the rest of the world if we don’t take action now tocurb GHG’s.

L. Springer


 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-03 13:41:27No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ScottLast Name: MillerEmail Address: millercs@roadrunner.comAffiliation: BioEnergy BlogRingSubject: Challenge the Status QuoComment:NOTE: an illustrated and source-linked version of this comment isavailable athttp://bioconversion.blogspot.com/2008/07/ca-draft-scoping-plan-comment-challenge.html.
---------------------------------
 
Achieving the goals of this Climate Change Scoping Plan (anambitious 30% reduction of greenhouse gases projected for 2020)will require major changes in the status quo fossil fuel paradigm- not only how electricity and biofuels are produced, but also themanufacture of a generation of new bioproducts based on biobasedchemicals to replace fossil-based ones. 

We live in the most dynamic state in the U.S. with research,manufacturing, investment capital, manpower, infrastructure, andnatural resources that are the envy of the world. This combinationhas led to the achievement of many paradigm shifts in the past -aerospace, atomic energy, computers, software, telecommunications,biotechnology, and the internet. We are poised to develop the nextparadigm in energy coupled with environmental sustainability.

However, to achieve our goals will require flexibility in ourpermitting standards. Currently, the choke point on energy andenvironmental technological deployments are held by state agencies- particularly CARB - housed in Sacramento. Our standards havebecome so idealistically high - i.e., Zero waste, Zero emissions -that promising technologies cannot be permitted for deploymentwithin California. Specific examples include conversiontechnologies using thermochemical means that can convert municipaland environmental waste into carbon-neutral fuels and power.

The thresholds for permitting must enable promising innovations tobe deployed. Without deployment most technologies will never berefined at commercial scale to approach delivering the higheststandards expected by the idealists. 

I recommend a graduated permitting scheme be developed by CARB fortechnologies of promise. Instead of comparing performance to anidealistically high set of standards, let's first compare them tothe status quo. If, after deployment, the technologies cannot meetthe graduated standards specified, the businesses can lose theirpermit to operate. But let's encourage deployment of firstgeneration technologies in California.

Without deployment of promising technologies, the aims of thisScoping Plan will fail and the status quo will remain.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-04 10:05:31No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kenny Last Name: StoutEmail Address: kennethy69@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Come on Americans let's use our common sense and brainComment:Just quickly wanted to address the wacko people that think that theUnited States of America is evil, sorry to inform you guys, we havesaved more people around the world and are the most giving peoplein the world. Oh, by the way as far as driving 55, the men andwomen that have died protecting "all" of our freedoms and "all" ofour rights have done so so that anyone that wants to drive 55 orfor that matter 45 can. But, they have also fought and died forthe Americans that want to drive 70 to do so also. For anyone thatwants socialism or doesn't think you deserve to have freedom,please, you have the freedom to move to Russia or Iran or whereever you choose. Use your freedom to be happy because after allthe men and women that have died for all of us would expectnothing less.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-04 12:14:27No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PedroLast Name: MacanasEmail Address: macanas_ped@gva.esAffiliation: Subject: SuggestionComment:I suggest the acquisition parity, this is, all the PHEV andAll-Electric Vehicles have the same prices (applying the rebatefrom the Alternative Fuel Vehicle Incentive Program) to anequivalent all-petroleum.

Small cars would have priority (more efficiency).

Regards.

P.S.: I suggest include Smart car (microhybrid) and promotesimilar
microhybrid electric cars (city cars).Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-05 10:40:05No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: WilsonEmail Address: psfw_66@roadrunner.comAffiliation: noneSubject: Cost effectiveness of scoping planComment:I am writing to clarify what a cost-benefit analysis of theproposed regulations should account for. There seems to be amisunderstanding in the Draft Scoping Plan about what constitutesa cost and a benefit.

*****
From the DRAFT SCOPING PLAN: 

“ARB is also evaluating the potentially beneficial impacts of newjob creation in the emerging “greentech” industry…” p. 53-54

“California’s climate change program will generate investments inclimate change emission reductions, yielding potentially vasteconomic benefits to California…In addition, the process ofdeveloping and deploying green technologies creates new businessesand new jobs. The savings from both reduced energy spending and theincome from new jobs is channeled back into the state’s economy.”p. 54-55


*****
These statements indicate that ARB is going to count jobs andindustry created to implement the new regulations as a benefit.However, in an accurate cost-benefit analysis these jobs andinvestment are counted as a COST, not a BENEFIT of the proposedregulations.  The people of California deserve an honestaccounting of the costs and benefits of the proposed regulations.

Sincerely,

Peter Wilson
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-05 11:18:21No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DennisLast Name: DrakeEmail Address: rockin69@cox.netAffiliation: Better and Better Technologies IncSubject: Cleaner Air and Better Fuel Mileage Comment: 
MY 1990 Le Baron V-6 gets 50 MPG on HWY now ! We have perfected aMini Computer that links to the Vehicles OnBoard Computer andtells it Not to Default when the engine is running too Efficiantfor a long time ! USMC Viet-Nam Vet 
Our HAFC Kit burns the fuel more efficiently , Has a greater flamespread , Covalizes the fuel( Gas & Diesel Versions) , Ionizes thefuel. And works on Any Gas or DIesel Engine, Any Fuel used. GivingMore Power, Longer Engine Life , Way Less Pollution ! $1,200 US forHAFC Kit Get 50% to over 300% MPG increase. More Power, LowerPollution levels I have client with Ferrari 612 , Hummers,Posches,Mercedes Ect

And the PICC will be avalable by  Early August ! No Pollution atall ! Double or Triple Engine Life and 400% to 900% Increase inFuel Mileage <

Global Patents in place . EPA registered Diesel Covalizer .C.A.R.B. Approval in the works . This is the Real Mc Coy ! 

Dennis B. Drake President Better and Better Technologies Inc.       Global Sales of Clean Green Technologies for a Better World <

www.100mpgtoday.com   www.hafctechnology.com  www.installersupport.info  Always looking for Mechanics to learnhow to install and tune our HAFC Kit 

The choice is yours . I only offer the Best of Green Technologiesto Slow Global Warming <

Dennis B. Drake Dealer # 001100260U Better and Better Technologies1444 Living Desert Dr. # 75 Las Vegas NV. 89119 1-702-944-0376 

www.Rockin69.com   Saving the Planet < July 10th 2009 Is EnergyIndependence Day in USA & Canada ! International Tesla ElectricCompany will rise to Save the Planet with Clean Green Electricity<

PS: If we are not supported by the World Public then this is yourFuture www.policestateplanning.com

 

Hydrogen-on-demand does not need costly infrastructure and

makes cars safer.Hydrogen-on-demand would not only remove the needfor costly

hydrogen pipelines and distribution infrastructure, it would alsomake

hydrogen vehicles safer. "The theoretical advantage of on-board

generation is that you don't have to muck about with hydrogen

storage," says Mike Millikin, who monitors developments inalternative

fuels for the Green Car Congress website. A car that doesn't needto

carry tanks of flammable, volatile liquid or compressed gas wouldbe

much less vulnerable in an accident. "It also potentially offsetsthe

requirements for building up a massive hydrogen production and

distribution infrastructure,"

Dennis B. Drake President Better and Better Technologies 

1444 Living Desert Dr # 75 Las Vegas NV 89119 

702-944-0376 DennisDrake@cox.net www.Rockin69.com

 

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/28-picc_commercial.wmvOriginal File Name: PICC Commercial.wmv Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 06:51:21No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GregoryLast Name: BenzEmail Address: benztech@mindspring.comAffiliation: Subject: Is this a good idea?Comment:More and more top-tier world experts on climate, such as thefounder of The Weather Channel and the head of the meteorolgydepartment at MIT, have said that climate change as presentlyoccurring is not primrily anthropogenic in nature, nor is warmingnecessarily a bad thing. Before legislating major economy-wreckinginitiatives, don't you think considerably more study is needed?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 07:41:25No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JacobLast Name: HallEmail Address: janthonyhall@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: We don't need perfection, we need progressComment:After reviewing the main thrust of this plan, I cannot help butagree with so many other comments that it represents an unfeasibleadherence to the zero-waste, zero-emissions othodoxy. This is anuntenable goal.
While I agree that that is where our society should be someday,there is absolutely zero chance we will get there overnight. Whatwe need to be looking at, especially in terms of municipal andindustrial waste, are the avenues where we can reduce our carbonfootprint today, tomorrow, and in the near future. We need to usewaste conversion technologies, and not keep filling our landfillsand hoping everyone stops producing trash. 
We need to ratchet down our emissions step by step, and not buyinto the religiously-held belief that our way of living mustbecome  eco-neutral overnight. What is criticalis the realpragmatism of doing things to save our planet over the long term,developing technologies and a lifestyle culture step by step thatwill lead our civilization to eco-neutrality. To get there, wemust adopt progressive, although not perfect, solutions that willprovide short and medium term environmental successes whileconcurrently reconfiguring our economic and technological enginestowards the goal of carbon freedom. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 10:04:37No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: PousmanEmail Address: frostitude@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Timely Implementation of AB 32Comment:Dear CARB Chair Nichols,

 

    Global warming and its effects are the biggest domesticconcern to me and my family.  California, long a leader for notonly the nation but the world in environmental policy, again hasthe potential to lead the world with rapid implementation of AB32.

Rapid is the key.  I urge that we hold polluters accountable fortheir financial and most importantly, the health effects that theyimpose on the public.  Placing profit before health of the planethas to end.  Strong regulations to reduce greenhouse gasemmissions with even stronger enforcement is necessaryimmediately.

 

    As the majority of California's greenhouse emissions aregenerated from transportation we also need Zero Emission Vehiclesavailable as soon as possible.  With the price of gasoline notdecreasing the so-called iron will never be hotter and we muststrike now.  

 

     We also need to radically increase our renewable energyportfolio in order to reach the goal of 80% reduction before 2050. We have the means, the brains and most importantly the need to doso immediately.

 

      I thank you for your time and look forward to yourresponse.

 

      Robert Pousman

      20612 PCH

      Malibu, CA 90265

      frostitude@yahoo.com        

 

 

   Please consider the environment and don't print Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 14:03:26No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarstonLast Name: SchultzEmail Address: mschultz@cleanpower.coopAffiliation: Clean Power Cooperative of Nevada CountySubject: The Better BiuofuelComment:
The Road to Energy independence?

I would like to preface my remarks by saying, I am no expert. WhatI have put together here is from research on the net.  I feel thatwe need to develop a holistic plan that takes into account severalenvironmental problems where solutions compliment each other. Thisis a model. If a different model will accomplish the same thing,fine. I don't think waiting for the market place to decide isgoing to cut it. For those who may read this, I would appreciatefeedback, positive or negative. Tell me where it won't work, butgive me references.
mschultz@cleanpower.coop



Biofuels come in many forms, but the two that get the mostattention are Biodiesel and Ethanol. There is, however, a betterbiofuel, a biofuel that does not suffer the drawbacks of eitherBiodiesel or ethanol. it works with both gasoline and dieselengines. There is no problem with cold starts. There is nocompetition for food crops. There is an existing infrastructure.In fact it has many advantages over these two biofuels.


Biogas - the better Biofuel

I maintain the best option for, biofuels is Biogas. Honda may havemade the smartest move ever by introducing the Civic GX a car thanruns on compressed natural gas CNG. What does that have to do withbiogas. Well, natural gas is methane and Biogas for the most partis methane. Fuel can be produced for vehicles from human, animal,kitchen and garden waste by composing in an anaerobic process thatcreates methane.  Methane is a green house gas (GHG) that is 20 to25 times more potent than CO2. In other words, we don't want it inthe atmosphere. But it makes great clean burning fuel. Not only ismethane produced but the by product is a non-petroleum basedfertilizer that can be used by farmers.


Other countries taking the lead

Compressed natural gas has taken off around the world as analternative fuel. In Europe Sweden Denmark and Germany all aremoving toward the use of CNG for transportation. . While Honda ismaking the only CNG vehicle  available in the US, Fiat andVolkswagen are planning to come out with a CNG vehicle in Europe.There are over 7 million CNG vehicles world wide.


Sweden

Sweden is having a Fall conference on "The Biogas Highway" thisFall. Sweden has already converted 34 sewage treatment plans toproduce biogas. Currently Sweden generate 54% of their gas for CNGvehicles though Anaerobic digestion of their waste. There are someSwedes who feel that generating biogas will lead to elimination oftheir dependance on petroleum. The following items show how Swedenhas made this transition so successful.

Co-digestion of Multiple Waste Streams – Use of co-digestiontechnology to successfully digest multiple types of organic wastesimultaneously is one of the  key technological areas in which theSwedish biogas industry is significantly more advanced than thedigester technology currently used in the US. Use of multiple feedstocks presents significant opportunities to increase digesteroutput and efficiency and improve the biogas business case. (Thiscould include biomass from clearing for fire suppression.)

Biogas Distribution Systems – Multiple possibilities for biogasdistribution have been successfully demonstrated in Sweden. Thesedistribution options include dedicated biogas pipelines betweenbiogas plants and biogas refueling stations, injection of“partially cleaned” biogas into “town gas” pipeline networks forresidential use, multiple options for over-the-road transportationof compressed biogas, and injection of upgraded biogas into thenational NG pipeline network. 

Bi-fuel Vehicles – Bi-fuel vehicles (vehicles using eithercompressed natural gas or gasoline as fuel) have limitedavailability in the US. In Sweden, however, bi-fuel vehicles withno significant compromises in functionality or performance arecommercially available and have helped greatly in expanding themarket for NGVs to private individuals. 

Transit Buses as “Anchor Customers” for Biogas Plants – In Sweden,municipal transit bus fleets designed to operate on compressednatural gas (CNG) typically act as the “anchor customers” for newbiogas plants. Transit buses are excellent candidates for biogasconsumption due to their high fuel usage, fixed routes andcentralized refueling facilities." Sweden even runs a train onbiogas. 

Germany

"The German gas economy and the automobile industry are geared upfor the further development of natural gas fuel infrastructure,with the number of natural gas filling stations set to climb aboveone thousand, according to Dr. Gerhard Holtmeier,  Speaking at the2008 Automobil International (AMI) he referred to the widecoverage of supply and number of new natural gas vehicle (NGV)models as reasons why discussion on limited availability is now athing of the past. 

He said the advent of renewable biomethane has also contributed tothe popularity and expansion of this alternative fuel in Germany,in that biomethane can be used by natural gas vehicles withouttechnical changes to the vehicle because it possesses the samequality as natural gas.  Volkswagen indicated natural gas turboengines could also be employed in  models in the future.Representatives of Fiat and OPEL also said they are working on thedevelopment of natural gas turbo engines. The OPEL Zafira CNG turbois expected to be available at the beginning of 2009."


Argentina

Argentina has over a million NGVs and is converting 9000 vehiclesa month. 
They have more than 1020 CNG fueling stations.


United States

Natural gas vehicles NGVs are nothing new to the U.S. Companieswith fleets of trucks, governments some public transportation arenow running on natural gas. There is an existing fuel stationinfrastructure throughout the U.S.  

One of the real pluses to natural gas is that it does not have tobe delivered by truck if the fueling station is within range of anatural gas pipeline. This reduces the need to "deliver" the gas.This also makes it possible to fuel up at home with. A homeappliance, known as Phill, which is sold by Honda can be installedwhere you park your car over night.

Other advantages to the use of natural gas is that is cheaper,burns cleaner. increased the life of the engine, and reduces theamount of oil changes.


T. Boone Pickens

Installation of renewable Solar and Wind installations is growingrapidly, but Biogas could be much bigger. It is the elephant inthe room that few people in the US are talking about. Yet!!!

Billionaire, T. Boone Pickens, is investing 10 billion dollars ina huge wind farm which will feature 2,700 wind turbines generating4,000 megawatts. The equivalent of 2 nuclear power plants.

Pickens' wind farm is part of a wider vision for replacing naturalgas — primarily an electric  power-generation fuel now --with windand solar for power generation, to free up more clean-burningnatural gas  — to power automobiles instead.

Pickens states that shifting natural gas used in power generationto transportation needs could cut U.S. crude oil imports by nearly40 percent. 

In fact Pickens  has started another company,Clean Energy, that isinstalling a CNG fueling stations where there is a market for CNG.


Energy independence for California?

What if California were to start a statewide program to use allour organic wastes to generate clean burning Biomethane. If eachcounty were to build an anaerobic digester plant at the transferstation or land fill and every waste water treatment plant andnegotiate a contracts with energy providers to purchase themethane to be injected into the natural gas grid? What if theState decided that all new state vehicles be required to run onCNG or electricity?


20 Reason for California to Embrace the CNG/Biogas Economy


 1	CNG is cheaper than gasoline.
	This is true. CNG is 30% cheaper than gasoline per Gas GallonEquivalent (GGE). As 	the gasoline prices go up, CNG prices go upSLOWER. Creating our own methane will 
	keep CNG prices down.

 2	CNG is “renewable”.
	As described above, we can create our own source of methane 
	through anaerobic digestion to run our vehicles.

 3.	CNG is the cleanest burning fuel for vehicles.
	The Honda Civic GX CNG vehicle is the cleanest car on the road.
	
 4	The Infrastructure for Natural Gas already exists.
	It is all around us. PG&E has a fueling stations throughout theirterritory.
	Honda will provide a booklet showing where to find CNG fuelingstations are in 	California. Many converted diesel trucks areusing CNG. The cleanest burning buses in
	the country are the CNG buses in Sacramento. As demand for CNGincreases, it will be
	easy to expand the supply grid.

 5	CNG is a proven technology.
	No breakthroughs needed. CNG vehicles have been on the road foryears in
	this country. They have an excellent safety record

 6.	CNG will extend the life of the engine 
	CNG has a more efficient combustion than liquid fuels, does notallow sediment 	formation, keeps spark plugs clean, andlubrication is better and more effective as it 	does not wash thecylinder walls of the engine. The lubricant lasts longer andperforms 	better allowing longer intervals between each oilchange. CNG also has a larger octane 	number than gasoline, so itdoes not produce self-ignition.

 7	CNG vehicles can be refilled at home
	A “home appliance” called Phill can be installed where you parkyour CNG vehicle 
	overnight. You can start every day with a full tank of gas.

 8	CNG vehicles are quieter
	Next time your in Sacramento seek out one of the CNG busses tosee how much 	quieter they are than diesels. Some communities areREQUIRING that their waste 	management vehicles run on CNG. Thiswould probably make the people living around 	the Transfer Stationvery happy.

 9. 	The byproduct in the anaerobic process is fertilizer.
	Once the methane is extracted from the waste feed, What is leftcan be used as 	fertilizer and it replaces petroleum basedfertilizers

10	Save County costs
	The Counties won't have to pay to have our organic waste truckedto a landfill.

11	Will keep our organic waste out of the landfill
	Finding places to bury our garbage is getting more difficult. Itis becoming necessary to 
	truck wastes further away from our communities  When it isburied, the anaerobic 	process begins and Methane is released tothe atmosphere, something we don’t want. 
	Methane is a Green House Gas that is 20 t0 25 times more potentthan CO2. 

12	Thus, we reduce GHG production.
	
13	Create green jobs
	We will need people to build and run these anaerobic digesters.
	We may want to create some additional fueling stations.

14	Creates a decentralized source of renewable energy
	With the Cooperation of the energy companies we could haveDigesters throughout the
	 California that could produce Biogas for the grid

15	Utilize waste from the fire suppression clearing program
	Green waste. needles, leaves and small branches and shrubs can bepart of the mix of 	organic material used to produce Biogas.

16	New Refueling stations could tie into the Natural Gas Grid 
	Unless the fueling station is remote, Trucks will no longer beneeded to deliver the fuel,
	thereby reducing fuel consumption for these deliveries
.
17	Potential business to convert existing vehicles to bifuelCNG/gasoline
	Unfortunately Honda only sent 1000 CNG vehicle to the states for2008.
	They are all sold for this year. With the Tax incentive of $4,000federal and $3,000 	State, they went fast (sticker price was$25.000). Rather than expect everyone to buy a 	new 	CNG vehiclewe should attempt to make conversions of existing vehicles,thereby 	not sending good vehicles prematurely to the wreckingyard and wasting all the 	embedded energy that went into makingthem. Since conversions can be made bifuel
	(CNG/gasoline),This will help ease the transition to new CNGvehicles.
	If the State adopted a CNG policy, I'll bet other carmanufacturers would soon 	produce CNG	vehicles.

18	Provides a transition to the hydrogen economy 
	When the Fuel Cell vehicle is finally available, it very likelybe more expensive than the 
	typical new car but if a car is fitted for CNG it can beconverted to a hydrogen 
	burning vehicle until fuel cell vehicles are affordable. 
	
19	Sustainable
	As the population increases, more waste will be produced.
	Hence more fuel can be produced. In other words it issustainable.

20	We would be creating the cleanest fuel next to Hydrogen
	This means our air will be cleaner.


A Holistic approach

In conclusion, going to a CNG economy is the most sensible way tomeet the challenge of high gasoline prices, air quality and ourmounting waste disposal problems. 

Currently Biogas generating plans are combined with electricgenerators, to produce electricity. Doing so wastes over 50% ofthe energy from the gas. Biogas plants will be far less expensiveto build than a biogas/electrical generating plant and will haveless environmental hoops to jump through to pass government rulesand regulations. Since Sweden is further advanced in the scienceof anaerobic digestion I would suggest hiring one of the Swedishfirms as consultant to carry out this program.

Injecting the gas generated into the natural gas grid is the mostsensible approach. PG&E has already contracted with a dairy farmin the Central Valley to buy Biogas generated methane,
why not from the rest of us.

Of course, this plan will take a lot of inter-agency planning. Letus set a goal and move forward.

Marston Schultz
530 274-9913
mschultz@cleanpower.coop

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/32-_the_road_to_energy_independence.pdfOriginal File Name:  The Road to Energy independence.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 15:36:05No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: MillerEmail Address: jrusmiller@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Cap and TradeComment:-The cap and trade concept should include some cross pollutantevaluation system to value which pollutants have the specifichigher value so that economic calculations can be made to reducethe Global Warming Potential best.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-07 16:41:23No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RichardLast Name: PruetzEmail Address: arje@attglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Land UseComment:I understand that the draft plan to meet global warming goals haslittle reliance on efficient land use. As a land use planner, Iwould contend that a great deal of energy conservation can beaccomplished by the mixing of land uses and the building ofcompact, pedestrian-friendly communities. Thank you  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-08 16:49:07No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RaymondLast Name: WoodsEmail Address: basiclogicatwork@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: energy without fuel natural air filtrationComment:

   To Whom it may concern:

   My name is Raymond Woods and I have an idea a concept if uwill, that will create energy with out fuel.  This unit can beused to power your home to light your streets, and to be used as asource of transportion.

   California has always been on the cutting edge of innovation, Ihave been looking for funding to make this idea come true.  Withjust a little help we could change the world as we know it today. I am not talking about a little power unit that needs to ve plugedin to recharge, I am talking about a unit that is big enought topower a home, to power a full size car 24/7 with no down time.

   If I have peeked your intrest please contact me atbasiclogicatwork@yahoo.com or write me at 7815 Grant lane #101Overland Park Kansas 66204 or 913-642-1478 and we will go intomore detail.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-11 13:36:38No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: rayLast Name: clantonEmail Address: kellyclanton@yahoo.comAffiliation: noneSubject: syncronization of traffic lights to save gas and reduce pollutionComment:Letter to the mayor of Bakersfield (applies to all cities) With gasprices up, good oil revenues, and house building down (planners notas busy), POLLUTION IN THE AIR,  I suggest you direct the citymanager to sincronize the all new TRAFFIC lights .  On gosoford,they installed quick change lights so when exiting sams club, onecar immediately stops 10 cars going down gosoford.  Also,  why arethere so many lights in front of SAMS and KOHLS?  you shouldcollect and feed the main roads.  You may need to hire " big city"planners.
 
With these prices,  stop the sprawl, and spend cash on RR bridges,sincronized lights, fewer lights, etc.   Think about Americas moneygoing to foreign places to pay for oil.  This issue is top priorityto save our way of life.  Also,  please require POWER offsets (windenergy) to offset new developments.  (see pickensplan.com). Thanks.  
 
Ray Clanton
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-12 21:32:50No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Ruth AnnLast Name: BertschEmail Address: rbertsch@stanfordalumni.orgAffiliation: Sacramento Area Bicycle AdvocatesSubject: no provisions for walking or bicycling in the Scoping PlanComment:I agree with Walt Seifert's observations that the draft ScopingPlan developed by the California Air Resources Board (ARB)iscritically short in provisions for walking and bicycling. Interestingly, there are provisions for light rail.  For people tobe willing to use light rail, however, they need to be able to walkfrom the station to their destination easily, comfortably, andsafely.  The nations which are successful in getting theirpopulation to avoid relying daily on single occupany vehicles makepublic transportation easy, walking and bicycling fun, and makeusing cars difficult and expensive.  My comments don't even beginto address the public health benefits of stimulating thepopulation to walk to a train or bus station, walk to theirdestination, or bike.  Those benefits are tangible and phenomenal.

Sincerely, Ruth Ann Bertsch, M.D., Ph.D., F.A.C.P. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 07:31:39No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BobLast Name: JohnstonEmail Address: rajohnston@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UC DavisSubject: Unequal Treatment of UncertaintyComment:The Draft Plan says that the policies in the Local Govt. Actionscategory are uncertain and so only get 2M tons. However, many ofthe recommended technical fixes are also very uncertain, such asLight-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards (delayed by USEPA), SustainableForests (scientifically unclear), and Energy Efficiency (which hasnot worked in the past, due to more appliances and also the occupants change behaviors).

There is a considerable body of empirical literature and ofmodeling studies, sent by me previously to the Local Govt. Actionscategory, that largely agree that land use policies can have alarge effect on reducing VMT.  The empirical research and themodeling studies often show similar effects for each of the different policies, such as density, mix, and walkability, thatare in basic agreement re. magnitude of effects. This gives onesome confidence in the results.  Also, many of the modelingstudies in the U.S. and Europe have used advanced urban modelswhere one can examine policies one by one, or in groups.  Thesemodeling studies are in general agreement about the effects ofvarious policy packages, too. 

I urge the ARB staff to treat uncertainty in a more evenhandedfashion, across these policy areas.  

A more reasonable target for Local Govt. Actions would be 6M tons,for 2020.  This represents about 1M ton per year of policyimplementation, 2014-2020, which is consistent with the middle ofthe pack of the empirical research and the modeling studies. 

Thanks. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 11:03:57No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndrewLast Name: FynnEmail Address: andrew@marincarbonproject.orgAffiliation: Marin Carbon ProjectSubject: Decrease-able CapComment:It is at least feasible that California will achieve GHG reductionsfaster than anticipated. My suggestion is that ARB build in theability to increase the aggressiveness of the cap if GHGreductions occur faster than anticipated—as the result ofbreakthrough technologies or other unforeseen advances. (This capcould only come down, never go up).  This reevaluation could betriggered at a certain point in the market—for example when theprice of offsets dips below $30 per ton CO2e. (This figure ischosen because the suggested price per ton of CO2e under the feesystem is $10-50.) 

ARB (with WCI) might also consider a minimum price for offsets.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 11:13:06No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Betty Last Name: AndersonEmail Address: bettysjam@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB Draft Scoping PlanComment:I support the efforts of California Air Resources Board (CARB) intheir efforts towards reduction of greenhouse gas emissions in theState of California.  However, there are certain areas within theDraft Scoping Plan where I have issues or questions.   

As background let me first say that I am a resident of Mira Loma. I am also a member of the board of directors for the JurupaCommunity Services District, a retail water district (also in MiraLoma), and a homeowner with solar electricity.  I am writing as aprivate individual and not as a board member.  

Mira Loma as you may know is home to the worst particulate matterair pollution in the nation.  This has been exasperated by thegoods movement industry.  Mira Loma is in a goods movementcorridor and has over one hundred mega warehouses.  In addition,Mira Loma has the largest auto distribution center in SouthernCalifornia.  These autos are brought into the distribution centerby Union Pacific (UP) trains and leave the center by auto carriertrucks.  Even though CARB has entered into a Memorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) with the UP to reduce emissions from thesetrains, this community is frustrated that the MOU was not asstringent as what the South Coast Air Quality Management District(SCAQMD) had wanted.  CARB entered into this MOU without firstconsulting the SCAQMD or the communities in the goods movementcorridors.  I believe that CARB should work with the FederalRailroad Administration (FRA) to amend the MOU and require morestringent emission regulations for the railroads.  In addition, Ibelieve that CARB should work with the UP to increase the numberof grade separations throughout the goods movement corridors todecrease the number of idling trucks and cars waiting at railroadcrossings.

On page 60 of the Draft Scoping Plan, under item six (PublicHealth Analyses), it seems to me that there have been numerouspublic health analyses already done that CARB can easilyincorporate into the study.  Among them is the USC Children’sHealth Study which studied children living in goods movementcorridors for over 10 years and the effects of air pollution onthese children.  I don’t see the need to waste more time, moneyand effort for more studies.

On page 70 of the Draft Scoping Plan, under D. Enforcement, itstates “ARB also partners with local, State and federal agenciesto carry out inspections and where necessary prosecute violators”. In this community, this is almost impossible because Mira Loma isin unincorporated Riverside County.  That means that theSherriff’s department answers crime calls while the CaliforniaHighway Patrol (CHP) answers calls dealing with motor vehicles. This adds an additional stress to the CHP which is alreadyunderstaffed.  Additionally, if CARB is working with federalauthorities, there needs to be more done primarily at interstatehighway borders with other states to regulate out of state truckemissions as well as emissions from trucks entering the countryfrom Mexico under the North American Free Trade Agreement(NAFTA).

On page 28 of the Draft Scoping Plan, under item number 8. Water,it states “the State will also establish a public goods charge forfunding investments in water efficiency that will lead toreductions in greenhouse gases” and “a public goods charge onwater can be collected on water bills and then used to fundend-use water efficiency improvements, system-wide efficiencyprojects and water recycling.”  Isn’t this tax a violation ofProposition 13?  Why is the state trying to impose a tax on endusers who already pay a high cost for water that has to be treatedbecause in the past the State allowed local industries to polluteit.  The Mira Loma area used to be the home of one of the largestdairy preserves in the State.  Now we have a new community calledEastvale with massive tracks of houses that have been created onformer dairy land.  So is the State making the former dairyfarmers clean the high nitrates and other salts out of our groundwater from their former dairy farms?  Is the state makingdevelopers of homes do this?  There are other toxins that theState and Federal government have identified that are in localground water.  The State Department of Public Health makes localwater companies clean the water to make it safe for consumers. Who pays for the infrastructure to clean these chemicals out ofthe water?  Not those who dumped it to begin with, but the end useconsumer.   Does this infrastructure use electricity?  Of course itdoes, and the end use consumer pays for that too!

The ARB also talks about the energy used to transport water to theend use consumer.  Didn’t water agencies such as the MetropolitanWater District build some of the dams along the rivers thatcreated hydroelectricity?  Edison does have tremendousinfrastructure for hydroelectricity around these dams, but howmuch did they contribute financially to the construction of thesedams?  Does Edison profit financially from this electricity?  Canthis profit be redirected to make water conveyance less costly?

Finally, as previously mentioned, my husband and I installed solarpanels on our home.  Each month we get a bill from Edison for lessthan $2.00.  This is so a meter reader can come over and check tosee how much electricity we contribute to the grid and a dataprocessesor can write up a bill.  The cost of solar power istremendous.  The rebates and incentives are inadequate to offsetthis cost, making solar unfeasible for most homeowners. 

Edison charges us a fee for the months when we use theirelectricity.  On most months, when we contribute to the grid,Edison should pay us just like they do to other 
Industries where they get their fuel for electricity.  The waythis is figured is that 
Edison will charge us for the energy we used during the year atthe end of our solar year if we used more than we contributed tothe grid.  However, if we contribute more into the grid than weused, Edison will not pay us for what we contributed!  This isunfair!  Edison should pay us for electricity we put into the gridjust like they pay for fuel for electricity.  This will help makethe cost of solar energy more feesable for homeowners andbusinesses alike.

I hope that the concerns and questions that I addressed in thisletter are taken into consideration when formulating the finalClimate Change Plan.

Sincerely,


Betty A. Anderson
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 15:10:55No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusanneLast Name: MoserEmail Address: promundi@susannemoser.comAffiliation: Subject: evaluation criteria of mitigation measures and mitigation-adaptation linkComment:Dear drafters of the scoping report,

I have briefly reviewed your document and am missing two importantconsiderations:

1) Other than how much a particular measure reduces GHG emissions,I see no criteria by which to evaluate the proposed actions. Areduction of GHG BY ANY MEANS should not be acceptable. A systemsperspective will quickly reveal that most actions, technologicalfixes, market and policy measures have UNINTENDED consequences.They could be economic, environmental, social, political orcultural. I do not see that such considerations are entering yourscoping plan. It seems unacceptable that the state of Californiashould try to solve one problem by inadvertently introducinganother. Thus, any proposed measure should be evaluated againstnot only the impact toward meeting the overall emission reductiongoal, but other ancillary costs, impacts, or benefits. And theeconomic cost and benefits should most certainly not be the onlycriterion.

2) The IPCC has clearly recognized in its most recent assessmentthat there are important interactions between mitigation andadaptation (see IPCC, 2007, Working Group II, Chapter 20, if Irecall correctly). Some mitigation measures make adaptation moredifficult or easier, while some adaptation measures increase orhelp decrease GHG emissions. This report does not recognize thisimportant interaction. As the state begins adaptation planning, itseems inconceivable that one effort should not consider how it willimpact another. Well, it's not inconceivable, it's done all thetime, but it SHOULD be avoided. Don't make your work elsewheremore difficult by ignoring this important connection.

Thank you for improving the report by these considerations.

Sincerely,

S. Moser, Ph.D.
independent Researcher
Santa Cruz, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-15 15:22:04No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RickLast Name: GarciaEmail Address: RGarcia@ibew47.orgAffiliation: IBEW Local #47Subject: Labor and solar energyComment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/44-rickgarcia.pdfOriginal File Name: RickGarcia.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 12:24:43No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 43 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: SteffenEmail Address: jlfsteffen@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB's draft scoping plan commentsComment:California desperately needs a strong plan of action to both slowglobal warming and achieve immediate reductions in  smog and otherdangerous air pollutants.

The state of California is facing a public health crisis,experiencing 14-24,000 premature deaths from air pollution yearly,350,000 asthma attacks and 2 million missed school days fromchildren suffering asthma attacks, thousands of hospitalizationsand emergency room visits, and reduced lung function growth inchildren.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving  thatcontribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases  inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  The plan should alsoinclude additional strong regulatory measures on industrialsources to reduce emissions form petroleum refineries, powerplants, cement manufacturers, and others sources.

It is vitally important the plan demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will  not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefitsto communities in terms of improved air quality and public health. 

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 14:14:12217 Duplicates.



Comment 44 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MorenoEmail Address: edmoreno@co.fresno.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: Comments provided at Fresno Scoping Plan meetingComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/81-07-14-08_ltr_chuck_shulock_-_carb.pdfOriginal File Name: 07-14-08 Ltr Chuck Shulock - CARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 15:24:30No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DebraLast Name: ClarkeEmail Address: walmartcashier20002003@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: RE:  Your plansComment:I think we should have done something about this a very long timeago, but nobody cared that many people would die because of this. You need to get on the ball and help us get this air cleaned up alot sooner than 2025 because by then we will have suchunbreatheable air, we will all be dead.  Please care about thisbecause you are breathing this nasty air, too!

Sincerely,

Debra ClarkeAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 17:19:05No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeonardLast Name: ConlyEmail Address: lconly@lmi.netAffiliation: Friends of Bus Rapid TransitSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:
California desperately needs a strong plan of action to both slowglobal warming and achieve immediate reductions in  smog and otherdangerous air pollutants.

The state of California is facing a public health crisis,experiencing 14-24,000 premature deaths from air pollution yearly,350,000 asthma attacks and 2 million missed school days fromchildren suffering asthma attacks, thousands of hospitalizationsand emergency room visits, and reduced lung function growth inchildren.  Our water supply is always at risk.

We urge the California Air Resources Board to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving that contributethe largest percentage (approximately 30%) of greenhouse gases inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  

One policy that can help us reach this goal is the implementationof Pay As You Drive Auto Insurance which can reduce greenhouse gasemissions from private motor vehicles in California by as much as2.4%.  This figure is derived using a recent Brookings Institutionstudy which shows that PAYD can reduce VMT by 8% and the fact that30% of California's greenhouse gas emissions result from theprivate automobile. The Brookings Institutions conclusions aboutPAYD insurance are:

"With insurance costs that vary with miles driven, we estimatethat drivers
nationwide would reduce miles traveled by an average of 8 percent.To put that in
perspective, it would take a one dollar increase in the gas tax toachieve an equivalent reduction in vehicle miles traveled (VMT). An8 percent reduction in VMT would yield social benefits of $51.5billion, largely from reduced congestion and accidents. It wouldreduce carbon emissions by roughly 126 million tons per year,which equals 8.4 percent of the carbon emitted by cars and trucks.And PAYD can achieve these gains while actually reducing the costof driving for most drivers. Roughly two-thirds of householdswould enjoy reduced premiums under PAYD, and the average savingsfor those two thirds of households would be $270 per car per year,equal to 28 percent of the average annual U.S. car insurancepremium." 

Pay-As-You-Drive Auto Insurance:
A Simple Way to Reduce Driving-Related Harms and Increase Equity
Jason E. Bordoff and Pascal J. Noel1
The Hamilton Project, The Brookings Institution
Preliminary Draft: April 17, 2008

We urge the California Air Resources Board to work with theCalifornia Department of Insurance to implement Pay As You Drive(PAYD) Automobile Insurance with odometer-based verification.    

The plan should also include additional strong regulatory measureson industrial sources to reduce emissions form petroleumrefineries, power plants, cement manufacturers, and otherssources.

It is vitally important the plan demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefitsto communities in terms of improved air quality and public health.

Thank you for your consideration of our concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.

Leonard Conly
Friends of Bus Rapid Transit
www.friendsofbrt.org
510-459-5841
1252 Gilman Street
Berkeley, CA 94706Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-16 19:42:16No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PhilLast Name: ErroEmail Address: philiperro@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:see attatched letter and pamphletAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/139-philiperro.pdfOriginal File Name: philiperro.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 10:52:53No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CristyLast Name: WojdacEmail Address: knitwit76@yahoo.comAffiliation: Defenders of WildlifeSubject: maintain & strengthen wildlife and habitat conservationComment:As an educator of children I feel very strongly about preservationof wildlife and habitat as well as clean air for futuregenerations. I also recognize that by setting high expectations weencourage ourselves to rise to the challenge and encourage othersto follow our positive lead. For these reasons I am happy to seethat wildlife and habitat conservation are important parts ofCARB's scoping plan. Thank you for all your efforts to promotethis benchmark for addressing proactive Global Warming solutions.I respectfully submit a few suggestions for improvement of yourfinal plan. 

First, I urge you to make it clear in the scoping plan thatadequate annual funding must be dedicated for climate changeresearch, monitoring, and planning to help fish and wildlife adaptand survive climate change challenges. Without dedicated funding,our state's biodiversity is a great risk. 

Secondly, I support a strong ,cost-effective cap on emissions anda market-based program to stabilize greenhouse gas concentrationsat a level that ensures the well-being of communities andecosystems. 

I urge you to put in a more robust carbon reduction target forforests. The scoping plan's target is too low. Forest conservationcan provide a greater reduction in carbon emissions. It isimportant that you utilize this.

I suggest that you ensure that CARB, not the Board of Forestry,maintains the least authority on all forest carbon accounting.

Lastly, I urge you to move quickly to establish scientificallyderived protocols for other habitats such as wetlands andgrasslands. 

Again thank you for all your hard work, and I appreciate the timeyou have taken to consider public comments.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 13:08:10No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeeLast Name: HarringtonEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Southern California Leadership CouncilSubject: AB 32Comment:See attached letter and studyAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/148-southerncalifornialeadershipcouncil.pdfOriginal File Name: southerncalifornialeadershipcouncil.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 14:00:08No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArthurLast Name: UngerEmail Address: artunger@att.net Affiliation: Subject: Comments on many AB 32 implementation opportunitiesComment:Here are my comments on CARB’s June 2008 Discussion Draft of theClimate Change Draft Scoping Plan to implement the CaliforniaGlobal Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32).  

I applaud your goal of reducing annual Green House Gas (GHG)emissions to 80% of 1990 levels by 2050 despite the hugepopulation increase that will occur in 2008 and in all years inthe immediate future. 

For lazy folks like me, the study introduction might include:
Total number of megawatts CA can generate under stress
Sources of electricity
Uses of electricity by industry in Megawatt hours, includingpumping water
Origin of emissions (figure 1, page 7, and slide 5 of 7/14/08 witha little more detail)

Here is the part of what I probably said at the 7 14 08 workshopthat I can not fit into the Roman numerals and numbers used in theDiscussion Draft:
Thank you for holding this hearing next to the Amtrak station. Aswe learn to travel without single or limited occupancy vehicles,more and more public events need to be held near public transit.Moving offices from an inner city neighborhood out to the land ofthe car, as the SJVAPCD did several years ago, was as error. Innercity neighborhoods and their transit must be made so safe that noone seeks security in a private vehicle.

Multi family homes emit less per person than free standing singleperson or single family homes. Public vest pocket parks,playgrounds and community gardens make such housing desirable. 

The rest of my comments refer to the Roman numerals and numbersused in the Discussion Draft.

I B, table 1  Recycling and waste:
Please compare GHG produced by optimally nourishing a given plantwith synthetic balanced fertilizer to the emissions accomplishingthe same goal by using only compost. Emissions producing,transporting and applying the fertilizer must be added to anyfertilizer emissions occurring while the fertilizer lies on thesoil. Does the result justify asking farmers or home gardeners tocompost?  Are there advantages to mixing fertilizer into the soil,even if the mixing requires energy?

II B 1  “Cap and trade” must be compared to “cap and auction”. Ioppose either if it subjects some populations to more GHG thanothers; that could raise an environmental justice issue.

II B 3  Green Buildings
I oppose helping people pay their fuel bills, although that isnecessary in emergencies. Instead, reduce a home’s carbon dioxideproduction by subsidizing insulation, installing double panedwindows, providing education to the occupants, buying newefficient air conditioning or evaporative cooler and appliances,painting roofs and walls white and all the other green buildingtechniques.  For example, replacing worn paint on a low incomehouse could be subsidized only if the owner chooses white paint.

II B 7 Urban or Rural Forest
How long do the trees in these forests, such as fruit and nuttrees, live or become non-productive? How long after death will ittake them to release the GHG they contain? If they are used forfuel, is all their carbon released? Can they be used for fuelwithout releasing criteria pollutants?

II B 9  Buses are sustainable vehicles
Recent increases in gasoline prices have increased ridership andmay have decreased fatal automobile collisions. Imagine theridership if buses went where folks wish to go. 

Buses should produce as few criteria pollutants as possible.Bakersfield’s “GET” buses do that by using natural gas; others mayuse other short chain hydrocarbons. There are small European dieselcars that emit little, I do not know if there are clean dieselbuses.   

Get rid of fare boxes on buses. Currently the fare box pays atleast one fifth of the municipal bus line’s cost. Bus ridersreduce GHG and criteria pollutants; car drivers do the opposite.Not having a fare box makes taking on passengers easier for busdrivers and eliminates the cost of buying and maintaining the farebox. Traffic may move easier, and thus emit less, if more of us arein the bus.  

Plain clothed police should patrol buses and drivers should beable to summon police by pushing a button with a hand or foot.

All new developments and alterations should accommodate buses.This includes bus stop pull outs along roads, bus stops in parkinglots, benches and shelters.

II B 12  Solar Roofs
All weight bearing surfaces in hot, sunny central Californiashould be covered with solar voltaic panels. There is almost notransmission loss from such urban and suburban solar sources.Parking lots should be roofed with solar panels; the supportingpoles should withstand collisions, thus avoiding electrocutionfrom collisions.

II B 13 Local Government Actions
I hope CARB staff will comment on proposals to develop small lotsadjacent to larger lots and to build apartments next to freestanding single occupancy or single family homes. CARB staffshould attend City and County meetings to see the intense desireSan Joaquin Valley residents have to live in large free standinghomes on large lots. This may be one cause of the Valley’s currenthigh incidence of foreclosures. This desire to sprawl, coupled withthe absence of mass transit generates driving that generates muchcarbon dioxide. Failure to make the connection betweentransportation and land use is an indirect source of GHG anddeserves a GHG Indirect Source Rule, as proposed on page 38.

Community Water should consider that the San Joaquin Valley getssix inches of rain a year at the southern end, increasing as oneapproaches Sacramento to eighteen inches. Yet our towns have manysmall manmade lakes, many of which are not diversions of ourrivers and are not shared by many residents. Lakes are OK ineastern United States where there is often over forty inches ofrain a year.  Much of our water is pumped over the Sierras byfossil fueled pumps.  

II B 15   Recycling and Waste
We need to compare the GHG generated by industrial production ofinorganic fertilizer and the GHG generated by composting. Theamounts of nitrogen produced by each method need to be compared;where California soil requires sulfur or phosphorous, those shouldbe compared.

II B 16   Agriculture
Methane Capture at Large Dairies
Compare the methane and carbon dioxide produced by localConcentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs) with that producedby importing milk from the east and mid west; include the GHGproduced by the dairies the milk is imported from. Include the GHGproduced by importing water for the California dairies.  

Sequestration in Permanent Crops
How long does a nut or fruit tree live compared to the length oftime our planet will have a problem with green house gases? Whathappens to the carbon in a tree when it dies or is cut down?  Ifthe tree is buried, how much green house gas is generated by themachines that bury it, including the manufacture and fueling ofthose machines?  Can a fallen tree create energy without releasingall of its carbon?

II C 1 Feebates
This was proposed for gasoline mileage by Senator Hart of SantaBarbara in the 1990s; I think it a good idea.

II C 2  Hurrah for carbon fees and water fees. With these fees,solar pumps will soon move most of California’s water; some of theplaces water is moved are especially sunny. Semi-tropic waterdistrict (in or near Kern County) has used solar water pumps foryears.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,
Art
PS Please provide me with all announcements concerning thisproject.
PSS I will send a hard copy upon request. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-17 17:06:20No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: eliaLast Name: bassinEmail Address: elia7272@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Transportation, Economics, Land Use commentsComment:Thank you for the efforts to keep California one of best leaders inthe world.  I am proud to be a part of this state!

After reading the scoping plan I have a few additional thoughts:

1.	Vehicle Speeds – Please not the additional pollutioncontributed to cars traveling above posted speed limits. Much ofthe Scoping Plan framework describes broad long term plans.  There are a few things we can do in the immediate future that willhave compound benefits over the next 42 years.   From myobservation less than 10% of vehicles on an open road will drivewithin the speed limit.   I proposed the Scoping Plan address thebenefits of reduced emissions if the speed limit was strictlyenforced over the next 42 years.   Proposed implementation couldconsist of a sub department of the CHP, on a trial until 2020,which is self funded by the fees raised by speeding violationcitations. In addition, 100mph maximum speed limits set by onboardcomputers on all private vehicles.  My preference would be to go asfar as lowing a freeway speed limit for single occupancy vehiclesto 55 mph, however I doubt that is politically feasible. 

2.	Local Government Land Use – I did not see any mention in theDraft Scoping Plan pertaining to local government land usepatterns that are contributing to un-stainable development types.  Having lost my fait in most local government official to behave inan honest and productive manner that best serves the publiccitizens in a sustainable manner would go as far as to recommendthat there be a 12 year ban on “green fill” (agricultural and landwith natural ecosystems helping to clean our air quality)development until 2020 where we can re-evaluate the climatesituation.  I hope the Scoping Plan can at least acknowledge alink towards local government development patters andcontributions to vehicle miles traveled and un-sustainable use ofCalifornia’s limited resources.  Developers and still make moneyand people can still have job through infill development usingexisting public infrastructure.

3.	Concerns from the Private Business Sector –I support theeconomic finding made this far in the Scoping Plan.  I would liketo refute all concerns by private business claiming increasedrestrictions will hinder the economy and add excessive cost. Every time a dollar changes hands it has more value to theCalifornia economy, and the longer the dollar says in Californiathe more value it has.  Every extra dollar spent, when done right,simply adds more purchasing power to more people.  If a businesshas to spend more on energy, but dollar goes towards an entire newindustry then it will be best for everyone in California.  I hopeeveryone can this of this as our next “trend” like the “Dot Com”silicone valley compute trend that brought some of the best yearsof economic growth California has ever seen.  Protecting ournatural resources and simultaneously keep California safe andbeautiful and also create the next great economic trend providinga plethora of job and sustainable infrastructure. 

4.	For those critical of these efforts please think back 42 yearsto 1966 and imagine what our state has accomplished in that timeand now imagine what amazing things we can do in the next 42years. 

Thank you for your time
-Elia Bassin
Citizen (Rancher, City Planner, Forest Firefighter…)
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-18 16:53:44No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EloiseLast Name: GillandEmail Address: eloise@eeri.orgAffiliation: Subject: CARB DRAFT Scoping PlanComment:California Interfaith Power and Light is an interfaithenvironmental ministry dedicated to working with California’sfaith community to address the grave threat to humanity and allCreation posed by global warming.  CIPL has more than 500 membercongregations in California and is part of a national InterfaithPower and Light movement operating in 26 states. 

In 2006, California Interfaith Power and Light worked for passageof AB 32. Our member congregations have prevented over 20 millionpounds of carbon dioxide emissions from entering the atmospherethrough energy efficiency efforts.  

California Interfaith Power and Light wants to make sure thatimplementation of AB 32 is just, fair, and effective.  To thatend, I, Eloise Gilland, as a member of CIPL and the MontclairPresbyterian Church in Oakland, urge the Air Resources Board toembrace the following elements in its final Scoping Plan and inany collaboration between California and the Western ClimateInitiative: 

1. Ensure that any plan to distribute carbon emission allowancesand revenues is done in a fair and equitable manner.

2. Auction 100% of the allowances and designate revenues to assistlow-income people in adapting to AB 32 through energy efficiencyprograms, transportation alternatives, and bill paymentassistance. Funds should also be used for green jobs training andclean energy investments.  CIPL does not support free giveaways ofallowances.  CIPL’s position is that polluters should pay the fullcost. 

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

5. Given that the Draft Scoping Plan includes working with theWestern Climate Initiative partners on a cap-and-trade program,ensure that the WCI’s scope includes transportation fuels in orderto maintain the environmental integrity of WCI and to achieve thelowest cost economy-wide emissions reductions.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-18 17:31:31No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: IrvinLast Name: DawidEmail Address: irvindawid@hotmail.comAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: ARB-AB 32 Climate Scoping PlanComment:California desperately needs a strong plan of action to both slowglobal warming and achieve immediate reductions in  smog and otherdangerous air pollutants.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving  thatcontribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases  inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  

The current plan is dreadfully weak in terms of reducing tripsthrough improved local land use measures.  Making cars 'greener'but continuing to be dependent upon them doesn't work....greencars plus fewer trips are the key.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-18 21:47:58No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Mike Last Name: SavinoEmail Address: yogoombah@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: bicycle commuting should be supportedComment:The plan is critically short on support for increasing walking,cycling and public transit transportation choices.  Out of 17named greenhouse gas emission reduction measures, bicycling andwalking don't even rate a mention.  It's hard to fathom.  Whatcould be more effective and efficient than replacing automobiletrips, which produce about one pound of carbon dioxide for eachmile driven, with bike trips?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-18 23:09:32No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ElaneLast Name: O'RourkeEmail Address: pastor@campbellucc.orgAffiliation: Campbell United Church of ChristSubject: Better and more justComment:California Interfaith Power and Light is an interfaithenvironmental ministry dedicated to working with California’sfaith community to address the grave threat to humanity and allCreation posed by global warming.  CIPL has more than 500 membercongregations in California and is part of a national InterfaithPower and Light movement operating in 26 states. 

In 2006, California Interfaith Power and Light worked for passageof AB 32. Our member congregations have prevented over 20 millionpounds of carbon dioxide emissions from entering the atmospherethrough energy efficiency efforts.  

California Interfaith Power and Light wants to make sure thatimplementation of AB 32 is just, fair, and effective.  To thatend, I, Elane O'Rourke as a member of CIPL and pastor of theCampbell United Church of Christ, urge the Air Resources Board toembrace the following elements in its final Scoping Plan and inany collaboration between California and the Western ClimateInitiative: 

1. Ensure that any plan to distribute carbon emission allowancesand revenues is done in a fair and equitable manner.

2. Auction 100% of the allowances and designate revenues to assistlow-income people in adapting to AB 32 through energy efficiencyprograms, transportation alternatives, and bill paymentassistance. Funds should also be used for green jobs training andclean energy investments.  CIPL does not support free giveaways ofallowances.  CIPL’s position is that polluters should pay the fullcost. 

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

5. Given that the Draft Scoping Plan includes working with theWestern Climate Initiative partners on a cap-and-trade program,ensure that the WCI’s scope includes transportation fuels in orderto maintain the environmental integrity of WCI and to achieve thelowest cost economy-wide emissions reductions.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-21 15:30:36No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Michellle Last Name: PasseroEmail Address: mpassero@tnc.orgAffiliation: TNC, Audubon CA, Defenders of WildlifeSubject: Comments on Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Ms. Nichols, Mr. Goldstene and members and staff of theCalifornia Air Resources Board,

Our organizations commend the California Air Resources Board(CARB) for producing the first economy-wide framework in theUnited States to address global warming.  This plan is animportant milestone and sets California on the path towardbecoming a model for reducing emissions across all sectors of ourstate’s economy.
	
Global warming is one of the most serious threats to wildlifeworldwide. Average temperatures have increased by about 1.5degrees Fahrenheit (°F) worldwide over the past century. Accordingto the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, if increasesexceed more than 2.7°F to 4.5°F above current temperatures, 20percent to 30 percent of all species worldwide are likely to be atincreased risk of extinction.  By 2050, temperatures in Californiaare projected to increase by 2.4°F to 3.6°F, and by 2100, theprojected increase is 4.1°F to 10.4°F.  Clearly, global warmingwill increase the stress on California’s already stressed plantand animal species.  We need to address this problemcomprehensively and quickly: the health of the natural systems onwhich our economy and way of life depend is at serious at risk.  

We are pleased to see in the draft scoping plan (the Plan) thatCARB has responded positively to recommendations made by ourorganizations.  The Plan suggests a strong and cost-effective capon greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and a market-based program toreduce greenhouse gas emissions from major emitting sectors.  Wesupport these criteria and recommend that in the final Plan, CARBspecifically include forest-based offsets in the market-basedprogram.  The inclusion of forest-based offsets coupled with astrong declining cap will foster significant GHG reductions in acost-effective, timely and efficient manner from capped sectors. It will also secure a role for natural systems, initially throughforests, as effective GHG mitigation tools, a public service(among many others) that has been historically undervalued.

Furthermore, we appreciate that the Plan acknowledges the need toprovide funding to help human communities and natural systemsadapt to climate change through the collection of GHG revenues andthe establishment of a California Carbon Trust.  We urge that thefinal Plan dedicate at least 20% of the available funding toplans, projects and programs that foster adaptation allowing humancommunities and natural systems, wildlife, plants and habitat tosurvive the negative impacts of global warming that will increasestress on these critical natural systems.   

We also support the plan’s recommendation to establish a firmtarget for forest carbon statewide.  The draft Plan’s proposedtarget of five mmtCO2e is modest and we recommend that ARBconsider increasing this “floor” by re-evaluating input providedby the forest sector Climate Action Team (CAT) subgroup.  In orderfor the state to maintain this level, policies and programs thataddress emissions from land conversion must be adopted.  Towardsthat goal, we request that the final Plan clearly establish theuse of CEQA as an appropriate tool to mitigate carbon emissionsfrom forest and wildland (e.g., wetland and grassland) conversion.In addition to establishing this “no-net-loss” of forest carbonpolicy, we urge CARB to adopt a non-binding forest carbonrestoration goal for the state and pledge to work with CARB todevelop the specifics of this goal.  Finally, we urge CARB to movequickly to establish scientifically derived protocols and processesto develop reduction and accounting methods for other habitats suchas wetlands and grasslands.

To succeed in reducing emissions and addressing global warming,the final Plan must provide assurance that the reductions arereal, measurable, and meet the other requirements of AB 32.  Thus,the final Plan should specify that reductions from the forestsector be evaluated under the existing, CARB-approved, accountingmethods, standards, and protocols acknowledging that CARB mayadopt refinements to them over time.  

As currently drafted, the role that CARB intends for the Board ofForestry and Fire Protection to play is vague.  CARB shouldclarify that role soon to avoid confusion.  In addition, the finalplan should explicitly reaffirm CARB’s responsibility as the leadagency for adopting reduction measures and other policiesinvolving all sectors, including the forest sector, and includingespecially, the accounting rules and responsibilities for stateand project level inventories.

The impact of local and regional land use decisions on GHGemissions is significant.  In this area too, adoption of revisedplanning processes and other measures can reduce emissions fromtransportation, energy, water use and waste recycling beyond thevalues included in the scoping plan.  We urge CARB to adopt anambitious and meaningful target for reductions from the landusesector 
A robust role for forests and other natural resource basedprojects is critical for the success of the Plan and the public’sacceptance of it.  Recent polling information released by Next Tenunderscored the importance of establishing a comprehensive role fornatural resources in the state’s climate policy.  Conducted lastmonth, the poll found that
•	79 percent say that global warming is a serious threat to theeconomy and quality of life for California's future 
•	88% strongly support protecting forests and natural areas thatnaturally remove global warming pollution from the air as part ofthe state’s plan
•	81% recognize that protecting existing forest lands was veryimportant as an additional benefit from addressing global warming. 
 
In conclusion, we look forward to reviewing the technicalappendices to the draft Plan when they are released and may submitadditional comments at that time.  We commend CARB and its stafffor their hard work in producing the draft AB 32 scoping Plan  Weurge CARB to make firm and binding commitments in the final Planto policies that fully capitalize on the capability of forests andother natural resource-based projects to address climate changeboth by avoiding emissions and increasing carbon sequestration.  

Sincerely, 
   	   	 		
Michelle Passero			
The Nature Conservancy
Kim Delfino		
Defenders of Wildlife
Dan Taylor
Audubon California				
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/174-coalition_comments_on_draft_ab_32_scoping_plan_7.18.08.docOriginal File Name: Coalition comments on draft AB 32 Scoping Plan 7.18.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-21 16:40:58No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: HagueEmail Address: gbhague@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Off-Highway Vehicals pollution needs strong/quick cleanup standardsComment:



Dear Ms Nichols,

As the CARB Chair would you please make sure all decision makershave a copy of the above document
-Fuel to Burn: the climate and public health implications ofoff-road vehicle pollution in California.

I am a resident of Riverside County and am very concerned aboutthe use of all types of motorized off highway (or roadway)vehicles(OHV) in my area and the health problems they add to ournon attainment area. This report mentions how in California theyemit 500 million pounds of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere eachyear. "This is the equivalent to burning  500,000 barrels of oil".The report also mentions that the 26 million gallons of gasolineconsumed by OHVs each year in California is equivalent to theamount of gasoline used by 1.5 million car trips between LosAngeles and San Francisco.

In addition to OHVs you need to also factor  jet skis, motorboats, snow mobiles and private airplanes into the final plan.Without a strong plan to immediately deal with all of the abovesources of pollution-not dragged out over years- you will need toremove the word "Solution" from the Act.

Please notify me of all future documents and meetings in SouthernCalifornia related to this topic.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/175-fuel_to_burn_for_web-2.pdfOriginal File Name: Fuel_to_Burn_for_Web-2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-22 12:45:51No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 59 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: BellEmail Address: jbell@mwdh2o.comAffiliation: Metropolitan Water DistrictSubject: Comments Deadline on Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Hello,

Appendices to the scoping plan were released yesterday afternoon,with comments due on August 11th. Comments on the scoping plan aredue August 1st. It would be beneficial and effective to have onecomments deadline for the plan and the appendices, and to extendthe August 1st deadline to August 11th for both sets of documents.It really is difficut to review one without the other, since thedocuments and the comments are integrated.

Please let us know if this can be accomplished. At the workshop onJuly 8th, staff indicated that there was some flexibility in thecomment deadlines.

Thanks for your consideration.

Janet Bell
EHS Program Manager
Metropolitan Water District of Southern CaliforniaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 08:09:34No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnnLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: awmidge@atginternet.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32Comment:   I hope that we will auction permits to emit CO2 rather than givethem away.  That way whatever the resulting procedes may be, theycan be re-invested in carbon-reduction and equity measures wherethey will be most needed.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 10:11:30No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Shannon Last Name: DodgeEmail Address: prettyprettypussycat@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Do more to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)Comment:This plan does not do enough to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled(VMT). In order to enable reduced driving, the Climate Change planmust require city and county governments to promote smart growthand more affordable housing.  Dispersed land use patterns arecosting Californians dearly, not only in gasoline but in ourquality of life. Compact development with a mix of housing choicesnear jobs will enable Californians to drive less, spend less,breathe cleaner air, and spend more time with our families andcontributing to our communities. 

This plan bows too much to entrenched interests in city and countygovernment who oppose compact development and affordable housing.It must be revised so that communities provide more choicesallowing people to live closer to jobs and other amenities. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 12:39:00No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Tim Last Name: GoncharoffEmail Address: dpw131@co.santa-cruz.ca.usAffiliation: County of Santa CruzSubject: improvements to draft scoping planComment:Congratulations to all on a job well done.  Just a few comments onpossible improvements:

The section on local government could use some expansion.  Localgovernments impact climate change in many ways, from landfillmanagement to forest protection and many others.  Localgovernments already take many actions to reduce climate impact,some on their own initiative and others in response to statemandates.  At a time of growing demands and shrinking revenues,local governments are looking to carbon trading as a possiblesource of revenue to fund these efforts. More information on theirrole in this process would be helpful.

There are also many resource management agencies other than localgovernments with the same issues and concerns.  Waste managementdistricts, water conservation districts and numerous others shouldbe explicitly included in these plans.

Similarly, there are many non-profit and community-basedorganizations which are vital partners in the efforts to protectCalifornia's environment.  Some discussion of their role in thissystem would be welcome.

The specific measures mentioned for reducing climate impact aremodest and reasonable.  Of course there are many otherpossibilities and still more which will be developed in thefuture.  We should take care to enact a sufficiently flexiblesystem to allow us to take advantage of emerging technologies andto react to changing circumstances.

Lastly, some care and consideration should be given to thedevelopment of the carbon trading market.  This may haveunforeseen consequences for California down the road, as welearned from the disastrous trade in energy futures and the recentmeltdown of the housing market.  Protections and regulation need tobe implemented at not just the state level, but at the national andinternational level as well. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 12:48:39No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: amyLast Name: davisEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/181-amydavis.pdfOriginal File Name: amydavis.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:36:20No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: danielLast Name: marbleEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/182-danielmarble.pdfOriginal File Name: danielmarble.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:37:56No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeonardLast Name: CookEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: cap and tradeComment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/183-leonardcook.pdfOriginal File Name: leonardcook.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:39:55No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DennisLast Name: DavisEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Implementation of AB 32 Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/184-dennisdavis.pdfOriginal File Name: dennisdavis.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:41:59No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Liz Last Name: McDannelEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/185-lizmcdannel.pdfOriginal File Name: lizmcdannel.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:48:42No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: KochEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/186-georgekoch.pdfOriginal File Name: georgekoch.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:50:16No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 70 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: ThompsonEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/188-davidthompson.pdfOriginal File Name: davidthompson.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:52:01No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CaroleLast Name: ClumEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/189-caroleclum.pdfOriginal File Name: caroleclum.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:53:02No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GenevieveLast Name: TylerEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/190-genevievetyler.pdfOriginal File Name: genevievetyler.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:54:08No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: CastilloEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/191-johncastillo.pdfOriginal File Name: johncastillo.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:54:59No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: ClapsEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/192-donaldclaps.pdfOriginal File Name: donaldclaps.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:55:48No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: PattersonEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/193-marypatterson.pdfOriginal File Name: marypatterson.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-23 13:57:51No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 77 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristineLast Name: SeghersEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Implementation of AB 32 Comment:ARB has received 9 letters similar to this one (see attached)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/197-iamveryconcerned.pdfOriginal File Name: Iamveryconcerned.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-24 08:14:41No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristineLast Name: SeghersEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: don't give away greenhouse gas permitsComment:ARB has received 27 of these letters (see attached)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/198-verycloselyform.pdfOriginal File Name: verycloselyform.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-24 08:17:21No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarciaLast Name: ArmstrongEmail Address: marmstrong@co.siskiyou.ca.usAffiliation: Siskiyou Co. Bd of Supervisors - 5th DisSubject: Greenhouse emissions from wildfire and management impactComment:Almost 100,000 acres have already been burned in Siskiyou County.The three large fires in Western Siskiyou County have been burningfor more than a month and are no where near containment. They mayburn into fall. At the time of this writing, 1,032,722 total acreshave burned in California this summer and 717,304 or 70 percentwere fires on federally 
managed land. * 
   
According to a study on greenhouse gas emissions from fire,
the Angora fire was estimated to have emitted 46.2 tons ofgreenhouse gases per acre.(http://www.calforestfoundation.org/pdf/FCEM-2.pdf ) That 
would mean the California fires may have emitted 47.7 million tonsof greenhouse gases so far. The EPA estimates that an average cardriven 15,000 miles annually produces 6.5 tons of carbon emissionsannually. That means that the fires could 
have produced emissions about the equivalent of 7.3 million cars.The study also indicated that if thinning, reduction of ladder andother fuels had been done in the forests where the Angora firesoccurred, emissions could have been dropped to 
12 tons per acre, instead of 46.2. 
 
In 2006, the State of California passed AB 32, which requires theCalifornia Air Resources Board (CARB) to develop regulations andmarketing mechanisms to reduce California’s greenhouse gasemissions by 25 percent by 2020. Mandatory caps on emissions fromindustry and other sources will begin in 2012. A draft scopingplan is available now at http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/cc.htm It wouldseem to me that a comprehensive and aggressive strategy to reducefuels on our National Forests would not only protect the healthand safety of forest communities, cost less in the long run incomparison to fire suppression, but make substantial strides inaccomplishing greenhouse emission reduction goals under AB 32.

[* Reference for citationshttp://www.fire.ca.gov/index_incidents.php  http://165.221.39.44/state/5/
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-24 14:40:52No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: SpurlinEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/201-7_05_08_davidspurlin.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_05_08_davidspurlin.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-25 11:22:45No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Julia RobinsonLast Name: ShimizuEmail Address: jrobinsonshimizu@breathela.orgAffiliation: Breathe California of Los Angeles CountySubject: Public Health Impact of Global Warming - Asthma and COPDComment:BREATHE LA is a non-profit organization dedicated to clean air andhealthy lungs in Los Angeles. One of our Center for Healthy LungsResearchers, Dr. Margaret Nield, is conducting a study designed toimprove quality of life for patients with lung disease by usingskype technology to facilitate face-to-face communication betweendoctors and home-bound patients. 

Dr Nield notes that COPD patients can also be affected byenvironmental factors. Air pollution, pollen and smoke fromseasonal wildfires can all make it more difficult for COPD andAsthma patients to breathe. In California, and in other warm andtropical locations, increased temperatures lead not only toincreased wildfires but to increased blooming and pollentriggering lung irritation and respiratory distress. Dr Nield seesa connection between Global Warming and the sharp rise in theincidence of asthma in children, “It is a global issue. Theincrease in warming and blooming of plants are part of the reasonfor increase in asthma cases. Focusing on environmental issues isonly natural.  There is a link to the natural in lung health anddisease. In terms of COPD, primary causes include smoking andsecond hand smoke, but the whole other point is environmental.Global warming is the new AIDS.”

The impact of suffering related to climate-related respiratoryillness and shortness of breath is at epidemic levels. BREATHE LAurges public health assessment to include effects of AirPollution. Our goal is a clean air future for Los Angeles, ourhope is an effective implementation of AB 32 to ensure we achievethat goal. 

www.breathela.org 

 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-25 11:41:18No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertaLast Name: LawsonEmail Address: roberta.lawson@cdph.ca.govAffiliation: CA Conference of Local Health OfficersSubject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached you will find a comments letter on the AB 32 Scoping Planfrom the California Conference of Local Health Officers(CCLHO)under the signature of Ann Lindsay, MD, President, CCLHO.

Thank you for your consideration.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/204-cclho_arb_comments_final_ab_32.pdfOriginal File Name: CCLHO ARB Comments final AB 32.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-25 15:04:13No Duplicates.



Comment 83 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: De BlasiEmail Address: michaeldeblasi@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Half-stepsComment:This bill is typical of American environmentalism.  The mostobvious method of reducing carbon emissions-increase developmentdensity, which will allow for fewer cars on the roads, protectionof open space and farmland, increased mass transit availabilityand use and the health benefits that come from more activepeople-is also the step completely avoided because it might"infringe" on a person's right to live where they want no matterthe costs to society.  

These costs include road building, repair and maintanence costs,medical costs because of obesity and obesity-related illnesses,costs to mitigate poor air quality and mitigate habitatdestruction, costs to build new and maintain existinginfrastructure, etc.

Why not take care of the easy step of controlling sprawl firstbefore we rely on the harder and more costly technological fixes?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-26 08:15:18No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TamikoLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: tamiko.johnson@acgov.orgAffiliation: Healthy Eating, Active Communities Oak.Subject: Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/206-heac_oakland_comments_on_carb_scoping_plan__phlp-hoac_.7.28.08.docOriginal File Name: HEAC Oakland comments on CARB Scoping Plan (PHLP-HOAC).7.28.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 12:43:42No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LorraineLast Name: UngerEmail Address: lorraineunger@att.netAffiliation: Subject: A few ideas that should be incorporated in AB 32 implementation guidelinesComment:Clean cars should be made more affordable.  Incentives or rebates
on such vehicles would be ilnticements for folks to buy them.

The Indirect Source Review Program that was adopted by the San
Joaquin Valley APCD should be required throughout the entire
state of California.

Energy produced from personal solar or wind generation should
be purchased by the California utility companies.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 16:37:12No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jennyLast Name: wilderEmail Address: jensoasis@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: general comments regarding CA Air Resources draft planComment:Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments. The air we breathis of such great importance that we cannot look lightly on thematter. It appears from past experience that some corporations,while looking at their bottom line, overlook the long term (andindeed short term) effect of their actions. Keeping this historicperspective, it makes sense to incorporate a provision that makespolluters pay for their emissions of greenhouse gases. By usingthe resulting revenues to promote clean energy and aid low-incomeconsumers we would be increasing the probability of making choicesthat produce less pollution. We should also limit sharply andverify any offsets. The California program should not be linked toany states with weaker emission standards. 

We can also do so much more when we look at statewide and localgeneral plans. Include stronger measures to reform land useplanning in ways that reduce vehicle miles traveled andincorporates alternative transportation such as walking andbicycling. 

In California we are so fortunate to have the best availablesource of energy in abundance-the SUN. Many people would choose touse solar power for most of their household use if given thechoice. For others it is not an immediate option. When given thechoice, numerous consumers would switch to clean renewable powerprovided by the grid. We should promote and enable CommunityChoice Electricity Aggregation (CCA), which lets communities pooltheir buying power to generate clean power.

Numerous transportation choices can be powered technologies thathave zero emissions. Auto companies should be making full use ofthose technologies and promoting them to the public. Mandate thatauto companies sell hundreds of thousands of Zero-EmissionVehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposed level of 7500ZEVs.

Much of our smog can be seen along the interstate and is producedby diesel trucking. Mandate that trucking and heavy equipmentclean up their emissions. 

Golf courses and homeowners use dirty and noisy maintenanceequipment for their landscapes. Ban the use of equipment thatpollutes the air (and is noisy) in favor of clean quiet machines.Mandate the use of zero emission equipment such as lawnmowers,edgers, weed wackers, blowers.   

Waste is a huge issue for our communities, but has not beenaddressed. Put Zero Waste front and center:  increase recycling bybusinesses, mandate building facilities to compost all green waste,and require producers to take responsibility for the end-of-lifedisposition of their products. Ban plastic bags for groceriesunless biodegradable, ban styrofoam for take out in favor ofdegradable products. 

Looking forward to cleaner air and to see the mountains once againin Southern California. 

Sincerely, 

Jenny Wilder
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 17:44:16No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarrollLast Name: NastEmail Address: cnast@infs.netAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: Carbon tax, no offsets.Comment:Make polluters pay for their GGE and use the resulting revenues topromote clean energy and aid low-income consumers. Limit emissionssharply.  Do not use carbon offset.  Carbon offset has neverproduced a reduction of GGE that would not have been made withoutthe payment.  Additionallity is impossible to prove.  It is adangerous distraction from the main task--significantly reducingGGE to avoid climate chaos.  Carbon offsets allow us the illusionthat we can buy our way out of this crisis.

Do not link California's program to any states with weakeremission standards.

Include stronger measures to reform land use planning in ways thatreduce vehicle miles traveled.

Include stronger measures to reform land use planning in ways thatreduce vehicle miles traveled.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 22:00:58No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GladwynLast Name: d'SouzaEmail Address: godsouza@mac.comAffiliation: www.catsmeo.orgSubject:  comments regarding the California Air Resources Board's DRAFT Scoping PlanComment:·        Use Cap and Dividend. Make polluters pay for theiremissions of greenhouse gases, using the resulting revenues topromote clean energy and aid low-income consumers. Limit sharplyand verify any offsets. Do not link our program to any states withweaker emission standards.

·        Include stronger measures to reform land use planning inways that reduce vehicle miles traveled. Give cities clean aircredits so that they can implement strong policies such as a 20mph speed limit across the town which will enable exitingtechnologies like Neighborhood Electric Vehicles. Cities shouldalso enable complete streets for walking and bicycling.

·        Promote and enable Community Choice ElectricityAggregation (CCA), which lets communities pool their buying powerto generate clean power. Mandate that PG&E pay for overproductionat the Maximum Market Rate Referenent.

·        Mandate that auto companies sell hundreds of thousands ofZero-Emission Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposedlevel of 7500 ZEVs. 20 mph cities can accomplish this withoutcost.

·        Put Zero Waste front and center:  increase recycling bybusinesses, mandate  constructing facilities to compost all greenwaste, and require producers to take responsibility for theend-of-life disposition of their products.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 23:03:11No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YichuanLast Name: PanEmail Address: ypan1@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Plant-Based Diet Cures Global WarmingComment:After reading the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan - a frameworkfor change, I am pleased that the state leadership is committedfor the state of California to once again play a leading role inaddressing global warming and climate change.

However, I am puzzled by the fact that the contribution of thelivestock sector to greenhouse gas emissions and global warming islargely watered down. For example, on your web-page, Air Pollutionand What You Can Do/Fifty Things You Can Do/, I could not evenfind one thing related to the benefits of keeping a plant-based orvegetarian diet.

I question the presentation of the pie-chart on page 7 of thePlan. According to a report published by the United Nations Foodand Agriculture Organization in 2006(1)(2), the livestock sectorworldwide generates more greenhouse gas emissions as measured inCO2 equivalent than transportation. When emissions from land useand land use change are included, the livestock sector accountsfor 9 percent of CO2 deriving from human-related activities, butproduces a much larger share of even more harmful greenhousegases. It generates 65 percent of human-related nitrous oxide,which has 296 times Global Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most ofthis comes from manure. And it accounts for respectively 37 percentof all human-induced methane (23 times GWP of CO2), which islargely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and 64percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain.Producing one pound of meat requires 16 pounds of grains, and muchenergy is required for animal food preparation and transportation.Therefore, I would appreciate if you could recalculate the data toinclude all these effects of the livestock sector, and regeneratethe pie-chart on page 7. I feel that only in this way thecontribution of the livestock industry to global warming iscorrectly presented.

The 37 million residents of California consume a huge quantity ofmeat per day that results in a lot of greenhouse gas emissions. Ifa large part or all of our residents adopt plant-based diet, thegreenhouse gas emissions will be cut tremendously. Besides,converting to a plant-based diet is an action that every honoredcitizen can take, with no requirement of new technology that yetto be invented. Nobel Prize laureate, the chair of theIntergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), plead for peoplearound the world to tame their carnivorous impulses and stay awayfrom meat in order to save our planet(3). And, experts promoted aplant-based diet not only to fight global warming, but to benefitpublic health as well(4). 
We are at an urgent time, so urgent actions are necessary. Pleaserevise the Plan to more meaningfully reflect the contribution ofthe livestock industry to global warming, and to include plans topromote plant-based diet. The state leadership can take boldactions. And the following list includes a few examples
     •	To reduce and eventually eliminate subsidies to thelivestock industry. It makes no sense to use taxpayer’s money tosupport the meat industry which generates lots of pollution andcauses health problems. Instead, the money can be used to supportgreen food or organic food to benefit the environment and people’shealth.
     •	To educate people the benefits of plant-based diet byrunning advertisement or by other means.
     •	To mandate that school lunch provides options forplant-based meals.

References:
1.http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html (Livestock a major threat to environment)
2.http://www.fao.org/docrep/010/a0701e/a0701e00.htm (LIVESTOCK'SLONG SHADOW)
3.http://afp.google.com/article/ALeqM5iIVBkZpOUA9Hz3Xc2u-61mDlrw0Q (Lifestyle changes can curb climate change: IPCC chief)
4.http://www.cnn.com/2007/TECH/science/11/12/global.warming.diet.ap/index.html  (Experts promote the global warming diet)
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/211-20080729_to_arb.docOriginal File Name: 20080729 to ARB.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 23:06:34No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TianLast Name: HarterEmail Address: tnharter@aol.comAffiliation: Green Party ActivistSubject: Higher Gas Taxes should be part of the sollutionComment:Hello California Air Resources Board!

I am convinced that whatever regulations you propose people willstart "looking for a way around that." On the other hand, if yousimply raise fuel taxes, they will mutter and pay them and lookfor ways to use less fuel. That will have the desired outcome, andit may unleash a blast of creativity that will really find somegreat ways to use less energy. Don't be fuelish! Go for higherfuel taxes. At least a nickel or dime to start with...

Tian HarterAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-28 23:34:16No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jackLast Name: sanchezEmail Address: alcamus39@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Making California GreenComment:Please work to make the total energy in California generated bynon-polluting sources such as wind, solar, and water.  Water toremove non-functioning dam on California streams and rivers toreturn them to their natural state so fishes and aquatic creaturesmay once again thrive.

Make polluters pay for their emissions of greenhouse gases, usingthe resulting revenues to promote clean energy and aid low-incomeconsumers. Limit sharply and verify any offsets. Do not link ourprogram to any states with weaker emission standards. 
 

Include stronger measures to reform land use planning in ways thatreduce vehicle miles traveled.
 

Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation (CCA),which lets communities pool their buying power to generate cleanpower.
 

Mandate that auto companies sell hundreds of thousands ofZero-Emission Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposedlevel of 7500 ZEVs.
 

Put Zero Waste front and center:  increase recycling bybusinesses, mandate building facilities to compost all greenwaste, and require producers to take responsibility for theend-of-life disposition of their products.

Keep California from becoming another China.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 06:07:28No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: kathleenLast Name: bettencourtEmail Address: bettencourt@surewest.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:I support AB32 to fight global warmingAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 07:38:27No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarolynLast Name: ChaseEmail Address: cdchase@movesandiego.orgAffiliation: Subject: Cap & Trade details / 2020 vs. 2050 FocusComment:Move San Diego is a non-profit organization working to createconvenient, on-time, healthy, sustainable transportationthroughout the San Diego region.  Currently, our major focus isworking with business, environmental, and government interests tocreate a transit system which is competitive in every way withprivate automobiles, and to reform land use planning to emphasizecompact development conducive to transit, bicycling and walking. 

Move San Diego has reviewed the Climate Change Draft Scoping Planand are pleased to submit the following comments.

First, we are pleased to see that the Air Resources Board takesvery seriously the ambitious timelines laid out in AB 32.  Itappears regulations and programs will be in place in a timelymanner as prescribed by the law.  We also commend ARB for dueconsideration of co-benefits of GHG regulation and the need toavoid disproportionately large impacts on underrepresentedpopulations.

The Cap and Trade Approach

We agree with the document’s basic framework, which entails thecreation of a new cap and trade system for GHG, managed incooperation with the other state members of the Western ClimateInitiative.  This seems the most sensible approach.  We urge youto consider every aspect of the launch of the cap and tradesystem, such that polluters do not receive windfall profits, atthe expense of consumers, and that any revenues from the system beused in part to reduce the costs to members of the public mostdisadvantaged by increased prices that may result from regulation. This can best be accomplished by auctioning allowances or credits,and distributing these revenues to low income groups via publictransit enhancements, needs-based rebates on high-efficiencyappliances, etc.

2020 vs. 2050 Focus 

The attention of the Plan is focused almost exclusively on the2020 greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction target of approximately 30%reduction from business as usual, ignoring the 80% reduction below1990 target for 2050.  Very few places in the Plan is thereconsideration of launching initiates that will have a smallbenefit by 2020 but a substantial benefit by 2050.  This is asignificant oversight, as it especially undervalues the slow,steady and possibly irreversible increase in emissions resultingfrom low density sprawl development.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 08:03:28No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmyLast Name: DuBoisEmail Address: amy.dubois@askintl.comAffiliation: Subject: Greenhouse gas emissionComment:Make polluters pay for their emissions of greenhouse gases, usingthe resulting revenues to promote clean energy and aid
low-income consumers. Limit sharply and verify any offsets. Do notlink our program to any states with weaker emission standards. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 08:34:53No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarolineLast Name: SnyderEmail Address: cgsnyder@post.harvard.eduAffiliation: Professor Emeritus RITSubject: methane collection from landfillsComment:I am vice-chair of the NH chapter and also serve on the Zero WasteCommittee.  I do NOT agree with my colleagues on this committeethat more methane is always  released to the atmosphere when thisgas is collected as a source of renewable energy.  This may betrue of some badly managed older landfills, but state-of-the-artlandfill construction, management, and cover design, as well asdata from  FIELD TESTS  published in the peer reviewed scientificliterature indicate that up to 90% of landfill generated methane CAN  be captured as a renewable form of energy.  It is being donein many parts of the country.  Here in NH, methane from ourlargest landfill is piped to the University of NH campus as aprimary source of renewable energy for the campus. In GreensboroNC methane from a landfill helps run a textile mill. SAVING MONEYAND DECREASING FOSSIL FUEL USE, , thus truly decreasing greenhousegases.

When formulating policies, it might be prudent for the SC toconsult with  recognized experts in this field, rather than todepend only  on theories generated by someone whose training is ineconomics and who has never published a peer reviewed paper on thistopic.

For example, the CA Air Resources Board might want to look at Chapter 10 of the International Panel of Climate Change, a groupwhich, together with Al Gore, received last year's Nobel Peaceprize. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 08:53:27No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatriciaLast Name: SarvisEmail Address: eyeries@goldrush.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Draft Rules for AB 32Comment:Please strengthen AB 32 rules in the following ways:
1)Charge polluters for their pollution and invest the money inrenewable energy development.
2)Do not link the CA program with those of other states withweaker standards.
3)Have stronger land-use requirements that reduce vehicle milestraveled. Without reducing VMT, the program will fail.
4)Require recycling and othe waste-reduction programs bybusinesses.
5) Include alternative possibilities that would go beyond 33% ofour energy being produced by clean sources by 2020, and meet AlGore's challenge of 100%.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 09:01:111 Duplicates.



Comment 97 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SherryLast Name: BoschertEmail Address: sherry.boschert@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Strengthen the Scoping PlanComment:Please strengthen the Scoping Plan in the following ways:

- Use "cap and auction," not "cap and trade." Make polluters pay.

- Reduce vehicle miles traveled through stronger reform of landuse planning.

- Through the state's weight behind Community Choice Aggregationof Electricity so we can pool local buying power and choose cleanpower.

- Specifically mandate with the Scoping Plan (not just in separateprograms like the ZEV or Pavley programs) that auto companies offerhundreds of thousands of zero emission vehicles by 2014 (or theemissions equivalent).

- Embrace and promote the concept of zero waste in all sectors bymandating increased recycling, composting, and charging producerswith responsibility for final disposition of their products.

        
      Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 11:59:59No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: TuleyaEmail Address: jtuleya@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on CARB Draft Scoping PlanComment:While CARB’s Draft Scoping Plan includes a number of strongmeasures, the draft needs significant strengthening before it willbe up to meeting the very tough challenge of combating globalwarming.  Below are some suggestions that I think should be givena closer look and consideration: 
  
• Make polluters pay for their emissions of greenhouse gases,using the resulting revenues to promote clean energy and aidlow-income consumers. Limit sharply and verify any offsets. Do notlink our program to any states with weaker emission standards. 

• Include stronger measures to reform land use planning in waysthat reduce vehicle miles traveled.

• Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA), which lets communities pool their buying power to generateclean power.

• Mandate that auto companies sell hundreds of thousands ofZero-Emission Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the feeble proposedlevel of 7500 ZEVs.

• Put Zero Waste front and center:  increase recycling bybusinesses, mandate constructing facilities to compost all greenwaste, and require producers to take responsibility for theend-of-life disposition of their products. 

Also, I am concerned that California's "Renewable Energy Standardsdo not "exclude" burning mixed garbage as renewable energy.  Untilmuch stronger efforts on reuse and recycling are adopted tominimize material in landfills in the first place, I do notsupport expansion of efforts on Waste-to-Energy (WtE). Concerns reWtE include air pollution, e.g., dioxins, no net energy creationand the damage to recycling infrastructure when local governmentsare locked into long term supply contracts making the materialsnot available for recycling.  The current CARB scoping plan doesnot define what would be in California's Renewable EnergyPortfolio or Standards. It should.
 
The current CARB report also advocates for making landfillssources of methane for energy generation.  Trying to maximizemethane generation from landfills in sufficient concentrations tobecome viable as an energy source will increase the amount offugitive releases of methane and volatile organic compounds thatattach themselves to methane resulting in increasing methane inthe atmosphere.  Methane is 25 times more damaging the atmospherethan carbon dioxide. If there is any chance that more methanecould be released, the Precautionary Principle says do no harm, sothe Scoping plan should do more research on this area rather thanadvocating a change that at minimum is counterproductive, and atworst could be devastating.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

James Tuleya
Sunnyvale, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 12:34:16No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Dana Last Name: McPhallEmail Address: time2actisnow@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Strong Measures Needed To Ensure Emission ReductionsComment:Dear CARB,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments regarding theDraft Scoping Plan.  I appreciate the hard work of the CaliforniaAir Resources Board (CARB) in implementing AB 32, and ensuring CAsignificantly reduces its greenhouse gas emissions.

While CARB’s Draft Scoping Plan includes a number of strongmeasures, including a call for 33% of electricity to be generatedby clean, renewable energy by 2020, the Draft Plan needssignificant strengthening before it will be up to meeting thechallenge of combating global warming.  My comments focus onpassing regulations and/or laws that mandate specific actions betaken by industry in order to achieve large-scale emissionreductions.  

Accordingly, I’m making the following suggestions:

•	Make polluters pay for their emissions of greenhouse gases,using the resulting revenues to promote clean energy and aidlow-income consumers. 
•	Sharply limit and verify any offsets. Do not link California’sprogram to any states with weaker emission standards. 
•	Set a goal of 100% renewable electricity by 2020 throughlegislation or regulation.
•	Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA), which allows communities to pool their buying power togenerate clean power.
•	Include stronger measures to reform land use planning in waysthat reduce vehicle miles traveled.
•	Mandate that auto companies sell hundreds of thousands ofZero-Emission Vehicles (ZEVs) by 2014, not the woefully inadequatelevel of 7,500 ZEVs proposed by your plan.
•	Put Zero Waste front and center:  increase recycling bybusinesses, mandate building facilities to compost all greenwaste, and require producers to take responsibility for theend-of-life disposition of their products.

I hope these critical measures become a part of the final ScopingPlan to be released later this year.  Thank you again for yourtime and consideration.

Sincerely,

Dana McPhall
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-29 13:22:486 Duplicates.



Comment 100 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Roberto Last Name: AmadeiEmail Address: ramadei1@alice.itAffiliation: Chemical & Energy Development srlSubject: AB 32Comment:We are pleased to attach the description of a measure toWell-To-Wheels reduce Greenhouse Gas emissions (the report “Aneconomic and environmental gasoline”), in its turn containing twoenclosures. 

The measure, that can be carried out now, complies with themaximum benefits for California, as defined by the AB 32 bill.

In fact
-	the measure reduces considerably the GHG emissions both in thegasoline production and consumption segments,
-	this reduction does not happen at cost but with a (huge) profitper ton of GHG reduced and
-	the measure also reduces all types of the toxic or harmfulemissions, consequently also improving public health andenvironment.

The above report considers and figures up the profit carried outby the measure. We observe yet that this profit is a direct, cashone. The report does not consider, it neglects, the economic valueof the yet accomplished avoided damages, of the avoided deaths, ofthe improved health et cetera. 

According to the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan, Table 1, page8, by applying to 10 California refineries even the bare carbondioxide reduction carried out by this measure technology for thereport 180,000 b/cd case study refinery, hence by neglecting thereduction of the other greenhouse gases the technology obtains,the measure accomplishes a CO2 emission reduction over the2002-2004 average emission of 3.95 / 469 = 0.84 %. 

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/228-ab32.rarOriginal File Name: AB32.rar Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 06:44:23No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Chris Last Name: FitzEmail Address: cfitz@mclw.orgAffiliation: Exec, LandWatch Monterey CountySubject: Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:LandWatch Monterey County appreciates the opportunity to providecomments on the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan.  LandWatch isdedicated to preserving Monterey County’s economic vitality, highagricultural productivity, and the health of our environment byencouraging greater public participation in planning. Our commentsfollow:

Land Use

Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is projected to increase by 66%between 2006 and 2030 (“2007 California Motor Vehicle Stock,Travel, Fuel Forecasts”, Caltrans, May 2008).  This increase issignificantly greater than forecasts for population growth duringthe same period of 32%.  Travel growth is related to greater carownership, increased trip-making and longer commutes.  All theseissues are fundamentally related to land use and urban sprawl.

Reducing travel would be addressed by Local Government Actions andRegional GHG Targets.  It is estimated that this voluntary measurewould reduce emissions by 2 MMTCO2E or 1% of the total recommendedreductions.  The Scoping Plan should assign more emissionreductions to this sector.  Additionally, emission reductiontargets should be enforceable through regional planning efforts orindirect source review rules that are legally enforceable throughair pollution control districts.

The Scoping Plan should also include greater funding from Statetransportation funds for public transit and other forms ofalternative transportation.  Transit funding from government funds has continually declined throughout the years - a trend that needsto be reversed if California is to reduce single occupancy traveland reduce GHG emissions.

Sustainable Forests

The Sustainable Forests measure shows a 5 MMTCO2E reduction. Emissions reductions are to be achieved through such measures asforest management and protecting forest land using the CEQAprocess.   Regarding the latter, the Plan should requireamendments to CEQA Guidelines to require offsets when forest landsare replaced by emission increasing activities, i.e., development.

Agriculture

Emission reductions for agriculture are voluntary.  Increasedwater efficiency, greater reliance on organic farming and reduceduse of petroleum based pesticides and fertilizers are areas thatshould be addressed by the agricultural sector.   Additionally,enforceable emission reductions should be required of thissector.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Plan.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 07:43:07No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: PoulsenEmail Address: MSPoulsen23@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006Comment:I am writing to you to encourage the adoption of stricterenvironmental standards in regards to AB 32, the California GlobalWarming Solutions Act of 2006.  Especially in light of recent newsof further Artic ice erosion and the Bush administration'sillegitimate interference in the EPA rejection of California'simproved carbon emission restrictions, it is past time to make astrong stance for the environment, our economy and our future.
Thank you,
MichaelAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 09:57:08No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: ConeEmail Address: cone@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: Cap and Trade/Carbon FeesComment:The Draft Scoping Plan does a fine job of addressing solutions toreduce greenhouse gas emissions. Regarding the Cap and Trade plan,however, I would like to suggest the following revisions to ensurethe plan will provide the best results and avoid loopholes thatcould undermine its performance. 

CAP AND DIVIDEND, NOT CAP AND TRADE
These recommendations are:

- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should PAY FOR their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy.

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a DIVIDEND to compensate consumers.  Withgasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helpingconsumers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use ofauction revenues.

CARBON FEES PLAN
I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuel companiesto help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Fees can alsoprovide funding sources for clean technologies, green jobs, energyefficiency programs, and more.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 10:24:50No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Harry Last Name: LoveEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Kern Audubon SocietySubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/232-7_11_08_harrylovekernaudobonsociety.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_11_08_harrylovekernaudobonsociety.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 11:33:00No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DwightLast Name: SimsEmail Address: dsims@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: Cap and dividendComment:I think is is especially important for the State to set aggressivegoals  to increase renewable energy and reduce vehicle milestravelled.  I particularly support a cap and dividend approach. Please consider these recommendations for inclusion in the FinalScoping Plan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.  Withgasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helpingconsumers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use ofauction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Feescan also provide funding sources for clean technologies, greenjobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 12:20:06No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: elizabethLast Name: herronEmail Address: ehsalmon@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: AB32 & Cap Auction DividendComment:Dear CARB,
 
Thank you for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan, especiallyin its goals for California to increase renewable energy and reducevehicle miles travelled. I am writing to advocate a lesser talkedabout implementation plan for AB32: Cap Auction Dividend. I urgeyou to emphasize this plan in your Final Scoping Plan. 

I urge you to support the auction of 100% of the permits under thecap. I firmly believe that polluters should be made responsible fortheir emissions. I disagree with the issuance of free permits atany time. No free permits to underwrite coal and delay theessential development and availability of cleaner energy. Ifurther urge that the Final plan identify the recipients of thefunds from permit auction as The Citizens of the State ofCalifornia, to whom individual monthly or bi-annual dividendchecks should be issued to cover the increasing costs of energy,which will naturally be passed on to consumers.


I completely support and applaud CARB's proposal that fees forcarbon be levied against fossil fuel companies and the diversionof those funds as additional monies for the resource anddevelopment of clean energy, green jobs and energy efficiencyeducation.

California's own Public Health officials have said we mayexperience heat waves as long as three months in California by2010. Let's change the way things are done as quickly as we can,before the already devastating environmental costs grow beyondremediation. A warming climate already means the loss ofsignificant biodiversity and extreme conditions threatening humanlife in large areas of the planet.

Elizabeth Herron, PhD
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 13:04:47No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RexLast Name: HimeEmail Address: rexhime@cbpa.comAffiliation: CBPASubject: Comments on ARB Scoping PlanComment:Please find our comments attached - thank youAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/235-cbpa_arb_scoping_comments.docxOriginal File Name: CBPA ARB Scoping Comments.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 13:34:52No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: maryLast Name: giacolettiEmail Address: mpowergiacoletti@prodigy.netAffiliation: Clean Air RevivalSubject: Particulate PollutionComment:Not enough attention is being paid to the enormous "burden" of pollution which results from "casual" wood burning. Everycommunity in California is impacted by deliberate smoke.  Vehiclepollution is almost insignificant in comparison (some interestingstudies have been done by Stanford on the level of pollutantsgenerated by traffic as opposed to those generated byfireplaces).
While I applaud efforts made to ameliorate the effects of diesel
engines, I think a similar program targeting the pointlesspractice of burning wood should be adopted as soon as possible. There is a great deal of ignorance about the subject and almost noeducation.

Mary Giacoletti
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 13:57:43No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: HallEmail Address: mhall@environmentalpower.comAffiliation: Environmental Power CorporationSubject: Comments on the Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Environmental Power applauds the California Air Resources Board(ARB) for recognizing the benefits of anaerobic digestion andbiogas in the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan (“Draft Plan”). Methane is a potent greenhouse gas (GHG) and methane emissionsfrom agricultural livestock and organic waste contribute to globalclimate change.  By creating incentives for changes in manuremanagement practices, wastewater treatment processes, increasedsource separation of organics from methane-producing activities,and encouraging the capture and beneficial use of biogas as arenewable resource, ARB can achieve greenhouse gas emissionreductions.

We agree that biogas produced from livestock-based anaerobicdigesters are already an important contributor to the State’sefforts to produce 12 percent of California’s retail electric loadfrom renewable resources.  Efforts to increase the target RPS to 33percent will require an even greater contribution from thisresource.  However, anaerobic digestion is only one of a broadrange of options of exists to encourage reductions from thissector and we support the ARBs conclusion that providing economicincentives such as marketable emission reduction credits,favorable utility contracts, or renewable energy incentives willstimulate the implementation of various captured gas methods andmethane reduction and that efforts to mandate the use of digesterswould not be an appropriate path.  The initiative undertaken by ARBand the California Climate Action Registry on developing alivestock digester protocol already assures that digester projectsthat do get constructed can quantify their emission reductions in averifiable manner that ensures the integrity of any offsets thatmight be used for compliance obligations in other sectors. 

We would like to draw ARB’s attention to the potential foradditional methane capture and beneficial use in wastewatertreatment systems.  Projects undertaken to reduce methaneemissions from these operations should also be provided theopportunity to create a tradeable offset which can be used byother sectors to meet compliance obligations.

Anaerobic digestion should also be incorporated into the recyclingand waste initiatives in the Draft Plan.  The technology we employcan also use food industry and related agricultural product wastestreams that are separated from other municipal waste streams toproduce additional biogas.  This co-digestion process can reduceGHG emissions compared to current practices when there aresufficient incentives.

One specific issue that needs further attention in the Draft Planis the manner in which carbon fees are assessed.  As laid out inthe Draft Plan, the fees would be levied on natural gas flowingthrough any of the state’s seven interstate natural gas pipelines. As some of the natural gas that will flow through those systemswill be biogas conditioned to pipeline quality standards and willbe GHG-free, we suggest that a mechanism by which ARB could track“green” gas (renewable gas) so that renewables are not assessedthe carbon fee be created.  

Environmental Power is pleased that ARB has included biogas as asolution in the Draft Plan.  Biogas deserves to be part of thecomprehensive approach to climate change, and will serve as avaluable resource in both GHG emission reduction and renewableenergy generation.  We look forward to working with the State ofCalifornia in realizing its goals of reducing overall carbonemissions, improving the environment, reducing dependence on oil,diversifying energy sources, saving energy, and enhancing publichealth while creating new jobs and enhancing growth inCalifornia’s economy.

Mark Hall
Senior Vice President
Environmental Power Corporation
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 14:09:12No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Edward Last Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Priority Concerns:  Draft Scoping PlanComment:Kudos to CARB's staff for a Scoping Plan that's moving in the rightdirection.  But it needs strengthening before completion inNovember.  

CARB's challenge is to 1) support solutions that are trulycommensurate with the scale of the problem; 2) insist thatbarriers to climate protection and carbon reduction be clearlyidentified, understood and removed; 3) resist attempts bypoliticians and special interests to water down the science andweaken the Plan; 4) refuse to be sidetracked by false paths, phonysolutions, green-scamming and dirty-industry foot-dragging.

Seven crucial GHG actions to improve CARB’s plan:

1)   Make any cap and trade 100-percent auction -- with revenuesgoing to scale up renewable clean energy, not to a general publicpayout, keeping offsets narrowly limited and solidly verified. Don't allow the Western Climate Initiative to dilute or compromiseCalifornia's own, better solutions.
2)   Frame cap-and-auction as just one tool  among marketmechanisms.  Bring forward the other tools more robustly,including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-termaction agenda; 
3)   Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020the force of law, either through legislation or regulatory actionor both.  It's not enough just to recommend that been done andhope it will occur.
4)   Strongly promote and enable Community Choice ElectricityAggregation (CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductions; 
5)   Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal ofelectrifying transportation, especially greatly expanding ZEVnumbers (plug-ins and electric cars) beyond CARB's currently toolow projected levels; 
6)   Greatly strengthen the too-modest and overly-timid land useand agricultural sections of Plan 
7)   Include and support ALL ETAAC's recommendations on zero wasteand recycling, not just a few, as well as Extended ProducerResponsibility (EPR);  
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 15:47:18No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GordonLast Name: MannEmail Address: gordon@sactree.comAffiliation: Subject: Use of urban trees to achieve greenhouse gas reductiosComment:Thank you for including trees in greenhouse gas reductions.  thereare 4 areas that affect how trees will achieve reduction:

Forests
Solar
Local government actions
Energy

The inclusion of trees in the AB32 plan can be enhanced to providea great return on investment.

Trees will reduce greenouse gas reductions  through shading andenergy conservation, carbon sequestration, encouraging more footand bicycle traffic, urban wood utilization, and reduced ambientair temperatures and heat islands.

a conflict with solar exists by encouraging or requiringindividual solar systems on homes.  Soalr power unless the solepower source for a building will not be viable during a powerfailure.  The use of solar panels conflicts with trees shading thebuilding that will reduce the need for energy.  The solution is tocreate solar farms or surrogate solar sites on top of parkingstructures, tall buildings and large footprint buildings thatcannot otherwise be shaded.  Along with providing a great locationfor the solar panels, the roofs and top level will receive shade,reducing building temperatures.

The state can create incentives or coordinate urban woodutilization to improve the viability of this market and enhancecarbon sequestration.

There are other environmental benefits from urban trees instormwater interception, air quality, public health, and retailsales and property value increases that increase the return onurban tree investment.

There are many opportunities to increase tree canopy inunderserved communities that provide additional social benefits to the greenhouse gas reductions.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 15:54:18No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: geraldLast Name: cauthenEmail Address: cautn1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: GHG Reduction - GeneralComment:In view of the State's growing population, achieving the needed GHGreductions will take a very strong and comprehensive program.

Unfortunately it appears CARB is counting on the improvedefficiency of cars and trucks to adequately reduce  transportation's part of the GHG production program...a very riskyapproach.  

What's also needed is:  

o  better and more transit-oriented California land use practices,
o  steady improvement in the non-automotive forms of travel, 
o  incentives designed to reduce VMT.

These factors seem to have been overlooked in CARB's planning.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 16:28:32No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Edward Last Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Big-Ticket Items that CARB's Plan Should Not NeglectComment:Comments of Sierra Club California Energy & Climate Committee, California/Nevada Regional Conservation Committee to CaliforniaAir Resources Board      

Recommendations Regarding Implementation of AB 32 to AchieveReductions in Greenhouse Gas  Emissions

May 2008      

Table of Contents 1     Introduction   2  Innovative Programs  3  Land Use Sector:  Regional Blueprint Planning, Mass Transportation  4  Transportation Sector:  Electrification of Transport     8 Utilities Sector:  Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) andRenewable  Energy    12  Waste Sector: Zero Waste Policies &Landfill/Compost Regulations   17   Market Based Incentives  Feed-in Tariffs    21  Setting a Price on GHG Emissions   22   Conclusion 24        - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 
Introduction   Thank you for this opportunity to assist theCalifornia Air Resources Board in developing a Scoping Plan tomeet the Greenhouse Gas  emissions reductions mandated by AB 32.In the sections below, Sierra Club California highlights emissionreduction strategies by selecting one or two innovative programsin each of four sectors -- Land Use,  Transportation, Utilities,and Waste -- that we believe are most likely to have positiveeffects in reducing both conventional ‘criteria’ pollutants aswell as greenhouse gas emissions. There is an effort to approachthe  problems holistically, to see the interaction betweensectors, such as transportation and utilities or land use, andalso to consider solutions that work simultaneously for theenvironment and the economy. Each  strategy is directed towardthree groups of stakeholders – wholesalers/manufacturers,retailers/providers, and consumers/ ratepayers/residents. Afterwards, we describe and comment on two  market-basedincentives that are currently the subject of much public debate. 

Local, state, and federal governments in the US are experiencing agrowing recognition of the potential environmental, social,political, and financial benefits inherent in adopting the goal ofnear-term emissions  reductions.  The urgency of achieving GHGreductions in the near future gives ARB an unprecedentedopportunity to strengthen liaisons among the various agencies andplanning divisions.  ARB has the potential to  simultaneouslyaccomplish goals along three dimensions:   decrease in GHGemissions, further clean-up of criteria air pollutants, andreduced reliance on imported conventional fuels. Toward thesegoals, we  propose the adoption of the programs and incentivesdescribed below.  

Urban planning that reduces driving times and avoids suburbansprawl has been recognized as an important strategy for reducingGHG emissions across the US.  In the recently published Urban Land Institute’s Growing Cooler: The Evidence on Urban Development andClimate Change (2008), the authors warn that if sprawlingdevelopment across the US continues to fuel growth in vehicle use,the projected 59  percent increase in the total miles drivenbetween 2005 and 2030 will overwhelm expected gains from vehicleefficiency and low-carbon fuels. Even if the most stringentfuel-efficiency proposals under consideration  are enacted, notesco-author Steve Winkelman of the Center for Clean Air Policy,“vehicle emissions still would be 40 percent above 1990 levels in2030 – entirely off-track from reductions of 60-80 percent  below1990 levels by 2050 required for climate protection.”  Clearly,urban/suburban planning decisions go hand-in-hand with programs toreduce GHG emissions in the transportation sector (see http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/gcindex.html).  Traditionally,land use decisions have been local prerogatives, and 18 California counties are already using “UPlan’, a “micro-economicintegrated land use and transportation model” advocated by theInformation Center for the Environment at UC Davis.  It is on aregional  scale, however, that California land use policies can bemeaningfully linked with more effective mass transportationalternatives. Traditionally, transportation planning agencies havenot considered land use to be  within their effective scope.However, the recognition that a regional approach is critical forchanging travel patterns and decreasing GHG emissions has led fourmetropolitan regions -- San Francisco,  Sacramento, Los Angeles,and San Diego – to create Regional Blueprints. The RegionalBlueprint Planning process is designed to build consensus onpractical solutions for managing growth.  In total, nine  regions,encompassing 95% of the state’s population, are actively engaged inBlueprint Planning.  This convergence presents an unprecedentedopportunity for incorporating innovative mass transit  programsand infrastructure into a visionary statewide transportationnetwork that provides attractive alternatives to current drivingpractices. (see http://climateplanca.org/climateplan_brochure.pdf). 

Accomplishing these goals will require moving beyond “business asusual” approaches, and it will be very useful if CARB can developa  working relationship with governing bodies and appropriatestaff in the state and regional transportation planning agencies.The aim, in our view, should be to create plans as well asmeaningful  performance metrics for meeting greenhouse gasreduction goals, and integrating these into the regular decisionprocesses of the planning agencies. Directors of these agenciesneed to be held responsible for  implementing the appropriatemetrics and meeting goals.  At the state level, Caltrans’ Divisionof Transportation Planning has  been directed— “through activeengagement with all segments of the population as well as criticalstakeholders in the community, business interests, academia,builders, [and] environmental advocates”—to  “foster a moreefficient land use pattern that supports improved mobility andreduced dependency on single-occupant vehicle trips.” For thethird year, Caltrans is offering monetary grant funding for“regional  collaborative decision-making” that will lead toproviding consumers with more transportation choices and will“[r]educe costs and time needed to deliver transportation projectsthrough informed early public  and resource agency involvement.” (see http://calblueprint.dot.ca.gov/).  A group of consultants whohave conducted studies pursuant to  Regional Blueprint directiveshave calculated that Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) have seen a 45%reduction, compared to the regional average, in households locatedwithin a 1?2 mile of transit stations, and a  21% reduction forhouseholds located between 1?2 and 1 mile of transit stations. Mass transit is particularly well suited for shorter trips, whichcause a disproportionately large percentage of total GHG vehicle emissions.  Often-cited studies have shown that 55-65% of alltrips are less than 3 miles, and up to 80% are less than 5 miles.(See http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/opd/past_files/Presentation_24Ds.pdf).   

Mass transit options should be accessible, reliable, andreasonably comfortable in order to provide realistic alternativesto the familiar allures of personal vehicle use.  With a fewnotable exceptions, budget  allocations for mass transitinfrastructure in California have far under-paced governmentfunding for state roads and highways.  Policies in theTransportation sector that have favored passenger vehicles andcargo  trucking have resulted in serious traffic congestion, highaccident and injury rates, alarming levels of GHG emissions, andproblematic waste issues in the manufacturing and disposal of carsand trucks. The  convergence of the Regional Blueprint Planningdirectives and the AB 32 reduction goals affords an unprecedentedopportunity to ‘fast-track’ design and development of regionalmass transit infrastructure, including  Bus Rapid Transitprograms, expansion of existing Amtrak lines, High-Speed PassengerRail systems, electrified commercial transport, and accessiblesiting of transit stations for neighborhood inter-modal connections.  At the same time, we need to begin thinking in termsof the ‘true costs’ of driving passenger vehicles, and reducecurrent incentives to driving, thereby discouraging the‘car-centric’ way of life  that has been adopted in California andthroughout the country.  Several of these disincentives havealready been discussed and recommended in the February 2008 reportby ARB’s Economic and Technology  Advancement Advisory Committee(ETAAC).      

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) is an innovative program that will require minimal additional infrastructure, and will have the multipleeffect of enhancing service capacity within the existing highwaysystem while reducing VMT and GHG emissions levels. Bus RapidTransit integrates  bus with rail transit, while also making useof existing High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes, priority attraffic lights, and several other technologies to improve mobilityand efficiency. The Director of  Caltrans has asserted: “It is ourpolicy to transport the maximum number of people as efficientlyand cost effectively as possible through comprehensive, multimodal‘system management’...[BRT] is emerging  as one of the mostattractive investment choices, especially since our State HighwaySystem presents tremendous opportunities to quickly implement BRTservices.  With one of the most extensive networks of HighOccupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes in the world, California already hasa foundation in place to support the development of BRT operationsin our urban areas.” (See: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/Docs-Pdfs/BRT-Handbook-030706.pdf ).   The goal of maximizing usage and insuring cost-effectivenessis also important for realizing greenhouse gas reduction in othertransportation modes, such as rail, bicycle and pedestrian. ARBcan play an effective  role in moving CALTRANS and othertransportation agencies to expand the role of these metrics, andpromote effective implementation of transportation options thatare too often short-changed in the  planning and budget process.In addition, ARB should develop policies that assist rail andtransit agencies to move away from dirty diesel fuel to cleanerenergy sources. This will improve the environment while making public transportation a much more attractive option for thepublic.  Developing new models to more accurately forecastemissions is a  critical step to identifying and implementingregional land use strategies for GHG pollution reduction. TheSacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) has created one ofthe most sophisticated  models in the country, and recently usedit to review a large-scale development proposal.  The Blueprintprocess resulted in a scenario with 33% less water consumption, a26% decrease in average vehicle  travel per new household, and a7% reduction in travel time spent in heavy congestion whencompared to existing land use patterns.  SACOG is now providingresources and incentives to help other cities  realize this vision(see Base Case and Draft Preferred Scenario: Key Statistics,www.sacog.org ).   The CEC’s Integrated Energy Policy Report(2007) states that the Blueprint Planning program is in the earlystages of implementation, and will require technical, financial,and regulatory assistance to meet its  goals of reducing climateand energy impacts throughout the state’s metropolitan areas. TheReport encourages state agencies to assist local governments inreducing energy use and GHG emissions.  This is one crucial areawhere ARB can facilitate energy-efficient land use developmentpatterns by supporting the incorporation of statewide mass transitplanning into Regional Blueprints processes.  Coordination of efforts with Caltrans, Amtrak railways, and BTH (CaliforniaBusiness, Transportation, and Housing Agency) could result indramatic improvements in the availability, comfort, and cost ofneighborhood  mass transit stations, metropolitan-intercity railservices, and bus rapid transit systems.    

Transportation Sector:  Electrification of Commercial, Public, andPrivate Transport   Summary:  A large number of private and publicstakeholders around the world recognize that battery electricvehicles (BEVs)  are the most feasible candidates to meet imminentneeds for Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) production and availability. Near-term electrification of all modes of transportation –commercial, public,  and private – is an essential component forthe implementation of AB 32 goals. The urgency of reducing GHGemissions should guide ARB to create a Battery Electric VehiclePartnership for fulfilling  near-term reductions, whilerealistically relegating the role of the Hydrogen Fuel CellPartnership to long-term reductions. 

Tansportation is the largest contributor to GHG emissions inCalifornia, currently measured at approximately 40% of the total. It is urgent that programs in this sector be scaled up in a seriousway in order to  contribute to the implementation of AB 32requirements.  The February 2008 report by ARB’s Economic andTechnology Advancement Advisory Committee (ETAAC) identifies threemajor areas for  “rethinking transportation to lower demand andcarbon”:  changes in private and commercial driving practices,cleaner fuels, and new technologies. In the area of drivingpractices, the report makes several  worthwhile suggestionsrelating to state agencies’ revisions of roadway designs,transportation planning metrics, and land use programs to optimizetraffic patterns.  The report also focuses on the implementation ofregulations that encourage drivers to reduce their length of milestraveled, the number of trips taken, and time spent in congestedtraffic, while promoting an increase in carpooling and masstransit for daily  commutes.   Recognizing the large percentage ofGHG emissions contributed by  commercial trucking, freight, andcargo services throughout California, the ETAAC Report recommendsthat ARB extend its partnership with state transportation agenciesto plan commercially viable electric rail  systems that would helpreplace reliance on standard diesel trucks and trains. Sierra ClubCalifornia appreciates the attention that ARB has already given toanti-idling laws for the trucking industry, the promotion  ofon-board and off-board electrification at rest areas and truckstops, and the regulation of diesel emissions for buses and wastecollection vehicles.  ARB has also wisely turned its attention tothe diesel  emissions of ships and trucks at California marineports.  However, such regulations targeting diesel and gas engineemissions are transitional in nature, given the imperative ofachieving system-wide redesigns of  vehicle propulsion.  In orderto offset the environmental impact of population increases andanticipated growth in the Transportation sector, it is essentialthat new technologies be researched, developed,  and adopted bygovernment-manufacturer partnerships in an expedited manner.   Thetwo leading technologies that are being developed for replacingconventional gas engines are electric- and hydrogen-poweredvehicles.  Both technologies are able to power zero emissionvehicles (ZEVs),  depending upon the sophistication of theirdesigns and their methods of power-source generation.  Sierra ClubCalifornia is joined by a consortium of environmental and healthorganizations that is advocating  the near-term production andavailability of ZEVs as an essential component for theimplementation of AB 32.  The overwhelming consensus is thatbattery electric passenger vehicles (BEVs) are the  most feasiblecandidates to meet imminent needs for ZEV availability.  Futureelectrification of all modes of transportation— commercial,public, and private—is indispensable for meeting longer-termreduction targets.  The first phase of ARB’s ZEV program hasfocused on private  passenger transport, and considered onlycriteria pollutants.  However, in relation to meaningful progresstoward GHG reduction goals, a substantial shortfall exists forthis first phase of electrification in the  number of vehiclesproposed. In its March 2008 ZEV revisions, ARB failed to increasethe number of ZEVs to be produced (which had been 25,000 in2012-14 and 50,000 in 2015-17).  Instead, these inadequate requirements were further reduced to a paltry 7,500 ZEVs in2012-14 by allowing “near zero” emission vehicles (plug-in hybridsand hydrogen internal combustion engines) to substitute for “pure”ZEVs.  Although  ARB claims that its strategy has “appropriatelyconsidered the state of technology, market factors, economicimpact, and our mission”, Sierra Club California respectfullydisagrees and believes that there should be  hundreds of thousandsof ZEVs on the road in that timeframe.  The three mainconsiderations for ARB’s decision making— technological readiness,market factors, and economic impact— have changed  considerablysince the Staff ZEV Technology Review of April 2007.                                                                                                                                                     (seehttp://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/zevprog/zevreview/zevreview.htm).                                            Updated data should guideARB’s actions.  For example, the Staff Review estimates thatconsumers will ‘break even’ on the battery costs  of electricvehicles when gasoline prices reach approximately $2.75-$4.25 pergallon. Gasoline prices already have hit the higher end of thatrange, and battery prices are falling.  Next-generation lithiumionbatteries are being developed by a number of manufacturers in Asia,Europe, and the US; they are being readied for commercialavailability in OEM (Original Equipment Manufacturer) car modelsthat will deliver  near 100-mile range.  Existing lithium-ionbatteries are also being used by non-OEM manufacturers to produceEVs with greater than 200-mile range.  Thus, the advances andreadiness of battery technology, coupled with the economic impactof the price of gasoline, have dramatically improved the marketpicture for battery electric vehicles (BEVs) in the past year.   Furthermore, the Staff Review is based on inaccurate OEM estimatesof the projected costs for plug-in hybrid electric vehicles (PHEVs)and  hydrogen Fuel-Cell Vehicles.  Table 6.1 (Incremental VehicleCost Estimates) relies on 2003 data for battery costs and OEMguesswork about the cost of fuel-cell technology in 2012. Theconclusion that a  PHEV in 2012-2014 will cost $25,000 more than aconventional vehicle is not supported by current prices.  OEM HEVsare now being converted to PHEVs for $10,000 or less, and at leasttwo OEMs plan  to market new PHEVs in 2010 with an incremental costof less than $15,000. The conclusion that BEVs will cost from$35,000-$65,000 (Type 1) to $80,000-$120,000 (Type II) more thanconventional  vehicles is also over-estimated. On the other hand,the OEM opinion that a Fuel-Cell Vehicle in 2012 will only cost$250,000-$350,000 more than a conventional vehicle appears to bewishful thinking, given  the lack of significant progress in manyareas of Fuel Cell technology—including range, hydrogen storage,fuel cell life, cost, etc—and  other major impediments to massproduction.    ARB's pessimistic under-emphasis on requiring automanufacturers to produce the necessary numbers of BEVs iscompounded by its  optimistic over-emphasis on research anddevelopment of Fuel Cell Vehicles. The urgency of reducing GHGemissions should guide ARB to create a Battery Electric VehiclePartnership for fulfilling near-term  reductions, whilerealistically relegating Hydrogen Fuel Cell Partnership as anoption that may in the longer-term future (post-2020) become aviable option for reducing GHGs. Today, Fuel Cell Vehicles shouldbe  considered a “risk strategy” that may not match the technologyand performance characteristics of other options in a relevant timeframe. Over-commitment to this very expensive and unripe technologyis likely  to divert funding away from more promising near-termoptions, and delay real solutions for decades. This would greatlyincrease the risk of failure to achieve reductions in GHGs in thetransportation sector. 6   A re-ordering of AB 32 prioritiestoward increasing the production of BEVs should encompassaugmented funding for the immediate  development of plug-in hybridvehicles (PHEVs).  According to the Electric Power ResearchInstitute (EPRI), half the cars in the US are driven 25 miles aday or less.  It is also well understood that  automobiles emit agreater percentage of pollution in the first few minutes ofoperation.  Even an HEV, with its reliance on the gas engine tocharge its battery, will commonly trigger the start-up of its gasengine  for the first use of the day. On the other hand, a PHEVwill rely on its electric motor almost exclusively for thoseshorter trips. Thus, the PHEV, especially on shorter-range trips,has the potential to increase  the fuel efficiency of HEVs by 50%or more, while virtually eliminating the cold engine emissionfactor. PHEVs would therefore be an effective strategy forreducing both GHGs and criteria pollutants.   Recognizing theimportance of PHEV technology, Google is in the process ofconverting its business fleet from HEVs to PHEVs.   This is  beingaccomplished by the installation of an after-market Battery RangeExtender Module that results in double to triple the fuelefficiency of the conventional hybrids.  Another private companyhas developed an  ultra-capacitor component that is designed toenable smaller battery packs to provide outsized acceleration inPHEVs.  The company is currently shopping for an OEM tomass-produce a PHEV which  incorporates the innovation.  To helpboth OEMs and PHEV conversion companies produce  PHEVs, ARB cancreate a program and incentives to encourage the conversion of the100,000 HEVs that are currently in use on California highways. This would have immediate results in better fuel economy,  fewervisits to gas station, lower fuel costs, a longer all-electricdrive range, and a significant reduction in all types ofemissions.   To jumpstart the development and adoption of this newtechnology, ARB  could mandate that all purchases and leases ofstate fleet vehicles of the appropriate class and size be PHEVs orZEVs.  This would create a working example that would incentivizemanufacturers to fine-tune the technologies, increase productionof units, and stabilize pricing and availability.  Conversionsalone, however, will not reach AB 32 GHG goals.  ARB can alsodesign requirements and incentives for OEMs to  ramp-up factoryproduction of PHEVs and EVs, and to provide reasonable servicewarranties for HEVs that have been converted to PHEVs.   Theeconomic, political, social and health issues caused by relianceon conventional fuel consumption in the Transportation sector will increasingly crossover into the Utilities sector as transportationbecomes electrified.  Clearly, a BEV that is charged fromcoal-fired generators will be responsible for more ‘upstream’ GHGemissions than one  powered by solar- or wind-producedelectricity.  However, it is notable that California only getsabout 16% of its electric power from coal, far less than the USaverage of 50% (or more), and further reductions in  the share ofcoal power in this state are likely—especially given the legalframework that now regulates carbon emissions from coal plantsdelivering power to California’s electric grid. This means thatCalifornia  is in one of the best positions to realize thebenefits of electrification of transportation.   Possibly thegreatest challenge facing ARB is to envision and co-ordinateprograms for all of the different sectors with state and localagencies.  One innovative program in the Utilities sector --Community  Choice Aggregation -- has the potential to create anetwork of localities for accelerating the statewide adoption ofrenewable sources of electrical generation, while also offeringunique opportunities for  electrification of vehicles.  

Utilities Sector:  Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) and Increased Use of Renewable Energy  Summary: To date, approximatelyforty California local  governments are in the process ofconsidering and/or implementing Community Choice Aggregation(CCA). CCAs, like Investor-Owned Utilities (IOUs), participate inthe statewide mandate for reaching 20% renewables by 2010.However, most of the California CCAs have adopted goals to double,triple or quadruple the renewables percentages currently deployedby the IOUs.   A major intent of CCA legislation is to encourageinvestment in, and build-out of, renewable energy productionfacilities in each  locality throughout the state. CCAs provideconsumers with administrative channels which fiscally supportalternatives to conventional fuels, potentially jumpstarting thefunding necessary  to make cleaner (and ultimately less costly)alternatives economically viable and available to residents andbusinesses.

The Expert Advisory Panel to ARB has singled out local governmentsas responsible entities for implementing greenhouse gas reductionin the energy sector. However, the Panel Report failed to includeone of the  most powerful tools the state has created for enablinglocal governments to have a voice in energy policy decisions:Community Choice. Community Choice is strongly supported by theSierra Club,  particularly because it can help reduce theenvironmental footprint of our energy supply.   California hasjoined the states of Ohio, Massachusetts, New Jersey, and RhodeIsland in establishing a Community Choice law (AB 117, 2002).  Thelegislation authorizes local governments (cities, counties, or  agroup of cities and/or counties) to combine the buying power ofall customers in their jurisdiction for purchasing electricity inan entity called a Community Choice Aggregation, or “CCA”.  Thisis done, in order to  achieve, among other benefits, local controlover energy policy decisions, more customer friendly services, andan expanding percentage of renewables in their local portfolios. To date,  approximately forty California local governments are inthe process of considering and/or implementing CCAs.    In the CCAstructure, local entities do not secure power for themselves, butrather sign contracts with state licensed electric serviceproviders who are experienced in power purchasing. Transmissionand distribution wires continue to be owned and operated by thelocal utility company. The utility company also retainsresponsibility for billing consumers, and may collect a CostResponsibility Surcharge from all  customers who join the CCAs.This surcharge is designed to include the same expenses that arepaid by all other customers who continue to receive service fromthe utility company. The surcharge is not  permanent, and most ofthe amount will expire by 2012.  CCAs, like Investor-OwnedUtilities (IOUs), participate in the  statewide mandate forreaching 20% renewables by 2010. However, most California CCAshave adopted goals to double, triple or quadruple the renewablespercentages currently deployed by the  IOUs.  When a communityforms a CCA, the IOU which services the community retains itsrenewables portfolio, including the share that formerly was usedto supply the departing customers. This means that  forming a CCAactually benefits the utility company by increasing its percentageshare of renewable energy, since the same amount of renewableenergy now serves the remaining customers who have not  switchedto CCA.  For this reason it is important to understand that anyrenewable supply for the CCA should be measured from a correctbaseline. In general, the renewable power supply that a CCAcontracts  with or builds itself will represent an increase inrenewable power to the state.  This is certainly the case if theCCA finances and builds its own new renewable energy supply.   Amajor intent of CCA legislation is to encourage investment in, andbuild-out of, renewable energy production facilities in eachlocality  throughout the state.  This can be accomplished by theCCA providing financing and/or guaranteeing long-term purchasecontracts to prospective builders of renewable energy facilities.Use of public  financing, such as low-interest municipal bonds,can significantly reduce the cost of renewable energy and help tomake renewables competitive with conventional power supplies. Bondfinancing can cut the long-term  cost of renewable energy by 5 % to50%. (see California Energy Commission, Comparative Costs ofCalifornia Central Station Electricity Generation Technologies(2007 Update) - FINAL STAFF distribution wires continue to beowned and operated by the local utility company. The utilitycompany also retains responsibility for billing consumers, and maycollect a Cost Responsibility Surcharge from all  customers whojoin the CCAs. This surcharge is designed to include the sameexpenses that are paid by all other customers who continue toreceive service from the utility company. The surcharge is not permanent, and most of the amount will expire by 2012.  CCAs, likeInvestor-Owned Utilities (IOUs), participate in the  statewidemandate for reaching 20% renewables by 2010. However, mostCalifornia CCAs have adopted goals to double, triple or quadruplethe renewables percentages currently deployed by the  IOUs.  Whena community forms a CCA, the IOU which services the communityretains its renewables portfolio, including the share thatformerly was used to supply the departing customers. This meansthat  forming a CCA actually benefits the utility company byincreasing its percentage share of renewable energy, since thesame amount of renewable energy now serves the remaining customerswho have not  switched to CCA.  For this reason it is important tounderstand that any renewable supply for the CCA should bemeasured from a correct baseline. In general, the renewable powersupply that a CCA contracts  with or builds itself will representan increase in renewable power to the state.  This is certainlythe case if the CCA finances and builds its own new renewableenergy supply.   A major intent of CCA legislation is to encourageinvestment in, and build-out of, renewable energy productionfacilities in each locality  throughout the state.  This can beaccomplished by the CCA providing financing and/or guaranteeinglong-term purchase contracts to prospective builders of renewableenergy facilities. Use of public  financing, such as low-interestmunicipal bonds, can significantly reduce the cost of renewableenergy and help to make renewables competitive with conventionalpower supplies. Bond financing can cut the long-term  cost ofrenewable energy by 5 % to 50%. (see California Energy Commission,Comparative Costs of California Central Station ElectricityGeneration Technologies (2007 Update) - FINAL STAFF REPORT,CEC-200-2007-011-SF.)  The local nature of CCA programs enableseach entity to tailor their  energy supply according to theparticular geographical strengths and resources.  For example,portfolios can be assembled from power generation by solarphotovoltaics, solar thermal, wind, geothermal,  hydroelectric,tides and waves, ocean thermal, and biomass/methane combustion. Byproviding local communities with administrative power tofinancially support alternatives to conventional fuels, CCAs can jumpstart the funding necessary to make cleaner alternativeseconomically viable and available to residents and businesses.  Traditionally, the California Public Utility Commission (CPUC) hasregulated the IOUs across the state. The three major IOUs— Pacific,Gas, and Electric (PG&E), Southern California Edison (Edison), and San Diego Gas and Electric (SDG&E)— have expressed a laundry listof concerns about CCA implementation, and in some instances, haveactively sought to impede the development of CCAs in their service areas.  For example, PG&E is currently involved in legal disputeswith the San Joaquin Valley Power Authority -- the governing bodyfor a CCA comprised of 12 municipalities in the Kings RiverConservation  District.  While some IOU-CCA disputes involvecontrol over local power generating sources, others arise due tothe ‘risk adverse’ nature of the IOU corporate structure ingeneral.  IOUs are simultaneously  responsible to theirshareholders for maintaining economic profits and to theircustomers for maintaining utility services.  These dualresponsibilities have the effect of creating a vested interest inpreserving  existing infrastructure retained by the utility— thetransmission and distribution system and nuclear power plants. Renewable and natural gas power plants have nearly all beendivested under the market  restructuring of the 1990s, and utilitycompanies are not given a profit for purchasing power from thesesources. Utility companies often oppose new technologies or marketstructures which they perceive as  disruptive to the status quo,and this has been a source of conflict over implementation of awide range of programs, including CCA. In addition to utilitycompanies fighting CCA, there are other important market barriersto implementing clean energy. The IOUs and the CPUC have used a‘Least-Cost/Best-fit’ criterion for evaluating contract  needs,which often stacks the deck against renewable power. This methodevaluates ‘one contract at a time’ under a competitivesolicitation process to determine which power generation is theleast  costly for fulfilling utility service needs.  That type ofevaluation is incompatible with efforts to transform the existingenergy supplies for at least three reasons:  1) Acontract-by-contract approach is too  fragmented to successfullyredesign the entire electric system as a renewable system, 2) The“Best-Fit” criterion means that renewable supplies must fit in toa system that is designed around conventional  power sources, notfor integrating renewable energy, and 3) It requires all renewableenergy to compete with forecasted prices for natural gas powerplants. This last point has multiple problems: renewable energy often provides greater service than it is given credit for,particularly for environmental protection, and natural gas priceforecasts have been notoriously low, which understates theprice-risk protection that  renewables provide.  Actually, theIOUs’ current 12-13% renewables portfolios were built  almostentirely in the 1970s and 1980s when state and federal tax creditswere in place.  Since the inception of AB 107, the IOUs have hardlyincreased the percentage of renewable energy in the state. Instead, we have seen a massive build-out of new natural gas firedpower plants, exceeding 15,000 megawatts.  Furthermore, five yearsinto the renewables program, no penalty has ever been assessed for non-compliance, even though IOUs have consistently fallen short onmandates. The loopholes entertained by the CPUC are too broad andlax, and the penalty assessment cap -- were it to be enforced --of $25  million per utility represents a meager fine in comparisonwith billions in yearly revenues and profits.  One of the mostimportant roles that ARB could play in this realm is to recommendrestructuring of state law to  allow a price structure that ismore favorable to renewable energy, such as “feed-in tariffs” thatinsure full compensation for cost of renewable energy plus a fairrate of profit (discussed more fully under Market-Based Incentivesbelow).  Given the fact that the electric utilities account forover 20% of the  state’s total GHG emissions, it is imperative forARB to facilitate a restructuring of the state’s reliance onconventional fuels for its electricity generation.  The currentimpasse among the IOUs and the  nascent CCAs could be amelioratedby new ARB regulations that formalize the connection between thegrowth of CCAs and the fulfillment of the AB 32 mission. Participation in the CCA initiatives  provide venues for the IOUsto compete in achieving higher levels of renewable energy withoutbearing all of the planning burdens for new infrastructure, andwithout being outpaced by consumer demand for  renewable sourcesof power generation.   ARB can provide a ‘voice of reason’ in thisarena and can bypass  traditional obstacles to achieving meaningfulprogress in this sector.  For example, ARB can play a role inforging fair rules and accommodations for co-generation anddistributed generation of renewables within CCA  portfolios.  Inits 2007 Integrated Energy Policy Report, the California EnergyCommission (CEC) declares:  “Distributed generation and combinedheat and power, regardless of size or interconnection voltage, are valuable resource options for California.  Combined heat andpower, in particular, offers low levels of greenhouse gasemissions for electricity generation, taking advantage of fuelthat is already being used  for other purposes. “ As the CEC haspointed out, it will be important to create rules that are notdiscriminatory against cogeneration, as these facilities combinewhat would otherwise be two emission sources into  one location. Anarrow view might otherwise make it appear as though thecogenerator were increasing emissions on the site, when in factthey are substantially reducing emissions overall for the energysector in a  given area. Clearly all such facilities must meet allapplicable air quality standards, and special attention should bepaid not to increase criteria pollutants in heavily impactedareas.   Distributed generation, such as local solar, wind or fuelcells, can also play an important role in helping to meet localcapacity requirements.  (See:http://www.energy.ca.gov/2007publications/CEC-100-2007-008/CEC-100-2007-008-CMF.PDF). Traditionally, distributed generation has been penalized with‘standby reservation’ charges, while  combined heat and power hasbeen taxed by non-bypassable charges. This is just one area whereARB could assist in removing barriers to adoption of morefavorable clean energy portfolios by CCAs. Unlike  utilitycompanies, CCAs are groups of customers. This is important sincecogeneration and distributed generators allow customers togenerate their own power, and thus reduce usage of utility owned assets. Rewarding clean local and onsite power supplies would thusbe a stabilizing influence to the emerging clean power generationmarket, and substantially contribute toward a statewide reductionin GHG  emissions.    

Waste Sector:  Zero Waste Policies and Landfill/CompostingRegulations   Summary:  Sierra Club California endorses the ZeroWaste Hierarchy – Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, Compost, Discard – asthe model to accomplish CIWMB’s Zero Waste policies.  We urge ARB to implement ETAAC’s recommendations for ‘lifecycle tracking’ ofmanufactured products, for the reduction of landfill waste byrequiring recycling in the commercial sector, and for the construction of discrete composting facilities to separategreenwaste from landfill waste.  Furthermore, in order to ensurethe continued viability of the composting industry in California, proper co-ordination among state and local agencies is essentialfor achieving reductions in VOC and GHG emissions in concert,attendant to rules and regulations which adopt economically- and technologically-sound solutions.   

California is a US leader in recycling programs at both the stateand  local levels.  The California Integrated Waste ManagementBoard (CIWMB) is promoting a ‘Zero Waste California’ program atthe state level that redefines the concept of waste to include theassurance that products are designed and manufactured with thepotential to be repaired, reused, or recycled: “In the past, wastewas considered a natural by-product of our culture. Now, it is timeto recognize that  proper resource management, not wastemanagement, is at the heart of reducing waste sent to landfills...For years, we have been throwing valuable resources away—the sameresources we will inevitably need in  the future—all in the nameof consumer and manufacturer convenience”(http://www.zerowaste.ca.gov/WhatIs.htm ).     

On the local level, notable California city mayors have signed theUnited Nations Urban Environmental Accords (2005), which addressseven environmental areas common to all the world’s large cities:water,  energy, waste, urban design, transportation, urban nature,and environmental health.  To reduce the waste stream in theircities, these timetables have been established:  1) Achieve ZeroWaste to landfills  and incinerators by 2040; 2) Adopt citywidelaws that reduce the use of disposable, toxic, or non-renewableproducts by at least 50% by 2012; and 3) Implement ‘user-friendly’recycling and composting programs,  with the goal of reducing solidwaste disposal to landfills and incineration by 20% per capita by2012.  (See: http://www.cameronforcolumbia.com/ Downloads/Documents/UNEnvironmentalAccords.pdf ).  The CIWMBemphasizes that Zero Waste will only succeed if local governments,businesses, industry, and private citizens embrace coherentresource  management programs.  The Sierra Club wholeheartedlyembraces Zero Waste policies, and agrees with CIWMB that the twomajor points for scrutiny of consumable products are at thebeginning and end  of their lifecycles, i.e., at the points ofmanufacture and disposal.   

Zero Waste is based on the concept of Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR).  EPR requires that manufacturers, retailers,and consumers share responsibility for minimizing a product'senvironmental impact (e.g. ‘embedded or upstream’ emissions)throughout all stages  of the products' lifecycle.  EPR is alsocalled ‘product stewardship’.  At the birth of a product, ZeroWaste requires that materials, containers, and packaging becleanly manufactured, without contributing to GHG and criteria airpollutant emissions.  At the sale and consumption phases, ZeroWaste privileges those products that are reusable and have beenmanufactured locally.  At the end of the cycle, Zero Waste creates a hierarchy of actions which emphasizes reusing,recycling, and composting in descending order, and resorts to thediscarding of materials as a last resort (see http://www.sierraclub.org/commitees/zerowaste/policy.pdf ).  

The 2008 ETAAC Report supports the concept of ‘lifecycle tracking’ as one of a “suite of emissions reduction protocols for recycling”in the commercial sector, along with the use of secondary orpost-consumer materials in manufacturing, and the separation ofcardboard and paper  from other commercial waste.  The Reportsuggests that any firm generating 4 or more cubic yards of wasteper week be required to “implement a recycling program that isappropriate for that kind of  business.”   Lifecycle initiativesdirectly address the issue of embedded or upstream GHG emissionswhich are present in every manufactured product.  Likewise, theZero Waste Hierarchy recognizes that the  recycling ofmanufactured products has the effect of offsetting embeddedemissions by extending the useful lifespan of the materials, whilesimultaneously eliminating the emissions that would have been attendant to the new manufacture of similar materials.  

Sierra Club California urges CIWMB and ARB to implement regulatory mechanisms that reverse business-as-usual practices which have ledto steady increases in GHG emissions in the industrial sector(Manufacturing processes account for 18% of total GHG emissions statewide).  The state’s 92 million tons of annual waste can bedramatically reduced by instituting lifecycle tracking of GHGemissions for all of the major mass-produced commodities. Manufacturers who  meet a certain of volume of sales and/or exceedGHG emissions thresholds would be required to produce a lifecycleenvironmental impact statement.  The statement would include aplan for how the  waste impact would be mitigated. Until thepresent, businesses have calculated their costs without pricingthe impact of their actions on the environment.  In effect, thebenefits have been privatized and the costs have been socialized. A reformulation of waste policies under AB 32 goals provides anopportunity for the business and industrial communities to worktogether with government and consumers to fairly  distribute costsassociated with reducing current GHG emissions from manufacturingprocesses and landfill facilities.   

ARB has wisely recognized that improved landfill methane capturequalifies as an ‘early action measure’ under AB 32, and hasexpeditiously co-authored draft regulations with CIWMB to limitthe  volume of surface methane emissions from municipal solidwaste (MSW) landfills to 200 ppmv, effected by requiring theinstallation of gas collection and control systems for maintainingthose limits. At the  same time, ARB also recognizes that thesemeasures are transitional in nature, since the co-mixing oforganic materials and non-recyclable materials is a sub-optimalpractice slated to be discontinued as Zero  Waste policies mature.Towards this goal, ARB’s staff is currently working with the SanJoaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District and theCIWMB on two fronts: 1) to resolve conflicting studies  measuringVOC emissions from composting facilities, and 2) to establishregulations that will cohesively address the Air District’sconcern with VOC emissions from composting facilities and the IWMB’s focus on reducing GHG emissions through increased build-outof composting facilities statewide.   

Establishing composting standards is an area where co-ordinationamong state and local agencies is essential for achievingreductions of air pollutants and emissions in concert, and SierraClub appreciates the  Air Resources Board efforts in workingtoward a comprehensive model.  Sierra Club urges ARB to continueits oversight of the Waste sector by endorsing the cessation ofdiversion credits for the use of  greenwaste as alternative dailycover, and by endorsing assessment fees for dumping compostablewaste in landfills. Most importantly, ARB should advocate theseparation of compostable organics (exclusive of  sewage sludge orbio-solids) from materials deposited in landfills. In addition,assessments on carbon emissions, whether in the form of taxes,fees or auction revenues, should be used to subsidize technology upgrades to compost facilities so that they can comply withregulations for air quality and GHGs and also remain in business.  

To assist ARB and CIWMB in rethinking the current design of wastefacilities, Sierra Club proposes the statewide installation of‘Resource Recovery Parks’ -- locations that centralize andintegrate facilities for  reusing, recycling, composting, anddiscarding materials.  Such parks can include repair services,retail sales of reclaimed products and landscaping supplies,organically composted gardens, educational tours,  and publicamenities.  The regional environmental park operated by theMonterey Regional Waste Management District in the city of Marinaprovides a model for this idea.  The Park is comprised of threeareas: 1)  a 315 acre landfill site that houses construction anddemolition recycling operations, composting facilities, and asoils-blending facility; 2) a 126 acre buffer zone of SalinasRiver floodplain; and 3) a 20 acre site that  housesadministration and maintenance buildings, a scale-house, a publicdrop-off recycling station, retail ‘resale and materials recovery’businesses and stores, a landfill gas power project, and ahousehold  hazardous waste collection facility (seehttp://www.sierraclub.org/committees/zerowaste).    

The Waste sector is connected to all other sectors in the sensethat it is the recipient of their discarded or ‘used-up’materials.  An innovative method of rethinking Waste’s connectionto our daily activities would  be for ARB to partner with otheragencies in developing demonstration projects for employingcomposted greenwaste and recycled products in a variety ofstate-and city-sponsored activities.  The use of compost can benefit agricultural operations, landscaping businesses, andpublic parks and roadway plantings, which all contribute to GHGemissions by their reliance on pesticides and syntheticfertilizers.  Such projects can help  attain AB 32 goals forachieving Zero Waste by transforming discarded materials intouseful resources. 

Market-Based Incentives  

Feed-in Tariffs (FiTs)   

Feed-in Tariffs (FiTs) have been used in over 37 countries aroundthe world for accelerating the adoption of renewable electricitygeneration,  and for stabilizing the market prices of newtechnologies.  A FiT establishes a price paid for a particularsource of renewable energy -- such as wind, solar, or geothermal-- that is based on the actual cost of  producing a kilowatt-hour(kWh) of electricity from that power source.  This method isdistinguished from California’s system of using a ‘market pricereferent’, which evaluates each renewable energy contract based upon the expected future price of natural gas base-loadgeneration.  FiT implementation frequently obligates a utilitycompany to buy renewable energy at rates higher than they mightpay for a kWh of electricity  generated by conventional fuels,often at rates based on the cost of production.    Any extraenergy costs are distributed among all customers.  In Germany, forexample, it is commonly said that the added monthly fee onconsumers’ bills is comparable to the cost of a loaf of bread. USand  worldwide polls have shown that most consumers are willing topay more for electricity generated by renewable power sources. FiTs encourage the stabilization of energy prices becauserenewables’  producers are guaranteed a 10, 15, or 20 year fixedprice per kWh.  This structure enables manufacturers to predictdemand and to allocate investment resources with confidence.  Prices for new contracts may  be gradually lowered to encourageefficiencies in new renewable energy technologies, or they may beadjusted upward if the prices established are not sufficient tostimulate the market.    In February 2008, the CPUC approved a FiTto support the development of up to 480 megawatts (MW) of renewablegenerating  capacity from small facilities throughout California. The PUC regulation targets wastewater treatment facilities andlivestock operations that have 
upgrades to compost facilities so that they can comply withregulations for air quality and GHGs and also remain in business.  To assist ARB and CIWMB in rethinking the current design of wastefacilities, Sierra Club proposes the statewide installation of‘Resource Recovery Parks’ -- locations that centralize andintegrate facilities for  reusing, recycling, composting, anddiscarding materials.  Such parks can include repair services,retail sales of reclaimed products and landscaping supplies,organically composted gardens, educational tours,  and publicamenities.  The regional environmental park operated by theMonterey Regional Waste Management District in the city of Marinaprovides a model for this idea.  The Park is comprised of threeareas: 1)  a 315 acre landfill site that houses construction anddemolition recycling operations, composting facilities, and asoils-blending facility; 2) a 126 acre buffer zone of SalinasRiver floodplain; and 3) a 20 acre site that  housesadministration and maintenance buildings, a scale-house, a publicdrop-off recycling station, retail ‘resale and materials recovery’businesses and stores, a landfill gas power project, and ahousehold  hazardous waste collection facility (seehttp://www.sierraclub.org/committees/zerowaste).    

The Waste sector is connected to all other sectors in the sensethat it is the recipient of their discarded or ‘used-up’materials.  An innovative method of rethinking Waste’s connectionto our daily activities would  be for ARB to partner with otheragencies in developing demonstration projects for employingcomposted greenwaste and recycled products in a variety ofstate-and city-sponsored activities.  The use of compost can benefit agricultural operations, landscaping businesses, andpublic parks and roadway plantings, which all contribute to GHGemissions by their reliance on pesticides and syntheticfertilizers.  Such projects can help  attain AB 32 goals forachieving Zero Waste by transforming discarded materials intouseful resources. access to substantial biogas (methanecombustion) resources.  However, the sale prices set by the tariffmay be too low, and the 480 MW limit restricts the ability of thecurrent FiT to significantly help  achieve the RenewablesPortfolio Standard (RPS) goals.  The current FiT also excludesimportant sources of renewable energy such as solar and windenergy.  Without an approved FiT, investor-owned utilities  (IOUs)have a disincentive to unilaterally offer a standard contract rateto renewable energy generators.  Countries with successful FiTshave required utility companies to offer standard rates until thenational  renewable energy goal is met.  California should modelany FiTs it may develop upon countries that have achievedsignificant growth of renewables by implementing a feed-in tariff.   The FiT is an efficient market-based tool to implement aRenewable Portfolio Standard.  In particular, it avoids much ofthe complexity, risk  and delay that renewable developers faceunder the current regulatory structure, and that have created aformidable barrier to new projects. A FiT in California should betied to meeting the state’s RPS goals.  One  option would be torequire utility companies to participate until their RPSobligations have been met, or in the alternative, they should bepenalized for non-compliance with AB 107 mandates.  A third alternative, following the German model, is to pool theincremental costs of renewable energy generation on a statewidebasis, and apportion the costs to IOUs based on actual costs paidto generators.  Under this  alternative, IOUs would offercontracts at the FiT rate until the state RPS goal is met.  Thisis a clear area where CARB’s ability to take leadership byresearching and recommending rational and necessary  solutions isneeded to overcome institutional prejudices against adoptingcleaner technologies for power generation.    

Cap-and-Auction and Offsets   

The scoping plan should adhere to the legislative requirements inAB  32 mandating that the Board study the potential impacts oncommunity air quality of any market-based compliance mechanisms,before adopting any such mechanism. Should California adopt amechanism that creates emission allowances, it is vital that itrequire that all old and new sources of greenhouse gases pay forthe privilege of using limited carbon sinks. Give-away carbonpermit schemes, in which current  emitters are permitted to turntheir pollution into economically valuable rights, would violatethis principle.   

If CARB establishes a market for carbon emissions, after followingthe review process required by AB 32, allowances or permits shouldbe auctioned.  The auctioning of permits allows for the reductionof  permits, and emissions, over time, so the market adjusts toreflect the true cost of greenhouse gas pollution, Such amechanism for pricing the carbon released into the atmosphere isessential if we are to raise   investment funds to construct thenew clean energy economy in California, provide investment capitalto guarantee that new technologies are available to our existinginfrastructure, and make  certain that the effects of re-pricingcarbon fuels are not felt disproportionately by working familiesand small businesses. We believe that AB 32 has given ARB theauthority to establish an auction system.   

Freely issuing emission permits to industry based on historicperformance would create a trading system with inherent flaws.Some  industries may use such a system to guide them in makingrational investments that achieve a beneficial social outcome. Forothers, however, it would provide a perverse incentive to shut downexisting  California plant capacity and either relocate in otherstates or distant parts of the world. An auction system is capableof raising funds that can provide meaningful incentives forreinvestment in domestic energyefficient industries. This couldstrongly counteract any potential flight of industry from thestate, and would help assure the immediate goal of protecting thedomestic economy.   

Furthermore, Sierra Club will oppose any market system that wouldrelieve carbon polluters from paying their fair share of the costsof the  carbon they emit in exchange for "offsets," eitherinternationally for CO2 emissions, or domestically for activitiesdesigned to enhance carbon sinks, like tree planting.  Whilegovernment and private support for programs that increase soilcarbon content and reforestation are highly desirable, it isimpossible to retain the enforceability and effectiveness of acarbon pollution trading scheme if it is combined with efforts to preserve and enhance carbon sinks. We need both 80% reductions inCO2 emissions and strong programs to enhance carbon sinks; weshould not “trade” them off against each other.  In addition,there are  verification and “additionality” problems that severelyimpact the enforceability and validity of a cap-and-trade or offsetsystem.  By contrast, an auction without offsets allows the marketto reflect the cost  of carbon pollution while providing greaterassurance of achieving greenhouse gas emission reduction goals.   

If market mechanisms are used, they should be designed so thatthey contribute to verifiable and enforceable CO2 reductions andwork in harmony with other components of the climate changestrategy,  especially standards and incentives for promotingefficiency, conservation and renewable energy. Funds raisedthrough the auction of carbon allowances should be used for publicpurposes such as energy  efficiency, promotion of renewable energy,mitigation of ratepayer impacts, needed infrastructure in impactedcommunities, and job training opportunities in renewable energyfor individuals working in the fossilfuel  industry.  

Forests can play an important role in reducing the impact ofglobal  warming, since approximately half the weight of a tree iscarbon.  Growing larger, older trees is helpful because theycapture and store more carbon.  Conversely, converting forests toother uses, through  sprawl and development, eliminates carbonstorage opportunities now and into the future, and should bediscouraged.  Although forests will have a role in addressingglobal warming, they have many values  besides carbon storage, andneed to be managed in a way that promotes healthy natural systems.Above all, the ability of forests to store carbon should notbecome a justification for higher emissions of  air pollution.  

Allowances and auction revenues should be used to acceleratedeployment of clean energy technologies, with priority given tothe cleanest, cheapest, safest, and fastest means of reducingemissions.  On the other hand, the Sierra Club strongly believesthat a carbon pollution  auction scheme is by no means the onlyoption for reducing carbon emissions. At best it should beconsidered only one possible tool among many, and we urge ARB toremain open to alternative compliance  options such as directregulation with fines for non-compliance, or direct charges likefees or carbon taxes. 
 
 Conclusion  

ARB’s mandate to author a Scoping Plan for AB 32 gives itwideranging authority to take wide-ranging laws and integratethese in a constructive way, to work collaboratively with localair quality districts and CCAs, and to coordinate state programsto quickly achieve  quantifiable results. Where these are notsufficient, ARB can use its key role under AB 32 to help thelegislature and state regulatory bodies to move to more effectivepolicies. ARB is currently in a position—of truly  globalsignificance—to enact measures which can lend a greater degree ofpredictability and stability to this emergent paradigm.  SierraClub California recognizes the magnitude of the responsibilitieslaid upon the  Air Resources Board, and is willing to work withstaff and assist in any way we can.  Thank you for thisopportunity to participate in the Scoping Plan process.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 16:42:44No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: AssmannEmail Address: David.Assmann@sfgov.orgAffiliation: City and County of San FranciscoSubject: City of San Francisco Comments on AB 32 Draft Scoping PlanComment:The City and County of San Francisco looks forward to partneringwith the state to help tackle the greatest environmental challengeof our time.  The following is our input into the Draft ScopingPlan.  While the Plan emphasizes that local governments andregional government agencies are essential partners in achievingCalifornia’s greenhouse gas goals, the only target attached to thelocal government section is a transportation measure, which vastlyunderstates the contribution that local governments can, shouldand will bring to the goal of reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 

Most greenhouse gas emissions are local. Cities now produceseventy-five percent of all the world’s greenhouse gas emissions,so climate solutions that ignore municipalities do so at theplanet’s peril. 

Local governments are on the front lines in fighting the sourcesof global warming: from revising building codes, promoting energyefficiency, providing recycling and compost services, requiringrenewable fuel and energy use, and managing transit systems.Cities too, are responsible for dealing with the impacts of theclimate crisis: from providing the first responders in case ofextreme weather events to dealing with the day-to-day climateimplications for public health, infrastructure, and local economy.

More than 852 US cities, including San Francisco, have committedto reduce their greenhouse gas emissions to Kyoto Protocol levels(or beyond).   Before we develop an entirely new set of complexregulations to help us implement AB32, we could learn a lot byrecycling a few ideas from our past.

In the 1980’s, California faced another big environmental crisis:we were running out of space to put our garbage. At that time thestate only recycled 11% of all waste and landfills were reachingcapacity. In 1989, the State legislated that every city and countyachieve a fifty percent recycling rate by 2000 (AB939). This was atruly audacious goal. However, it was the implementation that wasprecedent setting.

All local governments are required to report annually to the Statein great detail on the types and quantities of waste diverted fromlandfill through reduction, recycling, and composting activities,as well as how they are going to meet the targets. Just as withmeasuring carbon emissions, waste is often a hard thing to trackdown.  The profession of waste auditing and accounting was born. Today every one of California’s 536 local jurisdictions knows howmuch of their paper, scrap iron, lawn trimmings, bottles and cans,and even building materials is (or is not) being recycled.  It isonly through this level of detail that we can claim to have a hopeof solving multi-source environmental issues from waste to carbon. Any jurisdiction failing to reach the recycling target can be fined$10,000 per day. This threat allowed cities and counties to developinnovative programs like curbside food scrap collection as a way ofavoiding hefty fines. 

Rather than enacting a cooking-cutter regulation that would workfor no one, the recycling law allowed each County to adopt aimplementation strategy that would work for their communities. This flexibility fostered innovation and efficiency. At the sametime, a Recycling Market Development Zone program was created tofuel new businesses wanting to profit from diverting waste fromlandfills.  

This recycling law may be the single most effective piece ofenvironmental legislation ever to come of out Sacramento. Todaythe City and County of San Francisco has been able to work withits residents and businesses to recycle and compost 70% of thewaste (we were at 35% in 1990). This same basic legal frameworkshould be applied to the issue of climate change.  

Under this local CO2 reduction model, counties would beresponsible for reducing carbon emissions from building energy,agriculture, manufacturing, and of course waste management. Theseplans should mandate both a municipal facilities and communitywide target for energy, waste reduction and recycling, water andwaste water, transportation and community design. Counties wouldwork both locally and regionally to reduce vehicle miles traveled(VMT).  The State would continue to have jurisdiction over largeemitters like oil refineries, energy utilities, and overdeveloping a low-carbon fuels policy. 

The State needs to begin by establishing county-level reportingrequirements and procedures.  Cities and counties will then needfinancial incentives to develop the critical infrastructure thatreducing and measuring carbon emissions will require.

Recent reports suggest that building dense transit-oriented urbanareas can lead to a forty percent reduction in carbon emissions. Local land-use and zoning policies have therefore become one ofthe single most important tools in combating climate change.  

With this newfound power comes the need for accountability.  TheState should hold counties answerable for meeting targets, andprovide rewards to those who achieve more.

One of the major problems with the Draft Scoping Plan is thatthere are no targets for reductions from municipal efforts inrecycling, water use or energy, nor are there any targets attachedto planning and regional local government efforts. All of these arerequired elements for a comprehensive plan that would maximize ourefforts and resources. 

While both the Draft Scoping Plan and the appendices reference thevital role that local governments play in community energy,community waste and recycling, community water and wastewatersystems, and community design, both the scope and appendices arevoid of any analysis or recommendations on how local governmentcan and should reduce emissions in these areas. By stating“although not quantified at this time, actions taken by localgovernment are expected to provide significant greenhouse gasreductions” the majority of the efforts that many localgovernments are already putting into greenhouse gas reductions areessentially being left out of the Draft Scoping plan. 

To put this into a numerical perspective, San Francisco’s ClimateAction Plan, passed in 2002 by the City and County’s Board ofSupervisors, set targets of reducing emissions by almost 2 millionmetric tonnes by 2012. San Francisco accounts for about 2% of thestate’s population, yet its reduction target is essentially equalto the local government target set for the entire state.  SanFrancisco, and many other cities, have set targets that are atleast double the total target set for local government actions bythe state (San Francisco is committed to reducing municipalemissions by 25% by 2017, and 40% by 2025 from 1990 levels).

The draft plan and the appendices lump together local and regionalgovernments, and it is not always clear what refers to localgovernment operations, what is directed at local governments onlyand what applies to regional governments. In preparing the finalscoping plan, we recommend that ARB include the following distinctsections under Local Government Actions and Regional Targets:

1.	Actions and targets for municipal facilities and operationsthat are under the direct control of local government, which wouldinclude transportation, energy, water and wastewater and wastereduction/recycling.
2.	Actions and targets for community wide activities that aredirectly influenced or under the control of local governments. Forexample, building codes can directly impact energy use, andgreenhouse gas reducing targets should be implemented by localgovernments.
3.	Actions and targets for regional efforts including effortsachieved through regional planning.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 18:20:19No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CharlesLast Name: PlopperEmail Address: cgplopper@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UCDavis emeritus facultySubject: AB32 Scoping plan -general commentsComment:July 30, 2008
SUBJECT: Comments on Draft AB32 Scoping Plan
Dear Members, California Air Resources Board:
 Thank you for your critical work to reduce California'sgreenhouse gases and the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan targeting 2020.Given the current state of the economy and the budget deficit, itis especially critical to set reasonable, but tough standards forreduction in energy use. Along with the overall greenhouse gasreduction, please keep in mind that there are other benefits tothe State of California: 
-Lower budget outlays for heating and air conditioning.
-Lower budget outlays for gasoline and diesel for vehicle travel.
-Lower air pollution and other environmental contamination.
-Reduction in health costs associated with polluted environments.
-Increased overall health and well-being of the population.
-Increased activity for California companies whose business isrenewable energy.
In setting goals for the State to increase renewable energy andreduce vehicle miles traveled, please include the followingrecommendations in the Final Scoping Plan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.  Withgasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helpingconsumers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use ofauction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Feescan also provide funding sources for clean technologies, greenjobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.
Sincerely,
 
Charles G. Plopper
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/243-ab32_scoping_plan.docOriginal File Name: AB32 Scoping Plan.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 22:17:32No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: SarabiaEmail Address: mchlsrrb@aol.comAffiliation: TALC Member (Proud)Subject: General CommentsComment:First, special commendation to your web designer. It is, by far,the best interactive way to derive many comments. I particularlylike it keeping track of the comments I had read. Great Feature,you might guess I am a programmer, I hope any other skill will beapparent. I'll omit credentials, in case you see no evidence.

Second, a disclaimer: I read a sampling of all 101 comments, then,and I hope I reflect some of what I learn, or the opposite.

Third, I saw some repeated comments I agree, I will not repeatthem, most of them congratulatory of your fine efforts.
---------------
1. I recommend incentives and penalties instead of mandates, thatrequire enforcement staff, you are best at deciding what ispractical and effective.

2. Therefore, I recommend a set of about two dozen clear simpledeclarative sentences to cause the desired objective for thepublic to ask our support. This way all will understand thespecific goals. Expanded versions would also help for those thatmight be unfamiliar with some words, or legalese.

These are my recommendations:
1. Increase the cost of car registrations by 5% yearly. Allowdiscounts on new cars on the basis of rated mpg. Electric andHybrid cars would have a fee to cover fee processing costs plus20% or some such.

2. Implement the Insurance cost per mile for specially equippedcars with an State-approved, tamper-proof, milage device. Thiswill help us know the actual cost of driving per mile.

3. Implement an SMOG tax together with the mandated bi-annual SMOGCheck, also in a per mile basis using the same State-approvedmilage device.

4. Increase gasoline tax per gallon by 5% yearly or whatever isthe maximum politically acceptable, 4.5%?

5. Prohibit all state agencies, including MTC, from switching anytrasportation system to one that emits MORE pollution. There areplans to switch some from Electric to Diesel fuel, this should beprohibited. This may seem incredible but it is not. Did "they"give their word to a contractor, unofficially?

6. Beware of mass mailings with a repeated phrase in support of aparticular point of view. I am pro-Windmills but I have seenPro-Nuclear power partisans take over a political meeting and tryto convert attendees with the worse and dishonorable forms ofdebate, including falshoods, redicule, etc. 
If you get all to use this system, word-frequency patterns couldbe detected. Their converts repeat word pattern and lie a lot.Like they say "It is the safest and cheapest", pro-Ntural Gaspartisans refuse to admit it is a Cabon-based fuel, they do notadmit it is CH4. Vehement but rather simple minded.

This is my promotion of Windmills to ask for your support:
Windmills are the cheapest and ought to be considered the bestalternative energy source, Geothermal energy is second best . Thecost of windmill electric power dropped in the last 20 years.Early wind farms in California, sold electricity at 38¢ perkilowatt-hour. Now, many wind farms produce power at 4¢ perkilowatt-hour, recently, some long-term supply contracts were madeat 3¢ per kilowatt-hour -and the cost is still falling. 
In California, PG&E has not build any oil or carbon fueledpowerplants for many years. California has a plan that letshomeowners buy Solar Cells for all their needs withreduced-interest loans.

In 1991, the U.S. Department of Energy’s National Wind ResourceInventory pointed out that “three states, Kansas, N. Dakota andTexas have enough harnessable wind potential to fill nationalelectricity needs”; many are unaware of this. Also, there is muchpropaganda to confuse the issue, for example: Scientific American(Jan, 2008) asserts solar cell electricity could cost 6¢ per Kw-hrby 2050 with $420 Billion in Federal Subsidies!
Why should taxpayers want to wait 40 years and invest $420 Billionto produce electricity at TWICE the cost of Windmill power, now?
Some assert that construction of enough windmills would take 30 oreven 50 years. They probably think it is more difficult to build awindmill that a “Liberty” ship, perhaps they know nothing abouteither (?). Sen. Gore is right: We could switch to renewableenergy by 2030, Europe intends to use 30 Percent renewable energyby 2020.
Nuclear power is “sold” to voters as a Renewable Energy Source,this is false. 
Natural Gas is “sold” to the uneducated (see The PickensPlan), asa Green Fuel, ignoring that each CH4, hydrocarbon molecule has asmuch Carbon as each gasoline molecule. With the exception ofexotic fuels, a combustion engine that produces no CarbonEmissions, produces no power.

To fight Global Warming, all Carbon Emissions MUST end, totally,anywhere on earth.  This is as unlikely as the survival of thehuman race -which depends on that.

Nuclear Power is prohibitive due to high building costs per ratedKilowatt output and lack of available commercial insurance. Amajor operator mistake can cause damage that lasts for manycenturies, a risk so high, no insurance will sell coverage withoutgovernment-backed support.

Construction of Nuclear Powerplants is forbidden in the U.S. untila legal Nuclear Waste site is certified safe for thousands ofyears, and Congress approves the site. This is most unlikely.

In my opinion, the 842 wildfires in California, produced by over8,000 lightning, are the clearest indicator of Global Warming. TheWestern Drought is not, we have had many droughts before. 

But, the lightning fell in the state that has the LOWEST averagelightning in the nation! In California, lightning strikes anaverage of only 0.5 hits per sq. Km, per day.
It is, however, certain that the Carbon Emissions of thesewildfires will ACCELERATE Global Warming.

There are propaganda claims the forest fire particles will dimsolar radiation and REDUCE cooling in the North Pole and they evenclaim this will save the polar bear. Yeah, I read it!
Please, do not assume we are as well informed as you are.
Thank your for all the fine work you do. The best I have seen, inmy work in NACA, NASA, USAF and aerospace companies.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 22:48:24No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: HennEmail Address: calstep2@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Public comment-Draft Scoping Plan-AB32Comment:
Overlooked Opportunities to Fight Global Warming,

I am a city planner and currently serves on the Piedmont PlanningCommission. I attended the Oakland meeting hosted byAssemblyperson Hancock on July 29th and offer the followingcomments:

The vague and limited recommended measures currently described byCARB staff will never produce the type of significant GHGreductions that AB 32 envisions. As long as the current disparityin funding exists between highways and other more Green means oftransportation, it is unlikely that there would be any reductionat all. Please consider the following data:
•	Trains are among the most energy-efficient modes of transport. In the United States, a truck uses about eight times as muchenergy to transport freight between cities as a train. 
•	Trains are among the most energy-efficient means to move people. Based on a measure of the amount of energy required to move onepassenger one kilometer in the United States, an inter-city trainuses 948 kilojoules.  A commercial airplane, on the other hand,uses three times this amount of energy, and an automobile with asingle occupant uses six times this amount of energy. 
Source: U.S. Department of Defense website:(https://energy.navy.mil/awareness/tools/tools_7.html)

Given the differing energy demands generated by the differentmodes of transportation, which transportation mode does thisnation fund most heavily? Considering all the rhetoric we hearthese days about our need for energy independence and concern withglobal climate change, the following results should be a surprise.The 2009 Federal Transportation budget contains the followingproposals: 

Federal Highway program:                                                           $40.9 billion (60%)
Federal Aviation Administration:                                                 $14.6 billion (21%)
Federal Transit support				                   $10.1 billion(14.8%)
Federal Rail subsidies 				                   $1.1 billion (1.6%)
Other (maritime, pipelines, canals)                                              $1.1 billion (1.6%)
Source: http://www.dot.gov/bib2008/pdf/bib2008.pdf, p.11

In other words, 81% of the annual $68 billion federaltransportation budget goes to provide additional infrastructure toexpand the two forms of transportation which are the most energywasteful and emit the most greenhouse gas. 19% goes to all therest. California highway spending mirrors the federaldisparities.“If you build it, they will come” is more than acliché from a movie. When we extend or widen highways andfreeways, the results are obvious to all. Motorists take advantageof the newly unfettered road capacity. The total miles traveledgrows, while travel on competing modes of travel falls. The US hasbeen pursuing just this policy for the past 50 years, and theconsequences have become obvious. Our auto-dominant travelpatterns have long outgrown our energy supply, leaving usdependent on uncertain foreign sources. 

The relatively recent awareness of global warning has causednumerous initiatives to address the energy problem. AB 32 isCalifornia’s version that I fear is little more than a series ofplatitudinous goals and recommendations. The largest source ofgreenhouse gas emissions in California comes from cars and trucks.But unfortunately, most efforts deal with relative minutiae likefluorescent bulbs or paper vs. plastic bags. Or else, politicianspursue pie-in-sky magic pills like The Hydrogen Highway. Again,unfortunately, few of our leaders propose changes to thebig-ticket items like providing real incentives to get people outof their cars, or to take the train for the shorter inter-citytrips? I believe there needs to be increased public awarenessabout our current transportation spending priorities before we caneffect change. 

Clearly, President Bush is no help. He has been trying to kill offthe paltry Amtrak funding for 8 years. Few environmental groupshave pursued the goal of: “Instead of continuing to put 81% of ourfunding into roads and airports each year, let’s think aboutputting that kind of money towards the green modes of travel: railand transit.” I would hope that is changed. Other than a few railbuffs and academicians, neither the media nor politicians areadvocating doing those things that could substantially affect ourenergy and climate balance sheet. Several recent local newsstories highlight our misplaced spending priorities: the $420million approved for a 4th bore for the Caldecott Tunnel; theState takes $50 million from BART; and AC Transit is forced toraise fares again. Given the political clout of the highway,trucking, auto, and oil industries, making the substantial changesin our transportation funding formula will be a struggle, but itneeds to start sooner rather than later.

Very truly yours, 


Michael Henn 
226 Wildwood Avenue 
Piedmont CA 94610 
calstep2@aol.com



Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/245-energy-trans-spendingcarb-v.docOriginal File Name: energy-trans-spendingCARB-V.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-30 22:50:42No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RebeccaLast Name: SandersEmail Address: rebeccalaurensanders@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: California needs smart land use planning!Comment:Dear CARB:
Thank you for the work you've done on the AB 32 Draft ScopingPlan.  As an city planner, I have a few comments regarding theplan, which I hope you'll seriously consider.    

1. I support CARB's inclusion of better community design andreducing VMT, but the proposed reduction target for land use andtransportation of 2 million metric tons (MMT) of greenhouse gasesis way too low. The target should be at least 9-10 MMT.

2. The plan has omitted critical measures to create a world classpublic transportation system and encourage innovativecongestion-relief programs that can ease people's commutes whilereducing emissions.  A public transportation system complementedby an extensive bike network would create attractive alternativesto driving, keeping California successful and ahead of the curvein the United States.

3. Rather than adopting a one-size-fits-all approach, CARB shouldset firm targets for regions and authorize regions and localitiesto choose from a suite of policy tools to achieve the targets.

4. CARB should adopt a series of key policy tools currently underconsideration, including the Indirect Source Rule,Pay-As-You-Drive Insurance, Congestion Pricing, and IncentivePrograms. These tools will help regions and localities achieve thetargets while generating revenues to implement greenhouse gasreduction strategies and programs.

5. The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustainpublic transportation and programs to improve transportationefficiency and reduce congestion.

6. Cities, counties and regions should be given incentives toconserve forests and working landscapes that sequester carbon,provide local food, reduce wildfire hazard and help native plantsand animals adapt to a changing climate. 

Thank you,
RebeccaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 06:02:46No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HowardLast Name: BlacksonEmail Address: hb3planning@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Reduction of Vehecle Miles Travelled (VMT) PerspectiveComment:This Draft Scoping Plan dissapointingly misses the immediate valueof reducing VMT to directly reduce Green House Gas (GHG - carbonemissions).  Reconsider combining the value of new technology, tobe invented and mass produced at some point of our lives, thatthis Draft SP values with the proven GHG reduction throughreducing VMT.
  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 06:31:24No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: LippmanEmail Address: dlippman@lvmwd.comAffiliation: Subject: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Attaching pdf of comment letter.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/248-ltr._california_air_resources_board.pdfOriginal File Name: Ltr. California Air Resources Board.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 07:36:24No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: AssmannEmail Address: David.Assmann@sfgov.orgAffiliation: City and County of San FranciscoSubject: San Francisco Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:PDF attached of comments from the City and County of San FranciscoAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/249-carb_draft_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Draft Scoping Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 07:46:31No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BrianLast Name: NguyenEmail Address: brian.briannguyen@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Need to address the number one source of Global Warming.Comment:Hi .

AS we all know by now that number one source that caused GlobalWarming is the mass production of livestocks that feed the majorfast food chains and most human worldwide. Please address thisissue and encourage people to go for plant food base diet to stopthis Global Warming 80% efficient. Also if we could go 100% greenon our electricity without using coal or fossil fuel then we willbe in good shape .Otherwise , all lives on this planet will be indanger , we could face extintion within three years or so if youand all Government officials are not acting drastic helps. 

I don't know if you ever believe in Heaven and Hell , if you do ,then you know what to do to go to Heaven and what to do to go toHell. It is up to you to decide now , not to wait until you knowit is too late then asking for mercy from God.  It will be nouse.

Please act to save our planet now.

Thanks .

Brian Nguyen.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 09:22:40No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BeverlyLast Name: HoeyEmail Address: bhoey@trustslaw-ca.comAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air for California and Global WarmingComment:Sirs:
Please do all that is in your power, and more so, to implementstricter standards on industries that pollute our environment.  Weall as citizens of this planet ought to be taking and implementingaffirmative action NOW to build infrastructures in California thatwould provide better public transportation.  

California has always lead the way in new laws, and new and higherstandards for our air quality.  Please keep that tradition going,and implement rewards to people to recycle their SUV's and gasgussling cars to build no emission forms of transportation. 

 We need to look to other countries to see how they handle publictransportation.  We ought to be able to improve uupon othercountries ideas.  We do not need to continue on this path ofever-seeking petroleum, resulting in the destruction of the planetand its precious air quality.

So  many of us aare suffering from the bad quality of air, withasthma and COPD.  Adults AND children are suffering. The futuregenerations will suffer even worse, if you do not ignore the needsof big business; and focus on the needs of the Life that depends ongood quality air.  Be leaders!  Take steps NOW! Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 09:30:26No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NabeelLast Name: Al-ShammaEmail Address: nabeel@alshamma.comAffiliation: Sierra Club Sonoma GroupSubject: Auctioning & Carbon FeesComment:Thank you for all the work you’ve been doing on the Draft AB32Scoping Plan to reduce California's GHGs by 2020. It’s a toughjob. Especially in setting goals for the State to increaserenewable energy and reduce VMT.  Please consider theserecommendations for the Final Scoping Plan:

- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Don’tgive free permits to polluters that subsidize coal and prolong thetransition to cleaner energy.

- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Feescan also provide funding sources for clean technologies, greenjobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.

Sincerely,
Nabeel Al-ShammaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 09:40:11No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: HamiltonEmail Address: bobmann101@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warming Comment:There is no scientific proof that man is the main cause of globalwarming. There is scientific proof that that global warming hasreversed on it's own. Earth is a dynamic planet, changing  all thetime and will continue to change. The global warming scare is justanother money making ploy.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 10:14:47No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 127 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FijiLast Name: GeorgeEmail Address: fiji.george@elpaso.comAffiliation: El Paso CorporationSubject: Comments from El Paso CorporationComment:El Paso Corporation (El Paso) respectfully submits the attachedcomments on the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan a framework forchange (Scoping Plan) released on June 26, 2008.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/291-draft_scoping_plan_el_paso_comments_v5final_.pdfOriginal File Name: DRAFT Scoping Plan El Paso Comments_v5final_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 10:55:28No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RayLast Name: WeissEmail Address: rfweiss@ucsd.eduAffiliation: University of California, San DiegoSubject: Verification of AB-32 Emissions ReductionsComment:Please see the attached document entitled "Implementing AB-32:Effective Verification of California's Greenhouse Gas EmissionsReductions".

Ray F. Weiss and Ralph F. Keeling
Scripps Institution of Oceanography
University of California, San DiegoAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/295-ca_ghg_emissions_verification.pdfOriginal File Name: CA_GHG_Emissions_Verification.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 11:01:36No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JayLast Name: JonesEmail Address: jonesj@ulv.eduAffiliation: University of La VerneSubject: Reduction in Hydrocarbon based fuels is a Health concernComment:Dear Board Members and other concerned citizens,

The need to curb fossil fuel use is critical on the basis of itseffects on our health.  As one who breaths the LA smog and yetknows what a joy clean air is, it is clear that we need to putstrong measures in place to wean ourselves from this toxicmaterial.  

Clear evidence that curbing use will have a dramatic effects onair quality was demonstrated in the post 9-11 days whenautomobile, truck, and plane traffic were significantly reduced. The same can be seen on holidays such as Christmas.  You know youcan make a difference.  We rely on your personal integrity andsense of responsibility to spur society in the right direction.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving  thatcontribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases  inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  The plan should alsoinclude additional strong regulatory measures on industrialsources to reduce emissions form petroleum refineries, powerplants, cement manufacturers, and others sources.

It is vitally important the plan demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will  not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefitsto communities in terms of improved air quality and public health.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.  

Sincerely,


Jay H. Jones
Professor of Biology and Biochemistry

p.s. As one with a broad background in the biological/geologicalsciences as well as experience in the Oil and Gas industry, Iwould be delighted to flesh out the various dimensions of thisissue.  Feel free to contact me at 909 593-3511 x4040 orjonesj@ulv.edu.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 11:12:04No Duplicates.



Comment 130 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: WexlerEmail Address: aswexler@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UC Davis Air Quality Research CenterSubject: Global Atmospheric Watch Monitoring StationsComment:The state needs to monitor greenhouse gas and particulate emissionsfrom the ocean and long range transport fromrapidly-industrializing Asia because increased emissions from oneor both may interfere with proposed validation of California'scarbon emissions controls.  The enclose document is a one-pagesynopsis of the concept.  Please contact me if more details areneeded.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/301-gaw-carb_1pager__073108_.pdfOriginal File Name: GAW-CARB 1pager (073108).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 11:26:00No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: Stevenson, Ph.D.Email Address: jimstevensonphd@yahoo.comAffiliation: American Lung AssociationSubject: Reduction of airborne pollutants & locally developed sustainable energyComment:I have had asthma for 60 years and regularly use a nebulizer,inhalers and an emergency inhaler to keep breathing.  So far Ihave not needed oxygen, however I am anxious for California todevelop a strong plan of action achieve immediate reductions insmog and other dangerous air pollutants.

We must reverse the trend to increasing asthma frequenty in ourpopulation, particularly among our children.  I urge theCalifornia Air Resources Board to include a stronger focus onmeasures to reduce emissions from driving that contribute thelargest percentage of greenhouse gases in California. We must havean aggressive statewide goal for reducing vehicle trips andmeasures to promote progressive action by local governments tohelp with this effort. In Europe public land is available tocommunity cooperatives for the placing of windmills and solarpanels.  We have no comparable movement in this country because ofthe absence of leadership to achieve a strong base of sustainableenergy production.  A community based plan should also includeadditional strong regulatory measures on industrial sources toreduce emissions form petroleum refineries, power plants, cementmanufacturers, and others sources.

Air quality in California is a public health crisis.  We haveabout 14,000 to 24,000 premature deaths from air pollution
yearly, 350,000 asthma attacks and millions of missed school days
from children suffering asthma attacks, thousands of
hospitalizations and emergency room visits, and reduced lung
function changes in children.

It is vitally important that your agency demonstrate leadership todevelop the variety of measures will not only make move us towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also provide local benefits tocommunities in terms of improved air quality and public healthwhile also providing locally developed sustainable energy. 

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthen
these key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 11:40:48No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Ernest F.Last Name: Ciccarelli, CPAEmail Address: Ciccarelli@arrival.netAffiliation: Subject: AB32 complianceComment:We need to insure that our environment is stabilized.  Pastpolluters have not been paying their fair share.  AB32 will helpgive future generations cleaner air with a stabler environment,creating better health and welfare for all.  Please do your dutyin promoting and protecting the hard fought gains and do not allowAB 32 to be circumvented or minimized. Thank you for your goodservice.

Sincerely, 
Ernest Ciccarelli, CPAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 11:49:07No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: ClusterEmail Address: mjcluster@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Draft Plan: transporrtation alternatives Comment: I think there need to be stronger goals to reduce VMT, and inorder to do this, a goal needs to be to increase the                     availability of public transportation, especially on thelocal 
level bus level. New developments (residential and business) needto be within walking distance of public transportation. Parking(and permits, fees, etc on land used for parking lots) should bemore expensive, and stragies like insurance per mile should beused
to reduce VMTAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 12:59:02No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: SallisEmail Address: sallis@mail.sdsu.eduAffiliation: San Diego State UnivSubject: Health, land use, and transportationComment:I appreciate the opportunity to provide input into the ClimateChange Draft Scoping Plan.  It is an enormous task to identify themost promising strategies to reduce our climate change impact whilemaintaining quality of life and economic vitality as much aspossible.  I am writing to call your attention to the need toimprove three inter-related aspects of the Scoping Plan: health,land use, and transportation.

Though I am by training a health psychologist, my work hasgradually evolved to require the collaboration of many disparatedisciplines.  My area of interest is physical activity, obesity,and related chronic diseases, and my work has taught me the strongconnections of these factors to land use and transportationpolicies.  There is much knowledge about these topics that can beapplied to reducing carbon emissions.

I would like to make two points.  First, the public health fieldneeds to be a major partner in climate change planning, becausethere will be many health consequences of both climate change andmitigation efforts.  Whether the health consequences are mostlypositive or mostly negative depends on the decisions made.  Thecurrent draft plan focuses narrowly on air quality, but severalmitigation strategies could have major positive side effects onphysical activity, obesity, and chronic diseases.  Since TimeMagazine identified me as an "obesity warrior", I am compelled toinform you that many health professionals believe obesity is theleading health challenge of our time, and the public rankschildhood obesity as the number one health issue for children. Thus, opportunities for win-win outcomes that benefit both climatechange and obesity should be given very high priority.

Second, the key opportunities for win-win strategies are todramatically increase goals for reductions in vehicle milestraveled (VMT) which will require changes in land use policies andtransportation investments.  As documented in the book "GrowingCooler" from the Urban Land Institute, people living in walkable(also known as smart growth) neighborhoods have 33% less VMT thanthose living in suburbs.  Since most zoning and developmentordinances in California essentially outlaw new walkabledevelopments, there is a huge opportunity for local governmentpolicy changes to contribute substantially to reducing carbonemissions.

Zoning laws that favor or require walkable, bikeable developments,along with increased investments in pedestrian and bicyclingfacilities and traffic calming will also have numerous healthbenefits.  Based on literature reviews, the TransportationResearch Board, Institute of Medicine, and Centers for DiseaseControl and Prevention have all concluded walkable communities areassociated with more physical activity and lower rates of obesity. How much of an effect can we expect?  Based on our own research(see attached brief, paper submitted), adults living in walkableneighborhoods walked 35-45 minutes more per week than those insuburban neighborhoods, thus meeting the 30-minute per dayphysical activity guidelines one more day per week.  Rates ofoverweight were 3-8 percentage points lower among residents ofwalkable neighborhoods.  These are meaningful differences that aredifficult to achieve by other means.  

Do people support walkable neighborhoods?  Based on a nationalsurvey study we recently published, support is high and growing. Support for walkable neighborhoods was 44% in 2003 and 59% in 2005after several studies were publicized showing the link betweensprawl and health.  Support was strong among all populationsegments, except rural residents who do not want any kind ofdevelopment in their area.  Notably, support was similar amongconservatives, liberals, exercisers, and inactives.  People see alot of value in being able to walk many places they want to go.  Iimagine that support would be higher now that gas prices haveincreased so much.  Though people are driving less due to currentgas prices, those living in the suburbs and far from their jobsare forced to drive long distances.  Thus, zoning and developmentpolicy changes are needed to stop the building of more sprawlingsubdivisions.

The link with transportation policy is simple.  Less than 1% oftransportation funds are spent on pedestrian and cyclingfacilities.  As a result, it is inconvenient and dangerous to bikein most of California.  An improved pedestrian and cyclinginfrastructure could lead to reduced carbon emissions through lessVMT.  The same investments will reduce injuries, increase physicalactivity, and help control the obesity epidemic.  Anotherwin-win.

As I understand the Draft Scoping Plan it prposes only about 1.2%reduction in carbon emissions from local government actions.  Thatis hard to understand when there is vastly more potential forcarbon reductions through more aggresive land use andtransportation policy changes, which would also have majorpositive effects on our leading health problems.  Public healthorganizations recommend these changes, and the public supportsthem. Thus, there are many strong reasons to propose much moreambitious VMT, land use, and transportation goals.  Keep in mindyour decisions will affect public health just as directly as theyaffect climate change, so please bring public health experts intohigher-level roles at CARB. 

I personally do not see how we are going to seriously reducecarbon emissions if we allow subdivisions to continue to sprawlinto the countryside, ensuring people living there will have todrive long distances to go anywhere.  Please contact me if I canbe of any service.

James Sallis, PhD
Professor of Psychology, SDSU
Director, Active Living Research
www.drjamessallis.sdsu.edu
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Comment 135 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RodneyLast Name: ProctorEmail Address: rproctor@coloradoenergy.comAffiliation: Colorado Energy ManagmentSubject: Colorado Energy Management's Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Dear Chairman Nichols,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on California'sJune 2008 Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan.  Please see myattached letter for the recommendations from Colorado EnergyManagement.

Sincerely,
Rodney Proctor Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/316-cem_submission_on_ab32_draft_scoping_report_-_7-31-08.pdfOriginal File Name: CEM Submission on AB32 Draft Scoping Report - 7-31-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 13:16:02No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StevenLast Name: KellerEmail Address: sckeller@berkeley.eduAffiliation: UC Berkeley - School of Public HealthSubject: Make Laws not SuggestionsComment:Dear ARB:

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the Draft AB 32Scoping Plan. I just learned of the opportunity yesterday(7/30/08).  

I have read through the Executive Summary and read the comments inthe Transportation and Land Use areas as well. And surprisingly,by-and-large, I agree with most everyone’s comments. I wish I hadtime to read through the entire 294 pages of the appendices, butthe comment closing date looms too close. 

First I’d like to thank everyone (governing bodies, agencies,businesses, and citizens) for their work on this, on AB 32, andall other Climate Change mitigation work. This is the most serioussituation/problem of the modern era. These problems will take BOLDactions of governments and people alike, but the most importantcomponent is STRONG leadership of government. We can’t take babysteps, we can’t be protectionist for special interest (e.g. theBuilding or Auto Industries) – life itself hangs in the balance.And thus I want to say I support others in stating that our stategovernment must take the leadership role in mandating a great manythings to accomplish our goals to reduce GHG, and a host of otherproblems. I will be speaking here mostly on the very importantsubjects of Transportation and Land Use. 

First I’d like to show my support to other comments made on theScoping Plan (I will be paraphrasing to save space).

From the Land Use area:

L. Sadler – “…land use planning is the single most importantaspect...”
S. Thomas –  the State must “…step in to constrain local landuse…make developers accountable…having strong state laws is themost equitable…”
C. Pirch – “…the state should direct infrastructure dollars toprojects where local government land use plans meet AB 32targets…”
L. Nock – “institute Smart Growth land use…”
M. Dempsey – “…remove financial incentives to develop inagricultural areas…”
K. Grimes – “…require Calif law and local land use regulations tofavor low-carbon development…”
C. Chase makes many good comments and arguments in both of herletters, one great statement I love and strongly support is,“…make an unequivocal commitment to State transit funding.”

Additionally, T. Clark of the City of Hughson makes some very goodcounter arguments we should pay attention to.  

In the Transportation area:

Here, there is one person I do have to disagree with. Mr. R. Tatasuggests that we use “non-regulatory actions,” but there are manyexample of how those do NOT work. Volunteer programs to promotechanges in business or personal practices or habits just don’twork. Take for example the Kyoto Protocol and Pres. Bush. 

“The 1997 Kyoto Protocol would oblige ratifying countries toreduce carbon dioxide emissions according to set schedules, tominimize potential global warming. The pact has not taken effect,however.

The United States, the world's biggest carbon dioxide emitter,signed the agreement but did not ratify it, and the Bushadministration has since withdrawn U.S. support, calling insteadfor voluntary emission reductions by U.S. industry and morescientific research into climate change.” (2005 The AssociatedPress)

But according to a March 5, 2007, article in the Guardian UK, theUS is on track to INCREASE CO2 output by 20% by 2050, so much forvolunteer controls. Let me illustrate this more simply, if wedidn’t have to pay taxes, who would “volunteer” to do so? The onlyway to achieve our lofty, but necessary goals is through laws,mandates, restrictions, controls, and voluntary action. If we needto amend CARB to close loopholes or make it work for us, we shoulddo that.  

There need to be enforceable controls if we ever hope to make adifference in what we are doing to our planet. There must also beresponsibility and accountability. Because, the bottom line is…allof this results in a major and serious situation…human health andwell being (Public Health). Here is what Dr. Richard Jackson,Public Health and Environmental Design professor, and formerDirector of the CDC has to say on land use and transit.

In one of his research seminar series, Dr. Jackson, stated that in2005, California lost over a quarter of a million acres of primefarm land to development – some 300,000 acres in just one year. 

In the Summer 2007 issue of UC Berkeley’s School of PublicHealth’s, Public Health magazine Dr. Jackson says, “We need tocreate cities and towns that meet the planet’s demands and ourpocketbook needs for efficiency; places that allow a child orsomeone elderly, disabled or poor to meet their life needs forsafety, autonomy, transport, access to healthy food and medicalcare, and to culture and community. We must stop pretending thatif we build endless tract houses on fine agricultural land thatthese human benefits will magically spring up. Better habitationhelped beat infectious disease; it can help to beat chronicdisease epidemic as well.” 

By not fully developing infill space within urban settings we areseriously wasting our available and valuable space. I don’t justmean land, but total SPACE – as well as endangering ourselves,civilization, and all life.

In closing I’d just like to stress that we need to take bold anddecisive action, and we need to take it now. We need strong andbrave governmental leadership and laws with teeth to complete thetask at hand. Let me leave you with a very old quote that stillhas resounding relevance today.

There is nothing more difficult to take in hand, more perilous toconduct, or more uncertain in its success, than to take the leadin the introduction of a new order of things. Because theinnovator has for enemies all those who have done well under theold order of things, and lukewarm defenders in those who may dowell under the new.                       - Niccolo Machiavelli 

Lastly, here is a link to our website about bringing streetcarsback to the East Bay. On the site you can find several papers andimportant reports that are worth taking a look at. Additionally,there are many links to local and regional organizations workingwith us to resolve these common issues and problems.

http://www.reconnectingemeryville.com 

Thanx again,

Steven Keller – UC Berkeley, School of Public Health
John Scheuerman – Design Engineer, Siemens – PlanningCommissioner, City of Emeryville
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Comment 137 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatriciaLast Name: Fong KushidaEmail Address: patfongkushida@sacasiancc.orgAffiliation: The California Asian Pacific Chamber Subject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and its impact on small businessesComment:Dear Sirs:

As President and CEO of the largest ethnic chamber in the State ofCalifornia I would like consideration as a committee member whenformulating a small business advisory committee attached to thisplan.

It is imperative that we have broad based community representationon this committee so that outreach and communication can occur asthe impact of the proposals outlined in AB 32 become law.

Please contact me at:

Pat Fong Kushida
President/CEO
California Asian Pacific Chamber of Commerce
2012 H Street, Suite 202
Sacramento, CA  95811
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 13:50:08No Duplicates.



Comment 138 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MonicaLast Name: RamosEmail Address: mramos@ccstockton.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Kudos to California for taking the first step. Now we need to do itright.
• Protect the interests of low-income communities
• Use funds generated by AB 32 to invest in "green jobs" and fortraining and education programs in low-income communities
• Don't give away free pollution credits to companies, especiallythose who created the problem in the first place! Those thathelped create the problem now need to pay for the public costs ofthe pollution they created.

Thanks!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 13:58:32No Duplicates.



Comment 139 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LoriLast Name: BallanceEmail Address: lballance@gdandb.comAffiliation: John Wayne AirportSubject: Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan (June 2008 Discussion Draft)Comment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/328-comment_ltr_on_ab_32_draft_scoping_plan__07-31-08_.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment Ltr on AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan (07-31-08).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 14:44:01No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: billLast Name: magavernEmail Address: bill.magavern@sierraclub.orgAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: COMMENTS ON AB 32 DRAFT SCOPING PLANComment:Sierra Club California commends CARB’s tireless efforts inpreparing this comprehensive, far-reaching draft scoping plan.

We believe this draft plan is moving in the right direction, andrecommend further strengthening before it is finalized inNovember. Our volunteers and staff have prepared a full set ofcomments, presented below.


= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 

Generally, we recommend the following eight crucial GHG actionsfor CARB’s plan:

1) Make big polluters pay for all their emissions. Programrevenues should go toward clean technologies, green jobs, andcost-cutting measures for low-income consumers. CARB also shouldnarrowly limit offsets.
2) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among market mechanisms.Other tools should be brought forward more robustly, includingfeed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-term actionagenda.
3) Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020 theforce of law, either through legislation or regulatory action.
4) Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductions.
5) Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.
6) Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of Plan.
7) Bolster requirements for zero waste and recycling, as well asExtended Producer Responsibility (EPR).
8) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California’s unhealthy air. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/330-scc_comments_ab_32_scoping_plan_7.31.08.docOriginal File Name: SCC COMMENTS AB 32 SCOPING PLAN 7.31.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 15:17:30No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Joshua Last Name: HarrisEmail Address: jharris@volkerlaw.comAffiliation: Law Offices of Stephan C. VolkerSubject: CARE's Comments re Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please find the comments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan of Californiansfor Renewable Energy.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/333-arb_comments_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB COMMENTS Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 15:22:54No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArdathLast Name: LeeEmail Address: alee@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Scoping PlanComment: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 theState to
increase renewable energy and reduce vehicle miles travelled. Please
consider these recommendations for inclusion in the Final ScopingPlan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap.Polluters should
pay for their emissions, not be given free permits that subsidizecoal and
prolong the transition to cleaner energy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to
provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.  With gasoline at$4.50/gallon
and rising electricity prices, helping consumers deal with fueland
electricity costs is the best use of auction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help
fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Fees can also providefunding
sources for clean technologies, green jobs, energy efficiencyprograms, and
more.
Sincerely,  Ardath LeeAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 15:27:27No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoshLast Name: RichmanEmail Address: jrichman@bloomenergy.comAffiliation: Subject: Inclusion of all-electric distributed generation (DG) technologiesComment:Bloom Energy would like to applaud the California Air ResourcesBoard on the release of its scoping plan for the implementation ofAB32. It is a bold first draft towards implementing a framework forCalifornia to establish itself as a global clean energy leader. 

In addition to the current recommendations, we propose thefollowing additional items to consider:

1)	Promote the use of new ultra-clean distributed generationtechnologies in addition to the classic Renewable PortfolioStandard (RPS) and Combined Heat and Power (CHP) solutions.  

2)	Take additional measures to ensure that California captures theeconomic benefits of its environmental leadership.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/336-bloom_energy_comments_on_ab_32_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Bloom Energy Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 15:44:09No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ErinLast Name: RogersEmail Address: erogers@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: UCS Comments on draft scoping planComment:July 31, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chairperson
California Air Resources Board
1001 I St., P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA  95812

RE: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan General Comments

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the Board:

The Union of Concerned Scientists (UCS) is the leadingscience-based nonprofit working for a healthy environment and asafer world. UCS combines independent scientific research andcitizen action to develop innovative, practical solutions and tosecure responsible changes in government policy, corporatepractices, and consumer choices.

UCS applauds the California Air Resources Board (CARB) fordeveloping the nation’s most comprehensive plan to date forreducing the pollution that causes global warming. While the planis still a proposal, it represents the furthest step forward anystate has taken in the fight against global warming. Many of theplan’s policies will save consumers money and yield economicbenefits. California is showing the rest of the country how tobuild a clean energy economy—creating jobs and using energy moreefficiently, while at the same time protecting the environment andpublic health. 

In particular, UCS is pleased to see that CARB recommendsincreasing the state’s renewable electricity standard and cleaningup diesel engines. The Plan also indicates that CARB is consideringa feebates program for cars and trucks that would provideincentives to consumers to buy, and manufacturers to make cleanercars.  We urge CARB to adopt feebates as a recommended measure andkeep its recommendation for more renewables.

The plan contains provisions for a state and possible region-widecap-and-trade program that would work together with otherregulations to reduce global warming pollution. The planappropriately recognizes that cap-and-trade is not a silverbullet; cap and trade accounts for 20 percent of the neededreductions, while the remaining 80 percent will come from directregulations. UCS has significant concerns with two importantcap-and-trade design elements: insufficient auctioning ofpollution allowances and the overuse of compliance offsets.

The draft Scoping Plan implies that the agency is consideringauctioning less than half of the pollution allowances under acap-and-trade system initially. Yet cap-and-trade systems workbest when as many pollution allowances as possible are auctioned.Giving them away can create windfall profits for polluters andreduce opportunities to use auction revenue for investments inconsumer protection and emission reduction efforts that falloutside the reach of the cap.
 
The draft plan suggests a too large a role for compliance offsetsin AB 32 implementation.  The suggestion that firms regulatedunder a cap-and-trade system could cover up to 10 percent of theiremissions through offsets creates the disconcerting possibilitythat cap-and-trade would fail to produce any reductions in thecapped sectors that are the program’s primary target.  Moreover,the draft plan proposes no geographic limits or other means toprioritize projects in California, creating the likelihood thatsome emission reduction projects would be outsourced under theproposed approach to offsets. This would be a missed opportunityand counter to AB 32’s call for benefit maximization for thepeople of California. Carefully designed limits on offsets areimportant to construction of an effective cap-and-trade programand will promote investment in clean air, clean energy and greaterenergy security in California. 

Below are more specific comments and recommendations on 33 percentrenewable energy standard, diesel standards, feebates, andcap-and-trade design.

I.	Strong Support for the 33 Percent Renewable Portfolio Standard
UCS applauds the draft Scoping Plan’s endorsement of a 33 percentby 2020 statewide Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS), and urgesCARB to keep the 33 percent RPS in the final AB 32 Scoping Plan.

The passage of AB 32 underscores the need for policy measures thatwill provide substantial in-state GHG reductions. A 33 percent RPSis not only consistent with our AB 32 goal, but will bringsignificant co-benefits to the state.  These benefits includereducing air pollutants that harm public health, solidifyingCalifornia’s role as a leader in renewable energy development,invigorating the state’s booming clean tech investment community,and creating a new source of “green collar” jobs.  A 33 percentRPS will also put the electricity sector on the path to achievingthe much deeper emission reductions required beyond 2020.

While a global warming cap-and-trade program may encourage someadditional investment in renewable resources, a higher RPS mandateis essential to drive the changes in government policy, utilitypractices, and industry investment that are necessary to overcomethe transmission, siting, and other market barriers to developingrenewable energy in the state. In addition, a 33 percent RPS willprovide a clear and long-term signal to the financial community tocontinue supporting infrastructure investments that willsignificantly increase the amount of renewable generation servingCalifornia. Achieving much higher levels of renewables will nothappen organically – it requires a strengthened RPS policy thatincludes both a higher renewables mandate and statutory andregulatory reforms to encourage more renewables development.

The draft Scoping Plan’s endorsement of the 33 percent RPS is alsoentirely consistent with California’s existing policy goals. In2005, the Energy Action Plan II (EAP II) reinforced the Governor’sstated goal of achieving 33 percent of electricity sales fromrenewable energy by 2020.  Similarly, the California PublicUtilities Commission (CPUC) instructed the state’s threeinvestor-owned utilities to identify planning decisions that mustbe made within their 2006 long-term procurement plans to achieve33 percent renewables by 2020.  Since then, the California EnergyCommission (CEC), the CPUC, the California Independent SystemOperator (CAISO), and several federal agencies have undertakenstudies and workshops to resolve the transmission, permitting, andgrid reliability issues that must be overcome to achievesignificantly higher levels of renewable energy.  

We acknowledge that reaching a 33 percent renewable energy goal by2020 is a tremendous challenge that will require unprecedentedcoordination among state agencies, policymakers, and stakeholders.UCS is committed to working diligently with these parties to helpidentify and overcome the barriers to increasing renewable energyin California. We are working with the Legislature to establisheffective 33 percent RPS legislation that will benefit Californiaconsumers, stimulate economic activity within the state, and helpCalifornia to achieve the goals of AB 32.

We commend CARB for its leadership in advancing clean energy tomeet the goals of AB 32, and strongly support the inclusion of a33 percent RPS for all load serving entities (LSEs) in the finalScoping Plan.  If necessary, we suggest that CARB make an explicitplea to the legislature to amend the existing RPS statute toreflect the 33% recommendation in the Scoping Plan 

II.	Diesel Standards and Goods Movement
We commend CARB for focusing attention on the goods movementsector for both early emission reductions and long-term globalwarming reductions from heavy-duty trucks, ships, and trains. Strategies that reduce global warming pollution from this sectorcan also provide substantial co-benefit emission reductions of NOxand particulate matter (PM), bringing significant public healthbenefits.  

As noted in the staff analysis, heavy-duty trucks alone accountfor about 20 percent of all transportation related global warmingemissions. CARB is moving forward with an early action measuretargeting a subset of this truck population with requirements forimproved aerodynamics and rolling resistance.  Additional measuresidentified in the plan target hybrid technology and engineefficiency improvements separately.  These measures will result inmore efficient and lower emitting truck transport in California. However, this approach may fail to capture the full potential oftechnology advancements for heavy-duty trucks.  Overall truckefficiency and global warming emissions are a combination ofaerodynamic drag, rolling resistance, engine, and drive trainefficiency.  CARB should consider setting a global warmingstandard for new trucks that accounts for total truck performancein addition to component efficiency.

Improvement in the goods movement system as a whole will also becritical to meeting our 2020 and 2050 climate goals given therapid growth in freight that is expected in the coming decades. Both efficiency measures and advanced technology solutions will beneeded to meet these challenges.  We support CARB carrying out afull assessment of emissions sources and reduction strategies forthe state’s transportation corridors, ports, and railyards.  Thefocus on ports and railyards is especially important given thepotential of complimentary strategies to reduce toxic emissionsand global warming pollution.  Emission reduction plans for thesefacilities must be enforceable to ensure that progress is beingmade towards a lower carbon and less polluting goods movementsystem in California.         

III.	Include Feebates as a Recommended Measure
UCS urges CARB to move feebates from a “Measure Under Evaluation”to a “Recommended Greenhouse Gas Reduction Measure” in thetransportation sector of the Scoping Plan.  Feebates is apowerful, yet flexible incentive program that affects both buyersand makers of automobiles.  Economic studies have shown thatfeebates have the following benefits, which will lead tosignificant emissions reductions and consumer savings:

•	A feebates program can work as a compliment to existing andfuture global warming regulations.  Because a feebates programprovides financial incentives for automakers to install cleantechnology, it motivates automakers to meet California’s GHGregulations sooner.  
•	Feebates can achieve significant emission reductions in themedium duty passenger vehicle fleet, which are not covered byexisting global warming regulations. Currently, the auto companiesdo not have any requirements to install emission reductiontechnologies on these vehicles.
•	A feebates program will not only encourage automakers to makeimprovements in their vehicle fleet, but can engage the generalpublic in the battle to combat global warming by offering directincentives for consumers to make choices that help theenvironment.  
•	A feebates program is self-financing and, according to the CARBScoping Plan, provides over a billion dollars in savings due toreduced fuel consumption.

Based upon these benefits and the 2-6 MMTCO2E in emissionreductions from a vehicle feebates program, we strongly encourageCARB to adopt feebates as a “Recommended Greenhouse Gas ReductionMeasure” and include medium duty passenger vehicles in theprogram.   If necessary, we suggest that CARB make an explicitrequest to the legislature to authorize CARB to enact a feebatesprogram. 

IV.	Cap-and-Trade Proposal Needs Strengthening
The draft Scoping Plan provides a strong set of sectoral policiesto do much of the “heavy lifting” to reach the state’s 2020 and2050 goals.  With approximately 80% of the reduction coming fromother measures, the draft Scoping Plan uses a broad cap-and-tradeprogram to sweep up the last increment of reductions and toprovide enhanced certainty that the needed economy-wide reductionswill be achieved.  The draft plan provides a cogent explanation ofhow sectoral polices can work in harmony with cap-and-trade aspart of an economy-wide effort.  In this way, the draft ScopingPlan advances the state of the art.

Though cap-and-trade is not a silver bullet, a well designedprogram could be a useful component in AB 32 implementation. Global warming has been called “the greatest market failure theworld has ever seen” because markets currently ignore the costsimposed by the heat-trapping emissions that arise from ourproduction and consumption choices. A cap-and-trade program wouldput a price on those emissions. This would “internalize” pollutioncosts, providing an incentive to find the most effective andaffordable solutions for global warming.    

We have two major concerns about the proposed cap and tradestructure. First, the proposal gives an overly expansive role forcompliance offsets, undermining the integrity of the cap and theability of CA to capitalize on the co-benefits of investment inclean technologies. Second, the proposal does not go nearly farenough with respect to auctioning as a method of distribution forallowances.  The draft plan implies that auctioning will start atless than 50 percent.

Need for Effective Limits on Compliance Offsets
The outlines of a cap-and-trade program presented in the draftScoping Plan are a step in the right direction, but there issubstantial room for progress.  Our greatest concern stems fromthe overly expansive role for compliance offsets that the draftplan proposes.  The use of compliance offsets should be limited toa small fraction of the emission reductions that the cap and tradeprogram is expected to achieve.  Using a “limit” of ten percent ofa firm’s total emissions could allow 100 percent of the reductionsfrom cap and trade to be achieved through offsets.*  Potentiallyall of the reductions that cap-and-trade seeks to achieve could bedone through offsets, and no emission reductions whatsoever wouldnecessarily occur in capped sectors. This would undermine whatshould be a guiding principle of cap-and-trade design: the programshould yield meaningful reductions in capped sectors.  

UCS supports a quantitative limit on offsets to be set at no morethan 10 percent of estimated reductions from cap and trade. Whereas 10 percent of emissions implies that up to 40 millionmetric tons of reductions of carbon dioxide equivalent could beachieved through compliance offsets in 2020, a limit of 10 percentof reductions would imply an upper bound of about 3.5 millionmetric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent for offsets, or about onepercent of allowances.

Additionally, though the Scoping Plan suggests that CARB mightallow offsets to be used to comply with direct regulations, weurge CARB to state that offsets will not be necessary forcompliance with any of the direct regulations included in theScoping Plan.

Ineffective limits on compliance offsets such as those included inthe draft Scoping Plan could lead to large outflows of capitalthrough the outsourcing of emission reduction projects and relatedlosses in economic and environmental benefits for the people ofCalifornia.  In contrast, carefully designed quantitative andgeographic limits will demonstrate the benefits of climate actionand will allow the Golden State to become a model of climateaction, thereby inspiring action throughout the world.  Effectivelimits on compliance offsets will promote:

•	Clean air and public health benefits from investments in globalwarming solutions 
•	The realization of benefits from clean-tech investments andinnovation in key (capped) sectors 
•	Meaningful reductions in high-emitting capped sectors andavoidance of costly lock-in of long-lived fossil-fuel technology 
•	The preservation of the option of linkage to other cap-and-tradeprograms that have chosen to limit offsets.

We provide additional information below on the potentialco-benefits of limited offsets. Carefully limited offsets:

•	Provide clean air and public health benefits for residents ofCalifornia and the West. While reducing global warming pollutionoffers valuable climatic benefits in its own right, it will alsoprovide many other important environmental benefits. Whenelectricity providers, oil and gas companies, and other industrialsources reduce the amounts of global warming pollution that theyproduce, Californians will be exposed to lower levels ofconventional smog-forming and toxic air pollutants as well. Thisimproved air quality will in turn lead to better public health,lower health care costs, and higher levels of worker productivityand student performance.  If offsets are allowed from anywhere inthe world, which would be equivalent to the outsourcing ofemission reductions project, then valuable health benefits will belost.  

At present, Californians are quite literally dying from dirty air. The state has three of the five most polluted air basins in thecountry and the Los Angeles air basin has the worst year-roundsmall-particulate pollution and the worst ozone levels in thecountry. CARB estimates that the policies cited in its draftScoping Plan would reduce nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions by 50tons per day and the most dangerous kind of particulate matter by10 tons per day. These reductions, according to CARB estimates,would result in 340 premature deaths avoided and a range of otherpublic health benefits, with a combined economic value of$1.5–$2.4 billion in 2020. The Natural Resources Defense Council,which recently released its own assessment, concludes that theimprovement in air quality and reduction in health care costswould be even larger, preventing more than 700 premature deathsand saving $3.2–$5 billion in 2020.

•	Spur clean-tech investment, green-job development, andinnovation. A 2004 survey of venture capitalists by EnvironmentalEntrepreneurs found that one of the main reasons why they aremotivated to invest in California’s clean-technology industry isthe state’s strong climate policies. As a result, that sector issurging. In 2007, California garnered 45 percent of NorthAmerica’s venture capital investment in clean-energy technologies,or $1.8 billion, up from $1 billion in 2006. California last yearattracted more venture capital in clean tech than did all ofEurope combined. Carefully designed offset limits will helpmaintain this momentum, thereby preserving the rates of investmentand innovation in California’s clean-tech industries that will bethe foundation of the future’s low-carbon economy. 

By contrast, overly permissive offset policies would shiftemissions reductions from capped sectors to other sectors or toother geographic areas. Investor expectations on the futureprofitability of technological advances in the capped sectorswould be reduced, thereby depressing investment. Moreover, thelearning-by-doing and economies of scale that come with increasedutilization would be lost. California’s competitive advantage inthe rapidly growing clean-tech global market should not besquandered; it makes much more sense to prioritize investment andinnovation in clean tech—within the state, as opposed toessentially outsourcing—to take advantage of presentopportunities.  Another related ancillary benefit that resultsfrom progress toward a clean energy future is reduced reliance onimported fossil fuels, greater insulating from volatile oil andgas markets and  improved energy security. 

•	Ensure meaningful reductions and avoid lock-in tohigher-emitting capital. The broad reach of the cap-and-tradeprogram proposed in the draft Scoping Plan means that almost allfossil-fuel combustion (in transportation, electricity generation,and other industrial activities) will be capped. Carefully designedoffset limits promote technological changes in capped sectors byforcing emissions reductions within those sectors instead ofdiverting the reductions to other sectors of the economy or toother geographic areas. The draft plan recognizes this importantobjective, stating that “[C]ARB is considering limiting the use ofoffsets… to help ensure a significant portion of requiredreductions come from within the state and within the regulatedsectors” (p. 44). 

However, the suggested quantitative limit does not square withthis objective, as it implies that all of the reductions producedby capped sectors could come through offsets. The draft plan’ssuggested allowable quantity of offsets (40 MMT) is actuallygreater than the reductions that the program is designed toachieve (35.2 MMT). With such an offset policy, opportunities forpromoting investment in clean technology could be lost, resultingin costly lock-in to high-emitting capital that would make theeventual task of curtailing emissions far more expensive in theshort timeframe we have left to avoid dangerous climate change.

•	Preserve the option of linkage to other cap-and-trade programsthat have chosen to limit offsets quantitatively. But linkage isunlikely in the absence of harmonization with those programs’offset policies. The European Union Emission Trading Scheme inparticular has signaled its intention to sharply curtail offsetsin order to ensure that cap-and-trade provides the necessaryimpetus for a transition to a clean-energy future. 




Support for 100% Auctioning of Allowances
UCS supports 100% auction as the preferred method of distributionfor allowances under the cap.  This position reflects theprinciple that the public owns the sky and that the pollution thatcauses global warming should have a price. 

The draft plan does not go nearly far enough with respect toauctioning as a method of distribution for allowances.  The draftplan implies that auctioning will start at less than 50 percent. While it suggests that auctioning will increase over time, thedraft only commits to achieving a “majority” by auctioning in2020.  UCS recommends auctioning 100% of allowances.  At a minimumwe would hope that the final Scoping Plan will call for auctioningto be the primary method for distributing allowances from theoutset and that it will call for a quick transition to 100%auctioning. 
 
By distributing allowances via auctions, we can:

•	Avoid Windfall Profits to Polluters 
The allowances created under a tight cap are a valuable, scarcecommodity that commands a market price.  The European experienceunder cap-and-trade has shown that free allocation leads towindfall profits in competitive markets.   Giving away allowancesto covered emitters does not protect consumers from price rises incompetitive markets.  Electric utilities and other covered emittersin Europe have been able to raise prices to consumers to reflectthe market value of the allowances, even though they received themfor free.  The total value of allowances will far exceed theadjustment costs that business may face, and this is why unfairwindfall profits result from giving away allowances.  The NationalCommission on Energy Policy explains how windfall profits can comeabout: “Economic analysis and experience with Europe’s tradingsystem suggests that energy companies can and will pass mostprogram costs through to consumers and businesses at the end ofthe supply chain. If the same companies get a large allocation offree allowances, the value of those allowances is likely tosubstantially exceed any actual net costs they incur as a resultof the policy.” 

•	Offer an Efficient Source of Revenue for the Public Benefit
Revenue gained from auctioning permits enhances economicefficiency because it is gained by correcting the “externality”that has been associated with the lack of a cost for emittingglobal warming pollution.  The revenues generated by an allowanceauction can be used to invest in emission reductions outside ofthe cap-and-trade program, in particular measures that will assistenergy consumers.  It is particularly important the lower incomehouseholds not endure disproportionate impacts, as these are themost economically vulnerable households.  CARB lists a number ofappropriate possible uses of revenue generated under AB 32 in thedraft plan. 

•	Reward Early Action
A policy of 100 percent auction will reward those who have takenearly action to reduce their emissions. Businesses that createless global warming pollution per unit of production would have topurchase fewer allowances, placing them at a competitive advantage.By contrast, a system that allocates free allowances based onemissions could fail to reward these “good” actors. 

•	Create a Level Playing Field
Auctions allow new firms entering the market to compete on a fairand equivalent basis with existing firms, with the same access toallowances. 

•	Help Create Administrative Simplicity and Lower TransactionsCosts
Allocating allowances for free would set in motion atime-consuming and costly process of lobbying and negotiation overwhich businesses, institutions, and individuals would get how manyallowances. 

•	Support a Transparent, Well-functioning Market and PriceDiscovery
The auction of allowances is an effective way to provide clear,timely information about the market value of these allowances,which helps firms make informed decisions about future productionand investments.  Moreover, auctioning should contribute to lowerprice volatility.  Suppliers of allowances (those who may havereceived or purchased excess allowances) can be late in enteringthe market, or they may simply hold onto their excess allowancesas a hedge against the possibility that allowance prices mightrise in the future.  On the other hand, those who need to buyallowances (the “demanders”) would tend to enter the market firstand place an immediate value on allowances. This can quicklycreate a price spike due to a mismatch in market information. Oncesuppliers see the high price, they may enter the market in largenumbers, causing a price crash. This kind of scenario and theresultant price volatility have been observed in the EU ETScontext.  Price stability and early price discovery will beimportant to developing a successful, smoothly operating market. 

The design of a California cap-and-trade program can benefit fromlessons learned from the experiences of other similar programs.When the European Union launched its Emissions Trading System in2005, virtually all the allowances were distributed for free. Inthe U.K., this lead to electric power generators reaping windfallgains of about $2.5 billion in 2005. A World Wildlife Fund reportestimates that in Germany windfall profits in the electricitysector will range from $46 billion to $94 billion by 2012.  Incontrast, as ten states in the U.S. Northeast prepare to launchthe Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI) in January 2009,almost every state that has decided how to distribute allowancesunder the program has wisely opted for 100 percent auctioning ofemission allowances.  The minimum amount of auctioning that willoccur under RGGI is 90% in Maryland.  

Free allocation does not dampen price effects; auctioning does notincrease allowance prices.  The European experience with emissiontrading has shown that regulated entities will pass along thevalue of an allowance, the opportunity cost of not selling it,when possible regardless of how it was acquired.  Allowance priceswill reflect the number of allowances and the underlying demand forallowances, which in turn will reflect the relative ease of makingreductions.  And it is this allowance price that is independent ofthe method of allocation that will determine the opportunity costassociated with using a permit.  How to understand thisintuitively?  Consider the cost of a ticket to the World Series. Would you expect a scalper to sell a ticket to you for a lowerprice if s/he got it for free?  Almost certainly not.  Therefore,the public interest will be served by auctioning allowances andusing this revenue for the benefit of consumers.

UCS supports 100% auction in the electricity sector, which is apatchwork of publicly or consumer-owned utilities andinvestor-owned utilities operating under cost-of-serviceregulation.  Auction revenue can be substantially returned toconsumers via the utility that serves them for investments inefficiency and other investments that reduce the pollution thatcauses global warming.  NRDC/UCS have conceptualized a “use it orlose it” approach to revenue recycling that returns some auctionrevenue to the service area from which it originated, therebyavoiding geographic wealth transfers. 

Scope
UCS supports a broad cap-and-trade program includingtransportation fuels from the start. There are at least fouradvantages to a broad scope for cap-and-trade that includestransportation fuels.  

•	It extends a hard cap across a much larger part of the economy.
•	The price response increases over time and is significant in thelong run.  
•	A larger market with more actors will be more resistant toattempted manipulation. 
•	Encourages efficiency via a consistent price signal across allhigh emitting sectors.

•	Creates a specific quantitative cap for a key sector  
An advantage of including transportation fuels is that it extendsa hard cap to this important sector.  This feature can becontrasted with other policies that can improve energy intensitybut do not guarantee a particular level of reductions. 

•	Provides the right long run incentives  
The long-term price response can be expected to be significant. In a recent working paper that he submitted to the WCI, UCBerkeley Professor Lee Friedman makes the point that with theincreasing availability of alternate fuels, both the long run andshort run elasticity should increase over historical experience. We add that the addition of public transit options would have thesame effect, making it easier for people to change their behaviorin response to a change in prices.  In the long run, includingtransport fuels can play a useful role in contributing to smartgrowth.  In this way, including transportation fuels cancontribute to putting us on a path to meeting our long runobjectives.  2020 is an arbitrary milestone along in a longerjourney toward much deeper reductions.  Moreover, includingtransportation in cap-and-trade program early on when thereductions are more modest could help keep costs relatively low inthese initial years.  

•	Creates a more secure market 
The larger market would make market manipulation more difficult asmore players and more allowances would be involved.

•	Efficient investment across sectors.  
As the Cal EPA Market Advisory Committee (MAC) observed, a programwith comprehensive coverage of all major emitters will send a pricesignals across all relevant sectors of the economy.  This willencourage efficient investment decisions.  There is also anelement of fairness in equal treatment (i.e. inclusion) of allhigh emitting sectors.  

Though we present these arguments for including transportationfuels, we cannot emphasize strongly enough that the most costeffective strategy for achieving significant emissions reductionswill combine inclusion of the transportation sector in a cap andtrade program and complementary policies such as low carbon fuelstandards, light duty vehicle efficiency standards, heavy dutyefficiency improvements, anti-idling enforcement, alternative fuelpromotion, and specific smart growth policies.

Cap Level within Cap-and-Trade
The draft offers a preliminary recommendation for the 2020 caplevel: 365 MMT for capped sectors. Our initial assessment suggeststhat such a cap level would provide a good foundation for achievingAB 32’s mandated reductions for the economy as a whole.  We urgeCARB to ensure that the initial 2012 cap is set below 2012 BAUprojections and is based on emission levels in some year prior to2008. Given problems of over-allocation in previous cap-and-tradeprograms (RECLAIM, EU ETS Phase 1, possibly RGGI), this is acrucial decision. 

The proposal from the WCI recommends that the level of the cap forthe first compliance period be set at the level of emissionsexpected in 2012 under a business as usual scenario, meaning thatcapped entities could avoid any emission reductions through 2012.This raises great concerns.  The path to the 2020 reductions willbe smoothed by getting started on the task as early as possible. There is no time to waste.

V. Cumulative Impacts
UCS is pleased that the draft Scoping Plan commits to analyze allof the measures in the plan for impacts they will have on airpollution and public health (ES-2, 4, p.10).  We look forward toseeing the results of those analyses and any subsequent revisionsmade to the plan based on the results.

Before the Scoping Plan is finalized, we encourage CARB to do thefollowing:

•	Assess, as accurately as possible, the co-pollutant increases ordecreases associated with the five scenarios that have thus farbeen the subject of economic modeling.  Based on theseassessments, estimate the statewide and, to the extent feasible,local health impacts that may occur as a result for each of thefive scenarios.    We concur with the EJ Advisory Committeerecommendation that outside health experts should be consulted toassist with the assessment of health impacts.

•	Determine, as accurately as possible, the co-pollutants changesand resulting health impacts associated with each policy underconsideration for the Scoping Plan (as would be required fordetermining cost-effectiveness).  Use this information todetermine how impacts would differ amongst mixes of policychoices.

•	State in the Scoping Plan how CARB plans to accomplish the moredetailed screenings that are required for each proposed regulationand market mechanism before it is implemented. (These screeningsare spelled out in Health and Safety Code 38562 (b) (1-9) and38570 (b) (1-3) and include not disproportionately impactinglow-income communities, not interfering with achieving air qualitystandards, maximizing total benefits to California, etc. ). 

•	State in the Scoping Plan that analytical tools and data setsneeded will be updated periodically in consultation with outsideexperts and the EJ Advisory Committee.

•	Clearly state in the Scoping Plan that no regulation or marketmechanism included in the Scoping Plan will be implemented unlessit has undergone the aforementioned screenings and meets therequirements established in 38562 (b) (1-9) and 38570 (b) (1-3).

Cumulative Impacts Screenings
CARB should conduct a cumulative impacts assessment to identifygeographic areas that currently bear a higher pollution burdenusing the best available data and tools, including the CumulativeImpacts Screening Tool being developed by a team of universityresearchers in conjunction with CARB.  This will give CARB asnapshot of communities that will need to be protected frompotential increases in pollution due to future implementation ofclimate policies.  Such a screening is only a first step in thedesign of state climate policies.  CARB should use currentlyavailable information to identify communities with a higherpollution burden prior to the completion of the Scoping Plan.

Additional cumulative impacts screenings for the areas identifiedin an initial screening as disproportionately burdenedcommunities--using a new tool or an adaptation of an existing toolthat can extrapolate the future impacts of a proposed policy or setof policies-- will need to be conducted before any regulations areimplemented.  These screenings should inform decisions about whichclimate policies are implemented and how such policies are designedto assure that already-burdened communities will not be impacted byincreases in pollution.

VI. Incentives for Expansion of the Voluntary Renewables Market
UCS supports an “off-the-top” rule similar to that included inRGGI to ensure that voluntary renewable energy generation andpurchases will result in global warming emission reductions.  Wesupport the proposal put forth by CEERT and CRS on this topic: “With this approach, providers of voluntary renewable energyproducts (such as utilities with voluntary green pricing programs,competitive marketers of renewable electricity or RECs, individualsand organizations who generate some or all of their own electricitydemand using onsite renewable generation technologies) will notifythe Program Administrator of their projected voluntary demand forthe upcoming year.  The Program Administrators will convert theMWh sales projection to tons avoided carbon dioxide and removethis quantity of allowances from the entire pool available.  Eachyear, parties providing voluntary renewable energy would documenttheir actual sales or generation and the Program Administratorwould retire a commensurate amount of allowances. At the end ofthe allowance compliance period, any difference between projectedrenewable energy sales and actual renewable energy sales would betrued up.  As the market for renewable energy is a regional andnational market, each state should adopt consistent policies inorder to not create barriers or market anomalies that reduce theincentive for the development of new renewable energy facilities.There should be no caps on the amount of allowances available forthe voluntary renewable market.”

VII. Reporting, Monitoring, and Enforcement
While we understand that the Scoping Plan development process is alarge undertaking and in this context it is reasonable to expectthat some details will remain undecided, the extent to which thecap-and-trade program does its job will depend on many specificyet to be decided with respect to enforcement, monitoring, and howAB 32’s "no back sliding" provisions for market mechanisms will beguaranteed.  These are just a few important areas where much morework needs to be done.   

Finally, because of the magnitude of the emissions reductionscalled for under AB 32 and the varying levels of certaintyattributable to each emissions reduction program, we call on CARBto develop a total set of emission reduction programs that willreach the AB 32 cap while taking into account that possibilitythat some programs may fall short as to their expectations.  Thebroad scope of the proposed cap-and-trade program reduces the riskin this regard.  Nonetheless, CARB should address the role ofuncertainty and how unexpectedly high emissions in uncappedsectors such as forestry and agriculture would be managed.   

In summary, we commend CARB for its tremendous effort implementingAB 32.  We welcome the opportunity to work together as thisextremely important and cutting edge work on global warmingproceeds.  Please don’t hesitate to contact us on any of thematters discussed in these comments.  

Sincerely, 


Erin Rogers
California Climate Program

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/337-ucs_scoping_plan_general_comments_7-31-08.pdfOriginal File Name: UCS scoping plan general comments 7-31-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 15:58:46No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MariceLast Name: AsheEmail Address: mashe@phlpnet.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find a comment letter on the AB 32 Scoping Planfrom Public Health Law and Policy.  I have also e-mailed thisletter to ccplan@arb.ca.gov.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/338-phlp_comment_letter_on_scoping_plan_to_carb.pdfOriginal File Name: PHLP Comment Letter on Scoping Plan to CARB.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 16:01:58No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HAZELLast Name: DONATEmail Address: hmdonat@att.netAffiliation: Subject: reduction in greenhouse gasesComment:We need to Implement AB 32.  Reducations of greenhouse gas isbeneficial in providing reduced criteria air 
pollutants and toxic air contaminants in communities
across the State of CaliforniaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 16:20:11No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kate Last Name: MillerEmail Address: kmiller@actransit.orgAffiliation: AC Transit Subject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see a copy of our letter detailing our interests andconcerns about the Draft Scoping Plan and the implementation of AB32.

Thanks very much.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/343-draft_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: Draft Scoping Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 17:11:04No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LorraineLast Name: WenzlerEmail Address: momwenz@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Clean AirComment:As a member of the Stockton Diocese Catholic legislative Network, Iwant you to make sure that low-income communities are not harmed. Funds generated by AB 32 need to be used to generate "green Jobs",training and education programs in low-income communities. Westongly oppose giving away free pollution credits to companies.Make sure polluters pay the full cost of the pollution theycreate.

Lorraine WenzlerAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 19:48:15No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VeronciaLast Name: JacobiEmail Address: vjacobi@sonic.netAffiliation: Santa Rosa Councilmember Subject: AB 32 scopingComment:Dear CARB,

Thank you VERY MUCH for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Planto reduce California's GHGs by 2020.  This is critical work,especially setting goals for the State to increase renewableenergy and reduce vehicle miles travelled. 

I am grateful to be serving on the Santa Rosa City Council where Ican make local efforts for Climate Recovery.

Please consider these recommendations on behalf of myself, DavidGougler, Stefanie Como and Becky Como (all California  residents)for inclusion in the Final Scoping Plan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap.Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy.  Future generations must be protected!
- The Scoping Plan should specify that some auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers. With food,gasoline, natural gas, and electricity prices all increasing,helping consumers deal with food, fuel and electricity costs is agood use of auction revenues.
- We strongly support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossilfuel companies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32.
 
Carbon Fees should also provide funding sources for cleantechnologies, green jobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 21:59:34No Duplicates.



Comment 150 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LilianLast Name: LeeEmail Address: lilian2004@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Livestock is a marjor greenhouse gas sourceComment:
I was excited for your fast response on the hot issue of globalwarming, was encouraged by your efforts. 

I would suggest adding a livestock sector as one of the greenhousegas sources.  According to Senior UN Food and AgricultureOrganization (FAO) official Henning Steinfeld,  “Livestock are oneof the most significant contributors to today’s most seriousenvironmental problems …”, and “Urgent action is required toremedy the situation.”  The reasons include:

1. “ …the livestock sector generates more greenhouse gas emissionsas measured in CO2 equivalent – 18 percent – than transport. It isalso a major source of land and water degradation.”

2. “It generates 65 percent of human-related nitrous oxide, whichhas 296 times the Global Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most ofthis comes from manure.   And it accounts for respectively 37percent of all human-induced methane (23 times as warming as CO2),which is largely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and64 percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acidrain.”

3. “Livestock now use 30 percent of the earth’s entire landsurface, mostly permanent pasture but also including 33 percent ofthe global arable land used to producing feed for livestock, thereport notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it isa major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,for example, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon havebeen turned over to grazing.” 

4. “The livestock business is among the most damaging sectors tothe earth’s increasingly scarce water resources, contributingamong other things to water pollution, euthropication and thedegeneration of coral reefs. The major polluting agents are animalwastes, antibiotics and hormones, chemicals from tanneries,fertilizers and the pesticides used to spray feed crops.Widespread overgrazing disturbs water cycles, reducingreplenishment of above and below ground water resources.Significant amounts of water are withdrawn for the production offeed.”

For more detail information about livestock, please click thebelow link: www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448.

Livestock sector is a major greenhouse gas source.  Please do notignore it.   Thanks for your hard work.

Lilian
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/354-toarb-072908.docOriginal File Name: toARB-072908.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 22:00:19No Duplicates.



Comment 151 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FrankLast Name: GrayEmail Address: fgray4birds@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on draft Scoping planComment:See attached comments on plan.  Thank you- Frank GrayAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/355-frank_gray_comments_on_ab_32_scoping_plan__july_31__2008.docOriginal File Name: Frank Gray Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan, July 31, 2008.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 22:06:06No Duplicates.



Comment 152 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnnaLast Name: CallahanEmail Address: annacal@berkeley.eduAffiliation: Subject: Carbon Fees Not Cap and TradeComment:
Dear CARB:

I have read materials written by Laurie Williams and Allan Zabelof www.carbonfees.org, including their recent July 11th article inCalifornia Energy Circuit at
http://www.californiaenergycircuit.net/displaystory.php?task=show&sid=3227&un=&ut=&pd=&seid=1216287069

My comment is that CARB should not use cap-and-trade to addressclimate change and should select carbon fees on all fossil fuelsat the point when they enter the California economy.  All feesshould be promptly rebated, per-person, to all Californiataxpayers.  See the Williams/Zabel editorial
and website at www.carbonfees.org for the reasons that this willbe a more effective and efficient way to transition to apost-fossil fuel economy.

Thank you for considering my comment.
Anna CallahanAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 23:03:40No Duplicates.



Comment 153 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RuthLast Name: ColeEmail Address: ibruth2@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Assembly Bill # 32Comment:Dear Sir or Madam,


We call on the Air Resources Board, the California Department ofFood and Agriculture, and city and county governments to adopt awide range of policy, regulatory, research and funding measuresthat support: 
 
Organic, water-and-energy-efficient sustainable farming practices;
Local food production, distribution and consumption, especially tomeet the needs of under served low-income communities; and
On farm production of wind and solar energy. 
 
These practices will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providemany additional benefits, including increased tax revenue forcities and counties, better air and water quality, improved farmworker and public health, reduced medical costs, and the creationof local green collar jobs.  Further, one recent paper concludedthat “Organic, sustainable agriculture that localizes food systemshas the potential to mitigate nearly thirty percent of globalgreenhouse gas emissions and save one-sixth of global energy use.” 
 
We understand that there are a range of regulatory and marketbased options available to the State Government to curb greenhousegas emissions.  Given their lack of effectiveness in other regions,we do not support Cap and Trade and Cap and Auction-basedapproaches. We are supportive of approaches that: 
 
Effectively, rapidly and efficiently reduces carbon emissions inthe timeframe outlined by law;
Do not increase the emissions of other health harming pollutants;
Have strong enforcement mechanisms, including criminal and civilconsequences for entities that violate regulations, as well aslarge emitters of carbon pollution
Ensure we transition completely away from a fossil-fuel basedeconomy that disproportionately harms low-income communities andcommunities of color to one that is efficient and run onsustainable energy technologies;
Are democratic, meaning that Californians have a say in all majorefforts to reduce carbon emissions;
Support early and current adopters of low-carbon practices, suchas today’s organic farmer and cities and counties enacting carbonaction plans, and 
Do not give away free or drastically cost-reduced polluting rightsto big polluters.

We look forward to an implementation of the California GlobalWarming Solutions Act that supports a low-carbon, sustainable andjust food system with meaningful, effective and democraticregulatory approaches.

Thank you,  

Ruth Cole

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 23:26:58No Duplicates.



Comment 154 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LucyLast Name: LiEmail Address: lightlig4@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Urgent: Go Veg, Be Green, Save the planetComment:Thanks for your hard work!

According Food and agriculture Organization of United Nation(http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html),livestock is a major threat to environment. Livestock generates 65percent of human-related nitrous oxide, which has 296 times theGlobal Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most of this comes frommanure.   And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of allhuman-induced methane (23 times as warming as CO2), which islargely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and 64percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain. Livestock use 30 percent of the earth’s entire land surface, mostlypermanent pasture but also including 33 percent of the globalarable land used to producing feed for livestock, the reportnotes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is amajor driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,for example, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon havebeen turned over to grazing. 

We should stop to raising animals, stop kill them, and stop eattheir meats for our health and save the planet. 

I would like to share more information with you. Please go to thebelow websites.
1. http://www.ecofoodprint.org/climate.html
2. http://www.suprememastertv.com

We have a shot time and few chances to save our planet. I believeyou will do very well on it. Thanks for all you affords.

Sincerely

Lucy Li
 
 Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/358-to_arb-073108.docOriginal File Name: to ARB-073108.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 23:27:41No Duplicates.



Comment 155 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DebraLast Name: BirkinshawEmail Address: cognizant2@hotmail.comAffiliation: Sonoma County Conservation ActionSubject: Scope planComment:Please fine-tune: 1.Make big polluters pay for all their emissions.Program revenues should go toward clean technologies, green jobs,and cost-cutting measures for low-income consumers. CARB alsoshould narrowly limit offsets.
 2) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among marketmechanisms. Other tools should be brought forward more robustly,including feed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan's near-termaction agenda.
 3) Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020 theforce of law, either through legislation or regulatory action.
 4) Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductionsAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 23:31:05No Duplicates.



Comment 156 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: Sierra Club CaliforniaSubject: Comprehensive Comment Package: Sierra Club CaliforniaComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 DRAFT SCOPING PLAN, CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCESBOARD,   July 31, 2008    

BY SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA
 
Contact: Bill Magavern, Director 916-557-1100 x 102 
bill.magavern@sierraclub.org   

California Air Resources Board Members and Staff:   

Sierra Club California commends CARB’s tireless efforts inpreparing this comprehensive, far-reaching draft scoping plan.  We believe this draft plan is moving in the right direction, andrecommend further strengthening before it is finalized inNovember. Our volunteers and staff have prepared a full set ofcomments, presented below.   

 = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =    

Generally, we recommend the following eight crucial GHG actionsfor CARB’s plan:

1) Make big polluters pay for all their emissions. Programrevenues should go toward clean  technologies, green jobs, andcost-cutting measures for low-income consumers. CARB also shouldnarrowly limit offsets. 
2) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among market mechanisms.Other tools should be  brought forward more robustly, includingfeed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-term actionagenda. 
3) Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020 theforce of law, either through  legislation or regulatory action. 
4) Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductions.  
5) Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.  
6) Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of the Plan. 
7) Bolster requirements for zero waste and recycling, as well asExtended Producer Responsibility (EPR).  
8) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California’s unhealthy air. 
   
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 
 
OVERALL COMMENTS:
    
•  We are pleased that the draft Plan seeks not only to meet thelaw’s requirement of rolling back our greenhouse gas emissions to1990 levels by 2020, but also sets a pace of greenhouse gas (GHG)reductions  adequate to meet the scientifically established goalof an 80% reduction by 2050. 
• Scientists now suggest that goal itself may be inadequate. Wesuggest the Plan incorporate intentional redundancies thatanticipate the possibility that urgent action is more pressingthan current assumptions would indicate.   
• CARB’s Plan may wish to make explicit that a “cap” on GHGs maynot entirely be commensurate with the scale of the problem. Wemust first reduce the growth of CO2 emissions; next reduce totalCO2 emissions; next reduce the growth of total CO2; and then gobeyond that to reduce total CO2 in the  atmosphere.  
• California cannot afford delay in reducing pollution that causesglobal warming. The potential costs of inaction or delayed actionare much greater than the cost of implementation now.   
• We support the inclusion of co-benefits, such as public healthimprovements and better energy efficiency, from GHG reductions.  

Comments by section: (page numbers refer to pages in draft ScopingPlan)   

 II. PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS    

A. ROLE OF THE STATE: SETTING AN EXAMPLE (p. 12)    
• We support efforts to get the State to lead by example, andencourage immediate implementation of all the actions listed, plusmore to be identified.    

B. EMISSIONS REDUCTION MEASURES   

1. California Cap and Trade Program Linked to Western ClimateInitiative (p. 15)    

Direct Emission Reductions: We are glad that the Plan proposesthat most of the required emissions in GHGs will come fromperformance standards that directly reduce emissions, such asCalifornia’s clean car, renewable energy, and energy-efficiencyprograms, and incentive programs like the Solar Initiative, withonly 21% proposed for the Cap-and-Trade Program. If possible, wewould like to see that percentage made even lower.    
• If California establishes a cap-and-trade program, we stronglyrecommend it require 100% auction in order to be fair to everyone,including consumers and producers. 
• Revenues raised by fees and/or auctions should go toward cleanenergy technologies, public transit,  environmental mitigation,green jobs, and aid for low-income consumers. We’d also like tosee that funding used to provide training in renewable energy jobskills for people now working in the fossil fuel industry.    •Aligning with the Western Climate Initiative (WCI) could diluteCalifornia’s program and result in fewer emissions reductions andmore delays, unless California can bring other states up to higherstandards than WCI is currently recommending. The WCI Draft DesignRecommendations on Elements of the Cap-andTrade Program states(WCI page 15): “The WCI recommends each Partner auction a minimumpercentage, between 25 percent and 75 percent, of its allowancebudget.” If California agrees to this, it could mean that between25% and 75% of emissions allowances will be given away for free tothe biggest  polluters in the state.  
• The WCI proposal creates an enormous loophole by allowing allreductions through 2016 to come from offsets, rather than directreductions in capped sectors. CARB should require power and oilcompanies to  invest in renewable energy and cleanertransportation rather than to pay someone else in some otherjurisdiction to reduce their pollution instead. Any offsets shouldbe limited in number and subjected to rigorous criteria (See morediscussion below in Section C-3). 
• We are also concerned about how WCI’s  recommendations forcap-and-trade and offsets relate to concerns of the environmentaljustice community: Will offsets be international? Will this amountto “exporting” GHG emissions overseas?  We note that among WCImember states California is the only state with an officialenvironmental justice advisory committee for climate issues, andwe are disturbed by the failure of the WCI process to attend to EJconcerns. 
• California should not allow emissions trading with anyjurisdiction that does not have a hard emissions  cap of AB32-like stringency because such trading would remove the assurancethat our emissions reductions were real. The WCI proposed baselineof 2012 would create a perverse incentive to drive up emissionsbetween now and then, which is the opposite of the action needed. 
• No trading in emissions should be allowed if it causes hot spotsthat exacerbate air pollution at the local level, especially withincommunities already beset by environmental justice issues.  
• Aggressive steps need to be taken to guard against leakage bymeasuring the carbon emission of electrical  generation consumedin CA at its actual point of production.  
• Every product manufactured in the world today has its own carbonfootprint—the carbon emissions associated with the production ofthat product. To maintain a fair market for California goods, CARB should require that producers of emission-intensive productsimported for consumption in California purchase the same emissionsallowances that California producers must when they sell theirproducts in the same market. Similarly, emissions associated withproducts produced in California but exported should  be allocatedto the exporting state or nation rather than California. Any otherprinciple would sorely disadvantage California industries and actas a powerful lever for driving additional jobs offshore.    

2. California Light-Duty Vehicle GHG Standards (p. 20)  

• We support implementation of the Pavley “Clean Cars” standards,which continue to call for reduction  of global warming pollutionfrom personal vehicles. While the Pavley standards will help us tomeet 2020 requirements for greenhouse gas reductions, Californianeeds more improvements in vehicle technology before 2020 in orderto meet our 2050 goals. The state should immediately begin adramatic shift toward  plug-in hybrid electric vehicles andbattery electric vehicles to begin the ramp-up needed to meet 2050greenhouse gas reduction goals. This should be stated specificallyin the Plan to make sure it is implemented.   
• The state should immediately create a Battery Electric VehiclePartnership with industry to speed the electrification of itslight-duty vehicle fleet. 
• The minimum goal of 7,500 Zero Emission Vehicles (ZEVs)currently required by the Zero Emission  Vehicle Program in2012-2014 is grossly inadequate. CARB should establish a goal ofhundreds of thousands of ZEVs in that timeframe, and recommendincreased funding for immediate development of plug-in hybridvehicles and infrastructure for all plug-in vehicles.  
• CARB should create a program and incentives to encourageconversion of the100,000 hybrids now in use to plug-in hybrids,and mandate all appropriate state fleet vehicles be plug-in orzero-emission vehicles.    

3. Energy Efficiency (p. 21)   

• We support all the energy efficiency efforts listed by CARB. Infact, we believe that even greater  reductions in the pollutionthat causes global warming can be gained by further strengtheningefficiency and conservation efforts.  
• For example, the Plan’s goal of 32,000 gigawatt-hours ofelectric power demand reduction by 2020 falls  far short of theeconomic potential for 60,000 gigawatt-hours of savings if alltechnology options are included (as described in the CaliforniaEnergy Commission 2007 Integrated Energy Policy Report, p. 98).  
• The mandatory Green Building Standards Code update scheduled for2010 needs to be strengthened.  CARB pressure could help.   
• Can CARB provide more detail in terms of the three measures inCR-1 (separate out the expected reductions from the threestrategies outlined)?   
• By 2020, California should be able to go well beyond the SB 1470goal of only 0.1 million tons of annual reductions from solar waterheating, through encouraging public private partnerships.  
• CARB should look at using independent providers and theStandard-Offer model to administer energy efficiencyimplementation, as opposed to utilities. The California PublicUtilities Commission investigated this in 2002 and concluded thatindependent providers were more cost effective, particularly forresidential  customers.   

4. Renewables Portfolio Standard (p. 24)    

• We are pleased to see CARB’s recommendation for a 33% RenewablesPortfolio Standard for electricity providers. This forward-thinkingmeasure should be quickly given the force of law for all utilities,either by  regulatory action or by legislation.  
• Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) allows city and countygovernments to pool the electricity-buying power of all localcustomers, which could help meet (or even exceed) the 33%renewable energy  level. CCAs in advanced development stages, suchas Marin County and San Francisco, include 51% renewablerequirements in their plans. CCA is one of the most powerful GHGreduction measures available to cities and counties to comply withtheir responsibilities under AB 32. CARB’s scoping plan  shouldspell out CCA authority as a key tool provided under Californialaw (AB 117, Migden) that grants local governments full power inplanning for their energy supply.  
• CARB should also recommend restructuring state law to allow morefavorable renewable energy price  structures, such as feed-intariffs, which ensure full compensation for renewable energycosts, plus a fair rate of profit.   
• Feed-in Tariffs (FiTs) need explicit backing in CARB’s scopingplan. FiTs are efficient tools for speeding  adoption of renewableelectricity generation and stabilizing market prices of newtechnologies. Already used in more than 37 countries, and underconsideration in Michigan, Minnesota, Illinois and Rhode Island,FiTs establish a price for renewables — guaranteed for 20 years ormore — based on the cost of  producing that electricity plus a fairprofit. These rates usually have a modest impact on customer billscompared to conventionally generated electricity. (In Germany, forexample, the FiT cost to consumers equals the price of a loaf ofbread per month.) FiTs allow manufacturers and renewable projectdevelopers  to predict demand, and to invest with confidence.California should model its FiTs on those programs that haveachieved significant growth of renewables. A FiT in Californiashould be tied to meeting the state’s goals for renewables.   
• As the California Energy Commission’s recommended in its 2007Integrated Energy Policy Report, any carbon trading system reduceallowances according to an appropriate evaluation of the effectsof the renewable portfolio standard — in order to avoid oversupplyof allowances.    5. Low Carbon Fuel Standard (p. 25)    
• We are looking forward to implementation of a Low Carbon FuelStandard that accounts for all environmental impacts on a lifecycle basis.  
• However, we are disappointed that the draft Scoping Plancontains no explicit projections for carbon  reductions fromimplementation of a rigorous Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) program.An ambitious ZEV program, plus plug-in hybrids, could achievesignificant GHG savings.  
• The plan should include specific requirements for automakers tosell hundreds of thousands of zeroemission vehicles annually by2020.   

7. Sustainable Forests (p. 27)   

• Because forests remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere andsequester carbon in vegetation as well as wood products, forestscan make important contributions to reduction of greenhouse gassesin the  atmosphere. 
• In general, the Plan sets very modest targets for contributionfrom the forest sector. We encourage CARB to set a more aggressivegoal. As indicated in appendices, the 5 MMTCO2E target isessentially what the forest sector is currently contributing interms of GHG reduction. We can do better. 
• Sierra Club California has serious concerns about essentiallydelegating the development of a plan for the forest sector to theBoard of Forestry, Department of Forestry and Resources Agency. Westrongly urge  CARB to assert and maintain a leadership role in theforest sector. History has shown, time and again, that Board ofForestry is unlikely to take the necessary bold and visionarysteps to solve this (or any other) serious problem.   
• It should be remembered that three of the nine seats on Board ofForestry are reserved for the timber industry, and are currentlyheld by employees of Sierra Pacific Industries, Timber ProductsCompany, and Hearst Corporation. A fourth seat is designated forRange & Livestock, and is held by a former Farm  Bureau lobbyist.These four members who directly represent the regulated communitygenerally vote as a block, and stonewall any proposals that mayrun counter to the economic interests of their constituents. 
•There is also a substantial question as to what extent the ForestPractice Act empowers Board of Forestry  to address climate changeissues. Indeed, Section 4513 of the Act states the intent of theCalifornia Legislature as follows:  

 “4513. Intent of Legislature. It is the intent of the Legislatureto create and maintain an effective and comprehensive system ofregulation and use of all timberlands so as to assure that: (a)Where feasible, the productivity of timberlands is restored,enhanced, and maintained.  (b) The goal of maximum sustainedproduction of high-quality timber products is achieved whilegiving consideration to values relating to recreation, watershed,wildlife, range and forage, fisheries, regional economic vitality,employment, and aesthetic enjoyment.”   

The Board of Forestry’s proclivity toward inaction and catering tothe interests of the timber industry, combined with its lack ofclear authority to adopt regulations addressing climate change andcarbon  sequestration, lead us to believe that it would be moreappropriate for CARB to adopt the rules necessary to achieveappropriate contributions from the forest sector.   

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Comments on Specific Recommendations in the Scoping PlanAppendices   

Forest Practice Rules Mechanisms:   

Improvements to California’s Forest Practice Rules to addresswildlife and water quality issues can also lead to additionalcarbon sequestration. For example, there is currently an EmergencyRule Petition pending at the Board of Forestry that would improvehabitat protections for critically endangered coho  salmon.Amongst other changes, the rule package would require retention ofadditional large trees near watercourses to provide shade, andallow large wood recruitment into streams to improve thecomplexity of stream structure. These rules would also lead topermanent retention of additional carbon.   

CEQA Mechanism:   

It is widely acknowledged that the conversion of forestland toother uses has substantial adverse impacts on habitat, waterquality and carbon sequestration. Unfortunately, the currentregulatory process has substantial weaknesses that preventadequate state-level oversight. The current regulatory processneeds to  be strengthened to discourage conversion of forestland,and to require substantial mitigation when forests are convertedto other uses. Reducing forestland conversions will have therelated benefit of managing the ever-increasing fire suppressionchallenge in California, which is seriously exacerbated bydevelopment in  and near forestland.  

Implementing Strategies: 

Forest Biomass:   

Forest biomass for heat and power can provide positive carbonbenefits compared to fossil fuels. When gathering biomass fromforests, it is critical that the biomass be a byproduct ofthinning the forest to create a healthier stand condition, ratherthan harvesting a healthy forest simply for biomass.    

Afforestation/Reforestation:   

Improving the stocking of depleted or poorly managed forestland,and replanting historic forestlands, are important and obviousways to improve California’s carbon sequestering capacity.However, these activities should be approached with prudentplanning and analysis. A warming climate will change the distribution and composition of California’s forests, and thefrequency and intensity of fire is likely to increase.Tree-planting activities should take these and other factors intoaccount, and create a distribution and density of native speciesthat reflects an appropriate balance between carbon sequestrationand  resiliency to changing climate and fires.  

Urban Forestry:   

Planting trees in urban environments offers myriad co-benefits:aesthetics and increased property values, reduced energyconsumption due to increased shade, cleaner air, and increasedcarbon sequestration.  Although the amount of carbon directlysequestered may not be as large or as cost-effective asafforestation efforts in rural parts of the state, an aggressiveurban tree planting program should be a priority forest sectoraction.

Fuels Management:   

California is a fire-adapted landscape, and fire is an inevitableand necessary part of California’s ecology. The appropriate focusfor fire policy in California is how we can co-exist with fire,minimizing risk of injury and loss of property while respectingecological realities.    

Sierra Club supports the thinning of excessive surface and ladderfuels near homes and communities to protect lives and propertyfrom wildfires. Fire science indicates that reduction ofunderstory fuels is the  most important factor in preventing astand-replacing crown fire, and we have supported a number ofstatutory and regulatory changes in recent years to streamline thereduction of these types of fuels from priority areas.   

California’s sheer size, the relatively low value of wood productsin the current market, and the extremely high price of diesel fuelall contribute to the need to prioritize areas meriting fuelsreduction activities.  Scattered fuel reduction projects acrossthe landscape are generally going to be less effective thantargeting areas of highest risk. These also tend to be thecommunities where firefighters must use direct attacks to controla fire to protect property.   

There have been a number of estimates of the carbon benefits fromfuels reduction activities and the resultant reduction in fireseverity. Some, including those from CalFire, vastly overestimatethe benefits of  fuels reduction activities. Given the extremelyspeculative nature of this “benefit,” and the fact that fire is anatural and necessary part of California’s environment, weencourage the state to focus fuels reduction efforts (and otherproactive fire planning activities) on protecting communities.There may be climate cobenefits to fire planning and suppression,but trying to quantify them is difficult, highly questionable andshould be omitted from any accounting.  

Finally, CARB must include the effects of increasingly largeemissions from forest fires in its projections for forestemissions/reductions.   

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -   

8. Water (p. 28)    
• We support a public goods charge for funding investments inwater efficiency that will lead to reductions in greenhouse gases.  
• We are pleased that CARB staff calls for a 20% reduction inwater use but disappointed that agricultural water use is notincluded among the efficiency targets. Agricultural water useaccounts for more than three quarters of the state’s total wateruse.    9. Vehicle Efficiency Measures (p. 29)    
• We are supportive of vehicle efficiency measures, such asfuel-efficient tire standards.   10. Goods Movement (p. 29)    
• We support the ship electrification in ports approved by CARB in2007.  
• Requiring on-dock electric rail and electric drayage wouldeliminate all diesel emissions inside the port.    
• We want to know more details of the Plan’s proposed “GoodsMovement Efficiency Measures - System-Wide EfficiencyImprovements,” which CARB has predicted will yield savings of 3.5tons.  
• CARB should work with state transportation agencies to plancommercially viable electric rail systems  that would replacediesel trucks and trains. That move would also reduce congestionalong California’s highways, potentially lowering total vehicleemissions.    

11. Heavy/Medium-Duty Vehicles (p. 30)   
• We support all three proposals for aerodynamic efficiency,hybridization, and engine efficiency.   
• We request that ARB consider requiring electrification ofmedium-duty delivery trucks, as well as other means to reduceemissions in this sector.    

12. Million Solar Roofs Program (p. 30)   
• We support the Million Solar Roofs Program and its goal of 3,000megawatts of solar energy for homes  and businesses throughout thestate by 2017. We note, however, that some reforms in programstructure and funding may be necessary to achieve the goal.    

13. Local Government Actions and Regional Targets (p. 31)   
• The Plan should do more than just “encourage” local city andcounty climate action plans. This planning  should be “required”(the Attorney General has already sued San Bernardino to underlinethis requirement’s urgency.  
• This should not be an unfunded mandate: most cities lack fundingand expertise to craft adequate climate  plans. CARB should takethe lead in devising incentives – carrots and sticks – and meansof financially assisting or persuading cities to comply. 
• The Plan should include stronger measures to reform land useplanning in ways that reduce vehicle miles  traveled (VMT). (SeeNewman and Kenworthy paper on how one passenger-mile of transituse can reduce 3–7 passenger-miles in a car.) Expand RegionalBlueprints already underway.  
• These should include transit-oriented development, walkable,bikeable communities, mixed land uses, requiring RegionalTransportation Plans to have strong requirements for reduction ofvehicle miles traveled (VMT), and more.  
• We are concerned with how this section of the Plan deals withland use measures. The Plan’s land use goals are not ambitiousenough. Targets are too modest. Tools identified to cope with theproblem are inadequate. And serious reflection of public health,social and economic co-benefits of forceful action is  lacking.  
• The Plan only counts reducing 2 million metric tons (MMT) ofcarbon equivalent per annum by 2020 from actions in this sector.This is only about 1% of the total reductions. By comparison, theSacramento  Area Council of Governments (SACOG) blueprint couldreduce carbon emissions by roughly 1 MMT by 2020, even thoughSACOG currently contains no more than 1/15th of California’spopulation. 
• It is unclear why CARB acquiesced to only 2 MMT for the Plan,which virtually equals business as usual.  An April 2007 Cal/EPAreport, “Climate Action Team Proposed Early Actions to MitigateClimate Change in California, Draft for Public Review,” allotted18 MMT by 2020 to “regional transportation/smart growth land usemeasures.”  
• More compact neighborhoods and less driving are the essence ofthe EIR for SACOG’s Blueprint scenario. SACOG plans to devote muchless land devoted to urban uses and to cut carbon emissions whilesaving farmland – providing public health and economic savings forhouseholds and businesses where less  driving is required. 
• Although the Plan mentions “Community Energy” and “municipalutility operations,” there is no mention of Community ChoiceAggregation (CCA), a specific authority under California law (AB117,  Migden). CCA offers large potential for local governments tomove aggressively toward meeting or exceeding the state’s mandatedRenewable Portfolio Standards (RPS). Over 40 cities and countiesin the state have performed feasibility studies financed by theCalifornia Energy Commission and the US  Department of Energy,with over two dozen jurisdictions in advanced stages of planningfor actual implementation. Marin County, Oakland, Berkeley andEmeryville, as well as San Francisco have either established orare considering a target of 50% or more renewables for allcustomers within their service  region by 2017. When achieved,such targets represent the single easiest way for municipalitiesto comply locally with whatever AB 32 stipulations may be imposed.
• Adopt and require the use of greenhouse performance standards,goals and metrics for transportation  planning and projects. Holdstate, regional and local agencies accountable for meeting thesemetrics.  
• We recommend fast-tracking regional mass transit infrastructure,including Bus Rapid Transit programs (especially on existingfreeway HOV lanes).    14. High Speed Rail (p. 34)    
• Sierra Club has long endorsed the Altamont Pass route into theBay Area.  
• CARB is aware of the ongoing controversy over Altamont andPacheco Pass routes. We urge CARB to advise the High Speed RailAuthority on the relative carbon footprints of competing routesinto the Bay  Area, and to assess the relative degrees ofcost-effectiveness in reducing carbon when constructed. To theextent that CARB can bring to bear climate considerations and dataon this choice, the public will be well served.    

15. Recycling and Waste (p. 34)    
• CARB’s scoping plan should highlight more aggressively thepowerful carbon reduction potential of zero waste: first, reducingwaste by design in manufacturing process, then reusing, recyclingor composting products.  
• ETAAC submitted to CARB an excellent set of recommendations forthe waste sector but only several were included in the Plan. Westrongly urge CARB to include ALL the ETAAC recommendations forthe waste sector. 
• We commend to you the new report "Stop Trashing the Climate,"released June 5, 2008 to mark World Environment Day. Seehttp://www.stoptrashingtheclimate.org/ The report, by GAIA withthe Institute for Self Reliance and Eco-Cycle, brings togetherinformation about recycling, plus source  reduction, reuse andcomposting. Further, it describes how scaling up recycling,reusing materials and products, and shrinking the size of acommunity's waste stream can greatly reduce greenhouse gasgeneration and related climate damage:    

"Incinerators and landfills are relics of an unsustainable pastthat have no place in our green economy. The report, "StopTrashing the Climate" shows that zero waste -- that is, preventing waste and strengthening recycling and composting -- isone of the fastest, cheapest and most effective strategies forconfronting global warming."   - Carl Pope, Executive Director,Sierra Club   

• CARB should implement “lifecycle tracking” of manufacturedproducts, giving priority to reusables and locally manufactureditems.   
• Landfill waste disposal should be phased out by requiringrecycling and making manufacturers responsible for the end-of-lifedisposition of their products. Wastes should be separated,particularly organic wastes, for effective composting. CARB shouldwork with the California Integrated Waste  Management Board to endthe practice of dumping green waste into landfills. 
• Alternative Daily Cover (ADC) that uses green waste or woodwaste should not be given recycling credits or counted asrecycling. This actually de-incentivizes diversion of green wasteinto composting and  contained methane energy capture.  • CARB’ssuggestion to capture and utilize landfill methane gas should notbe construed as support for continued dumping of green waste intolandfills. Landfill capture of methane is far less efficient thanwhat  is possible with green waste separation. This is especiallycrucial given that methane is a far  more potent greenhouse gasthan carbon dioxide. 
• Burning garbage arguably uses more energy than recycling, andcarbon reduction requires better options.   
• We propose statewide installation of “Resource Recovery Parks”to include facilities for reusing, recycling, composting, andminimizing the discarding of materials. They can also incorporatefacilities for repair services, retail sales of reclaimed productsand landscaping supplies, organically composted gardens, educational tours, and public amenities. Such a model parkcurrently operates in the city of Marina in Monterey County.  
• We believe there are many more tons of carbon reductionspossible from aggressive Zero-Waste and  recycling programs. Forexample, the plan should include specific measures to increaserecycling of organics and other materials, and those measuresshould have emission reduction numbers and deadlines attached tothem.   
• Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR), now CIWMB policy, needsexplicit CARB backing as a potent greenhouse gas reductionmeasure.  
• CARB should explicitly reject carbon credits for landfill carbonsequestration.   
• Successful Zero Waste initiatives require effective outreach andeducational programs so that others are advised of and can come toappreciate the benefits. CARB should utilize the legions of youngpeople who are not only enthusiastic and care about wastereduction, recycling and global warming but are also willing  togo out and do something about it. CARB should have theseindividuals help us educate our communities about the issue.Recycling ambassador programs throughout state and localgovernment agencies should be instituted so that students andother volunteers can go door to door educating residents  aboutthe need for and the benefits of recycling. In addition, new homeowners, apartment dwellers and other residents should receiveinformation after moving to a new residence that explains to themthe recycling policies in their neighborhood and encourages themto do so. People are willing to do what it  takes to pitch in butif they have no idea how to do it, they won't even begin. Thistype of outreach should be a critical aspect of the CARB plan.   

 16. Agriculture (p. 35)   
• We are extremely disappointed with the low expectations foragriculture. CARB’s Plan only mentions 1  potential MMT of GHGreduction from methane capture at large dairies.  
• Many studies by California scientists and others throughout theworld have shown how organically grown crops have significantlylowered GHG emissions, from non-use of nitrate fertilizers andother  means.  
• Studies have shown significant methane emissions from bovinedigestion, which raises the question of whether a carbon taxshould be applied to dairy products, such as beef and milk.   
• Support for urban agriculture should be considered, especiallycommunity gardens.  
• In Department of Conservation’s study of greenhouse gasemissions associated with conversion of agricultural land to urbanuses, both direct and indirect emissions should be considered.Promoting more  compact, efficient, transit-oriented urbandevelopment will not only reduce greenhouse gas emissions fromvehicle travel but also conserve agricultural land by minimizingconversion to urban use. 
• The Plan should reference and encourage CDFA’s development of astrategic plan for agriculture.  Efforts to minimize conversion ofprime farmland will be helped if agricultural enterprises now onthe land maintain profitability and sustainability. 
• The Plan should emphasize that linking good land use with localfood systems can reduce transportationrelated emissions, provide apremium for farmers selling locally, and even improve access tohealthier foods. 
• State and local governments could increase access to localfoods, for example, by direct investments,  incentives andpublic-private partnerships to develop needed local foods systeminfrastructure. 
• Joint action by the Department of Food & Agriculture and CARBcould significantly increase the amount of locally produced foodconsumed in the state – thus reducing more emissions from transportation. CDFA and CARB could work together to track andmeasure “food miles traveled” and seek ways to cut distances fromfood to producer. Cutting down on transport of agriculturalproducts from agriculture areas to other parts of the state wouldlessen GHG.  
• Support for urban agriculture should be considered, especiallycommunity gardens. 
• The Plan should address turban agricultural issues, such as: a)What funding can the state supply to assist municipalities insupporting urban agriculture?  b)  What focus can CARB bring onremoving barriers to urban agriculture? CARB and CDFA could worktogether to: find useable land for community gardens, inventoriesof such land; test for toxicity; reach out to potential urbangardeners; recast city regulations in favor of urban orchards,edible  landscaping, local composting, and rooftop gardens; andprovide more UC Master Gardener training and technical assistance? c) Could CARB facilitate funding of local offices in eachmunicipality to inventory potentially available  state-owned landsand mobilize local community gardeners and organizers? 
• The Plan needs to highlight the greenhouse gas reductionbenefits of organic agriculture. The California Energy CommissionClimate Change Research Conference Sacramento, September 10-13,2007 has five  presentations:http://www.climatechange.ca.gov/events/2007_conference/presentations/index.html
• Data from The Rodale Institute’s long-running comparison oforganic and conventional cropping systems confirms that organicmethods are far more effective at removing the greenhouse gas,carbon  dioxide, from the atmosphere and fixing it as beneficialorganic matter in the soil. See Laura Sayre, 2003http://www.newfarm.org/depts/NFfield_trials/1003/carbonsequest.shtml-- Another study shows confirmed ecological virtues of organicfarming  www.pnas.org/cgi/reprint/103/12/4522.pdfhttp://news-service.stanford.edu/pr/2006/pr-organics-030806.html   

 17. Energy Efficiency and Co-Benefits Audits for Large IndustrialSources (p. 36)   
• We support CARB’s plan to require assessment of large industrialsources to determine whether  individual sources within a facilitycan cost-effectively reduce GHG emissions and provide otherpollution reduction co-benefits.  
• However, we are disappointed that no specific measures,including performance standards, efficiency  programs, or directregulations are proposed for industry, which is projected to emit101 MMTCO2E in 2020.  
• California’s industries (and CARB) could learn from Japan.“According to the International Energy  Agency, based in Paris,Japan consumed half as much energy per dollar worth of economicactivity as the European Union or the United States, andone-eighth as much as China and India in 2005.” (NY Times, July 4,2008)    
• High efficiency co-generation needs to be required for allappropriate new energy installations.   

C. OTHER MEASURES UNDER EVALUATION (p. 37)    

1. Other Sector-Based Measures (p. 37)    
• We are supportive of all the measures listed as “underevaluation.”  
• We suggest that mandatory employer parking cashout, like thatimplemented by the city of Santa Monica, be added as an additionalmeasure to evaluate. Employer parking cashout rewards employeesthat opt for  transit, carpooling, and other smart transitchoices.  
• Many other ways to reduce workplace vehicle-miles-traveled(VMT), such as parking fee increases, telecommuting, etc. thatneed further study.   • We are pleased with the mention of publiceducation in regard to transportation.  • We suggest thatincreasing public transit services (both bus and rail) be includedamong the sector-based methods.   
• We urge CARB to insure that electric power generators be held toan increasingly stringent carbon standard, and that the carbonstandard be applied to all generators, whether under contract orutility owned, and to all types of retail sellers of electricitywithin the state.    
• We think CARB’s target of reducing coal generation 40%, or13,000 gigawatt-hours, by 2020 is an achievable goal, providedthat utility companies are held to the renewable energy andefficiency targets.  
• Industrial boilers, oil refineries and glass manufacturingrepresent excellent opportunities to recover  waste heat forelectric generation and other purposes.  
• –CARB staff might consider a recent study by Jason E. Bordoffand Pascal J. Noel, “Pay-As-You-Drive Auto Insurance: A Simple Wayto Reduce Driving Related Harms and Increase Equity" (www.brookings.edu/~/media/Files/rc/papers/2008/0417_payd_bordoff/0417_payd_bordoff.pdf).Applied to California, the analysis indicates much larger benefitsthan estimated in the Plan(http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/scopingplan/scopingplan.htm). Thisemission-reduction estimate is about ten  times larger than thePlan states, and the Plan overlooks co-benefits such as congestionreductions, crash reductions and consumer benefits. 
• Here are a few of the study’s key findings. (The full paper willbe posted on the Bookings Institution  website shortly):  - An 8percent driving reduction for light-duty vehicles - VMT decreaseby 24 billion miles;   - Less fuel consumption by 1.2 billiongallons, based on 2006 levels.  - Direct annual CO2 reductions of10.5 million metric tons -  Lower premiums for drivers; two-thirdsof households would save money.   
• CARB should consider and address the full life cycle ofemissions whenever possible. Unfortunately, the CPUC’sinterpretation of SB 1368 would allow about five million tons ofGHG per year per Liquid Natural Gas terminal to go into theatmosphere without being “counted” as part of the state’s carbonemissions, if these terminals are constructed. That’s a loopholethat should be closed: five million tons of GHG per year isroughly equivalent to the emissions of one million cars.    

2. Carbon Fees (p. 41)    
• We are pleased that CARB has provided a positive discussion ofcarbon fees. We think that the range recommended in the draft Planof $10 and $50/ton would be reasonable; this fee could start lowand  gradually increase over time as needed.  
• A $30-per-ton fee on all greenhouse gases would provide revenueof approximately $12 billion per year, which is less than 1/100thof the California economy. This money could be immediatelyrestored to the  state economy, encouraging local investment inclean technologies and green jobs, activities with a brightprospect in a carbon-constrained world. Revenues could alsoprovide rebates for low-income consumers.  
• We believe that it should be possible to quantify some of thebenefits from the expenditure of the funds  on projects thatprovide considerable GHG emission reductions. For example, transitoperators know increased frequency of service and lower fares canincrease ridership. Recovering waste heat, either to generateelectricity or from generating electricity, has specific value tocommercial and residential utility  customers.  
• On carbon pricing, emissions fees should be analyzed along witha cap-and-auction system, as the Plan proposes. We need the incometo fund CO2 reductions.    • Polluters always should have to payfor cleaning up the damage they cause. Therefore, if a carbonmarket is established, all emission allowances should beauctioned. The Plan states (page 16), “These allowances could befreely distributed to capped firms or auctioned in the tradingmarket.” We are  opposed to free distributions, since they don’tencourage accountability and provide much less motivation toreduce GHG emissions.  
• Major emitters should pay for the cost of administering thisprogram.  
• Sierra Club has supported the existing criteria pollutantIndirect Source Rule (ISR) for the San Joaquin Valley. CARB shouldnow consider a statewide ISR that includes greenhouse gases. Inorder for ISR to be effective in reducing VMT, it shoulddiscourage developers from building far from existing services and jobs, and it should encourage close-in development. To this end,the amount of the fee should be proportional to the VMT, and thecomputer model used to compute a project’s emissions shouldaccurately account for the individual project’s VMT. As a means ofencouraging green building, reducing  energy use, and promotinggood community design measures such as mixed use and walkability,such an ISR should follow the precedent set by the existing ISR toincorporate fee reductions for onsite GHG reduction measures.Remaining fees should be used for projects that reduce GHG as wellas criteria  pollutants and achieve other environmentalco-benefits.  
• Lawrence Frank’s new study, Reducing Global Warming and AirPollution: The Role of Green Development in California (July 1,2008, prepared for Environmental Defense Fund), is very supportiveof ISR. CARB’s AB  32 Scoping Plan lists ISR as “under evaluation.” 
• ISR is tested and effective and should be listed in part B ofthe Plan as an emission reduction measure.   

3. Offsets (p. 43)   
• Any offsets should be limited in number and subjected torigorous criteria. The draft CARB Scoping  Plan suggests limitingoffsets to 10 percent of a firm's "compliance obligation." CARBmust clarify that this means that no more than 10 percent of theemitter’s required reductions may come from offsets, not 10percent of its total emissions.   
• We are opposed to any system that would relieve any domesticemitter of carbon from paying for their fair share of the costs ofthe carbon they emit in exchange for “offsets,” either forinternationally produced CO2 emissions or domestically foractivities designed to enhance carbon sinks, like tree planting.While government and private support of improved soil carboncontent and reforesting are highly desirable, it is impossible toretain the integrity and effectiveness of a program to reducedomestic CO2 emissions if it is combined with a trading mechanismfor efforts to preserve and enhance carbon sinks.   
• We oppose trading between sources of carbon pollution and sinks,like forests, that store carbon. The ability of forests to storecarbon should not become a justification for maintaining higheremissions of air pollution. We need both 80% reductions indomestic CO2 emissions and strong programs to enhance  carbonsinks; we should not “trade” them off against each other. Thisseparation of carbon control systems is especially important giventhe increasing vulnerability of California’s forests and otherflora owing to fire, drought and potential effects of climatechange.    

4. Use of Possible Revenues (p. 45)  
• We are supportive of most of the uses listed, particularly thoserelated to environmental justice, such as  “achieving environmentalco-benefits.”  
• Criteria and toxic air pollutants create health risks, and somecommunities bear a disproportionate burden from air pollution. Wesupport ideas that benefit these unfairly impacted communities.  
• Revenues should be prioritized for projects that reduce both GHGemissions and also provide reductions in air and other pollutantsthat affect public health.     

III. ANALYSIS: Costs and Benefits (p. 49)   

While more detailed comments will be developed later in ourcomments on the Appendices, specific economic benefits of energyefficiency and clean energy measures can be evaluated based uponthe sum of:   1) projected and avoided costs for these energysupplies,  2) in-state jobs and manufacturing due to greeneconomic activity,  3) federal tax credits benefits and in-statetax revenues,   4) export revenues, and 5) environmental andpublic health benefits. 
• CARB’s analysis of public health benefits of transportationefficiency measures focuses only on  respiratory medicine andeconomic benefits of reducing respiratory disease. While thisanalysis provides powerful support for the Plan’s vehicle and fuelimprovements, the Plan overlooks large public health benefits toother transportation efficiency measures not in the Plan.  
• Public health perils such as obesity, diabetes and heart diseasecan be reduced by strategies the Plan should embrace moreaggressively. Auto-dependent neighborhoods make these diseasesmore common; smart growth and reduced vehicle miles traveled canhelp combat them.  
• CARB’s public health analysis needs to address the issue of foodsecurity and “food deserts.” Lacking healthy food choices,residents must travel long distances to obtain more healthy fareor rely on expensive, locally available junk food. Althoughemissions benefits of better access to healthy food may be modest, public health benefits can be significant and climate changepolicy offers a chance for low-income “food deserts” to getattention. 
• Gaps in the public health analysis in the Plan may stem fromlack of participation by California  Department of Public Healthin the CAT process. We hope CDPH and the larger public healthcommunity are brought into the process of revising the Plan’sfirst draft.   

IV. IMPLEMENTATION: Putting the Plan into Action (p. 65)   

A. Personal Action (p. 65)    
• We are pleased with the inclusion of Personal Action items.  
• We believe the plan needs to include specific personal actions(coordinated with Public Outreach and  Education campaigns,described below).  

B. Public Outreach and Education (p. 67)  
• All four strategies are excellent.  
• Funding is needed for training teachers in the climate changecurriculum.   
• The Plan should include detailed public awareness campaigns,with budgets (funded by carbon fees), that will be used to involvethe public in all aspects of the Plan.  
• Successful implementation of California’s historic globalwarming law will require a program that is open  and transparentto the public, including performance and compliance trackinginformation of all components accessible via the Internet.    

C. Tracking Progress (p. 68)   
• We are supportive of the measures proposed for trackingprogress.    

D. Enforcement (p. 70)   
• We agree that enforcement is a critical component of AB 32implementation. CARB will need to significantly bulk up itsenforcement resources to meet this challenge. In addition, thescoping plan should  explain the route for enforcing emissionreduction measures taken by other agencies outside CARB to holdthose agencies accountable for assuring the realization ofemission reduction measures assigned to them.   
• We support the measures proposed for enforcement, especiallyincluding engaging local Air Quality Districts in trackingemissions from local facilities.  
• We would support some program funding to these Air QualityDistricts to support their increased duties  under AB 32.   

E. State and Local Permitting Considerations (p. 70)
• We support including state and local permitting considerationsin the AB 32 implementation strategies.  
• We would support some program funding to the entities involvedto support their increased duties under AB 32.     

F. Program Funding (p. 71)  
• We support the measures proposed for program funding.    

V. A VISION FOR THE FUTURE (p. 73)    
• We support collaboration with key partners, as long as itdoesn’t dilute the effectiveness and speed of implementation.California needs to stand up for a high standard of GHGreductions, not sink to the “lowest common denominator.”   
• We applaud the planned expansion of research by California’suniversities to develop innovative solutions to all aspects of theplan, but we cannot wait for the “perfect technologies.”    

 (For further detail on Sierra Club California’s positions, see:http://www.sierraclubcalifornia.org/globalwarming.html.)   Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-07-31 23:32:04No Duplicates.



Comment 157 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LucyLast Name: LiEmail Address: lightlig4@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Change diet to vegetarian to stop global warmingComment:We should stop to raising animals, stop to kill them, and stop toeat their meats for our health and save the planet.
 
According Food and agriculture Organization of United Nation,livestock is a major threat to environment. Livestock generates 65percent of human-related nitrous oxide, which has 296 times theGlobal Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most of this comes frommanure.   And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of allhuman-induced methane (23 times as warming as CO2), which islargely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and 64percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain. Livestock use 30 percent of the earth’s entire land surface, mostlypermanent pasture but also including 33 percent of the globalarable land used to producing feed for livestock, the reportnotes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is amajor driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,for example, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon havebeen turned over to grazing. For more information, please refer tothese websites: 
http://www.ecofoodprint.org/climate.html 
http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html

Eating meats cause a lot of diseases, such as cancer, heartdisease, mad cow disease, bird flu, etc.,   while vegetarian dietis safe, health, and economic. Vegetarian kids have higher IQsthan their classmates; vegetarians live, on average, six to tenyears longer than meat-eaters; fifty percent less likely todevelop heart disease and cancer. For more information, pleaserefer to the below websites:
http://al.godsdirectcontact.org/your_food
http://www.vegsource.com
http://www.vrg.org
http://www.vegsoc.org


Thanks for your hard work!

Sincerely

Lucy Li
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/363-arb-080108.docOriginal File Name: ARB-080108.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 00:51:30No Duplicates.



Comment 158 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KarenLast Name: McDonoughEmail Address: karen.mcdonough@sanjoseca.govAffiliation: Subject: City of San Jose CommentComment:The goals and regional targets found in the Draft Scoping Plan arenot aggressive enough to reach the reduction goals that have beendiscussed by experts in the field to mitigate for climate change. Many of the leading cities have goals well below the regionaltargets.  Raise the target goals for local government actions.

More effort should be made to provide a more thorough analyses andrecommendations on how local government can reduce green house gasemissions in all listed categories.  Many categories are left withlittle to no quantification.

The City of San Jose, as a member of Green Cities Californiasupports making Climate Action Plans mandatory for all Californiacities if funding can be provided to help cities develop theirplans and implement pilot studies that are beneficial to others inthe state.  The City will not support an unfunded mandate.  

Cities need to have readily available data in a format consistentwith the protocol from resource agencies.  Specific data includesenergy and water usage by customer category, local and regionaltransportation data and waste disposal and diversion data.  Pleasehelp facilitate making this data annually available. 

The City of San Jose also supports and incorporates as referencecomments made by Green Cities California
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 01:16:57No Duplicates.



Comment 159 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RoyLast Name: Nakadegawa P.E.Email Address: rnakadegawa@myfastmail.comAffiliation: TRANDEFSubject: Comments on ARB AB 32 Climate Scoping Plan  Comment:Subject: Comments on ARB AB 32 Climate Scoping Plan               July 30, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair,
California Air Resources Board ,
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chair Nichols:

Knowing that Cities produce seventy-five percent of all theworld’s greenhouse gas emissions, while the US consumes majorportion of petroleum production and emits sixth of the worldsgreenhouse gases while comprising of twentieth of its population,reducing emissions will require strong measures and changes inlifestyle.

As a 32 years former Elected AC Transit and BART Director, activewith TRB 20+ years, retired 37 years Public Works Engineer andtraveled widely outside North America over dozen trips examiningdevelopments.  It is clear that we need to coordinated andintegrated developments for most all their major urban areas emitfare less Greenhouse Gases whereas, the Bay Area produces 50% ofits GHG from transportation alone.

Curitiba, Brazil is an excellent prime example where 40% of thetotal trips are by transit!  They accomplished this by carefullycoordinating development to transit.  They also developed aregional land use plan that reduced flooding from storms,developed regional parks, improved waste recycling and improvedoverall well being for their citizens from this comprehensivecoordinated regional plan.

Currently Curitiba has one of the highest income per capita withhighest per capita auto ownership in Brazil yet they still managedto have 90% of the peak hour travel via transit.  Moreover, Iunderstand that Curitiba emission is 30% per capita of what weemit.

This was accomplished under great leadership using a comprehensivecoordinated regional plan.     

AB32 is an excellent bill that should include where cities complyto similar comprehensive coordinated regional plan that includesmore Transit Oriented Development that reduces the demand on theuse of the auto. Included with the integrated TODs, it shouldimpose a tax on excessive parking, unbundled parking on use ofproperty, establish maximum parking ratio rather than minimum andemphasize walkability which will materially reduce GHG.  

I have examined TODs in Sweden and Japan where a town center withdepartment stores including public offices are built around a railstation and parking is treated as a secondary access mode which ismoved several blocks from the station.

Some of the large buildings in Japan even have installed dualwater systems that use recycled water for non-potable needs.  

So, I believe as a primary focus we need to consider an integratedcomprehensive coordinated regional land use development plan thatincludes transit along with various other forms of recycling if weare to reduce GHG to any degree.

Sincerely,

Signed Roy Nakadegawa P.E.

Roy Nakadegawa P.E.
751 The Alameda
Berkeley, CA  94707
Ph.  510-526-5094
e-mail;  rnakadegawa@myfastmail.com  
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 02:23:07No Duplicates.



Comment 160 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PaulaLast Name: ZerzanEmail Address: pzerzan@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: AB Draft Scoping Plan, California Air resources BoardComment:COMMENTS ON AB 32 DRAFT SCOPING PLAN,
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD

 
Dear CARB,
 
Thank you VERY MUCH for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Planto reduce California's GHGs by 2020.  This is critical work,especially setting goals for the State to increase renewableenergy and reduce vehicle miles traveled.
 
Please consider these recommendations on behalf of myself, PaulaZerzan, for inclusion in the Final Scoping Plan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap.Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy.  Future generations must be protected!
- The Scoping Plan should specify that some auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers. With food,gasoline, natural gas, and electricity prices all increasing,helping consumers deal with food, fuel and electricity costs is agood use of auction revenues.
- I strongly support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossilfuel companies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32.
 
Carbon Fees should also provide funding sources for cleantechnologies, green jobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.

Generally, I recommend the following eight crucial GHG actions forCARB’s plan:

1) Make big polluters pay for all their emissions. Programrevenues should go toward clean technologies, green jobs, andcost-cutting measures for low-income consumers. CARB also shouldnarrowly limit offsets.
2) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among market mechanisms.Other tools should be brought forward more robustly, includingfeed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan’s near-term actionagenda.
3) Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020 theforce of law, either through legislation or regulatory action.
4) Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductions.
5) Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.
6) Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of Plan.
7) Bolster requirements for zero waste and recycling, as well asExtended Producer Responsibility (EPR).
8) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California’s unhealthy air. 

The state of California is facing a public health crisis,experiencing 14-24,000 premature deaths from air pollution yearly,350,000 asthma attacks and 2 million missed school days fromchildren suffering asthma attacks, thousands of hospitalizationsand emergency room visits, and reduced lung function growth inchildren.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving  thatcontribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases  inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  The plan should alsoinclude additional strong regulatory measures on industrialsources to reduce emissions form petroleum refineries, powerplants, cement manufacturers, and others sources.

It is vitally important the plan demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will  not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefitsto communities in terms of improved air quality and public health.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 02:37:12No Duplicates.



Comment 161 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GinaLast Name: PadillaEmail Address: ginapadilla476@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Cleaner Air In CaliforniaComment:I Stronlgy believe that more agressive laws to pertaining to ASmoke Free Enviornment is the key to this problem. 
Begining with the Smog Pollutants, their should be a series ofinspections conducted in every business and at every DMV whichcontributes to  this major chemical problems freely released intothe air and our lungs in California.
I also believe that the Second Hand Smoke Laws are "not" strictenough. These are only being enforced in certain places. I havestill seen people smoke too close to store entrances, baseballgame bleachers, and many other places too close for comfort forour childeren and non-smokers.  This is also a huge contribute topeople with asthma. We need Laws that apply to everyone public orprivate property.
Sure their will be some unhappy people but their will also be lessill childeren and premature deaths. Less diseases that keep ourchilderen/loved ones from living healthy.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 06:46:44No Duplicates.



Comment 162 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SueLast Name: HurleyEmail Address: sue_hurley@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:California desperately needs a strong plan of action to slowdown/stop global warming and achieve immediate reductions in smogand other dangerous air pollutants. The state of California isfacing a public health crisis.   I urge the California AirResources Board to include a stronger focus on measures to reduceemissions from driving that contribute the largest percentage ofgreenhouse gases in California.

 For example, instead of eliminating many of the public bus routesin the East Bay, the plan should be to increase the number of buseson each route, and the number of bus routes. With the current priceof gasoline, this will help both the air quality and the consumers(instead of paying for gas they can purchase food, ect.)

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 plan.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 07:47:55No Duplicates.



Comment 163 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatriciaLast Name: WatersEmail Address: waters@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: CARB's draft implementation of AB32Comment: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 theState to
increase renewable energy and reduce vehicle miles travelled. Please
consider these recommendations for inclusion in the Final ScopingPlan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap.Polluters should
pay for their emissions, not be given free permits that subsidizecoal and
prolong the transition to cleaner energy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to
provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.  With gasoline at$4.50/gallon
and rising electricity prices, helping consumers deal with fueland
electricity costs is the best use of auction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help
fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Fees can also providefunding
sources for clean technologies, green jobs, energy efficiencyprograms, and
more.
Sincerely,
 
Patricia WatersAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 08:36:01No Duplicates.



Comment 164 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoelLast Name: ErviceEmail Address: joel@rampasthma.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comment on AB 32Comment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/374-carb_ab_32_letter.docOriginal File Name: CARB AB 32 Letter.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 09:19:45No Duplicates.



Comment 165 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GarrettLast Name: FitzgeraldEmail Address: gfitzgerald@oaklandnet.comAffiliation: City of OaklandSubject: City of Oakland comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached comments from the City of Oakland on the DraftScoping Plan.

The City of Oakland commends the California Air Resources Board(ARB) on a job well done in developing the Climate Change DraftScoping Plan. The State is demonstrating tremendous leadership onthis important topic and we appreciate the efforts of all those atARB and elsewhere who have led and participated in the developmentof the Plan to date. The City of Oakland looks forward tocollaborating with your agency and others in our ongoing effortsto reduce greenhouse gas emissions and improve quality of life forthe residents of Oakland and all Californians. 

In general, we are pleased with the commitment and progress ARBhas made in advancing this Plan and other processes to help all ofus achieve the goals articulated in AB 32. The Plan as a wholeseems to be generally on target at this stage. Attached areseveral suggestions for further improving it. We look forward tofuture opportunities to provide additional comments and engage indialogue around specific components as the process continues tounfold.

Garrett Fitzgerald
Sustainability Coordinator
City of Oakland
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/375-comments_to_arb_on_climate_draft_scoping_plan_073108.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments to ARB on Climate Draft Scoping Plan 073108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 09:27:35No Duplicates.



Comment 166 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KarenLast Name: PhillipsEmail Address: vedagal23@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 - Sustainable Food SystemsComment:August 1, 2008
 
Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board
1001 “I” Street
PO Box 2817
Sacramento, Ca 95812

RE: AB 32 Scoping Plan: Sustainable and local food systems reducecarbon emissions 

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the California AirResources Board,
 
I am writing on behalf of myself and all people who are interestedin a wholesome and sustainable food supply to urge you to take amore comprehensive and effective approach to addressing the roleof sustainable agriculture and local food systems in the state’sstrategy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

We call on the Air Resources Board, the California Department ofFood and Agriculture, and city and county governments to adopt awide range of policy, regulatory, research and funding measuresthat support: 
 
·	Organic, water-and-energy-efficient sustainable farmingpractices; 
·	Local food production, distribution and consumption, especiallyto meet the needs of under served low-income communities; and
·	On farm production of wind and solar energy. 
 
These practices will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providemany additional benefits, including increased tax revenue forcities and counties, better air and water quality, improved farmworker and public health, reduced medical costs, and the creationof local green collar jobs.  Further, one recent paper concludedthat “Organic, sustainable agriculture that localizes food systemshas the potential to mitigate nearly thirty percent of globalgreenhouse gas emissions and save one-sixth of global energy use.” 
 
We understand that there are a range of regulatory and marketbased options available to the State Government to curb greenhousegas emissions.  Given their lack of effectiveness in other regions,we do not support Cap and Trade and Cap and Auction-basedapproaches. We are supportive of approaches that: 
 
·	Effectively, rapidly and efficiently reduces carbon emissions inthe timeframe outlined by law;
·	Do not increase the emissions of other health harmingpollutants;
·	Have strong enforcement mechanisms, including criminal and civilconsequences for entities that violate regulations, as well aslarge emitters of carbon pollution
·	Ensure we transition completely away from a fossil-fuel basedeconomy that disproportionately harms low-income communities andcommunities of color to one that is efficient and run onsustainable energy technologies;
·	Are democratic, meaning that Californians have a say in allmajor efforts to reduce carbon emissions;
·	Support early and current adopters of low-carbon practices, suchas today’s organic farmer and cities and counties enacting carbonaction plans, and 
·	Do not give away free or drastically cost-reduced pollutingrights to big polluters.

We look forward to an implementation of the California GlobalWarming Solutions Act that supports a low-carbon, sustainable andjust food system with meaningful, effective and democraticregulatory approaches.

Thank you for your serious consideration of these very importantmatters.

Yours Sincerely,
Karen Phillips, R.N., P.H.N.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 09:46:22No Duplicates.



Comment 167 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdwardLast Name: ThompsonEmail Address: ethompson@farmland.orgAffiliation: American Farmland TrustSubject: Agriculture, Land Use & Climate ChangeComment:AFT urges CARB to set a more ambitious goal for GHG reduction frommore efficient land use and transportation patterns, and to fullyexplore the potential of both carbon sequestration on agriculturalland and encouraging locally-grown food to reduce "food milestraveled."Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/377-climate_change_-_comments_to_carb_on_scoping_plan_7-31-08.docOriginal File Name: Climate Change - Comments to CARB on Scoping Plan 7-31-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 09:55:37No Duplicates.



Comment 168 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Erin Last Name: RogersEmail Address: erogers@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: Health, Environmental, Science Groups Emphasize Health ProtectionComment:July 31, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chairperson
California Air Resources Board
1001 I St. P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re: AB 32 Scoping Plan and Community Impacts Measures

Dear Chairperson Nichols:

On May 30, several environmental and health groups submitted aletter to you regarding the urgent need for the Air ResourcesBoard to conduct public health and local impacts assessments onthe mix of policies being considered by staff for the scopingplan.  

We are pleased that the draft scoping plan commits to analyze allof the measures in the plan for impacts they will have on airpollution and public health (ES-2, 4, p.10).  We look forward toseeing the results of those analyses and any subsequent revisionsmade to the plan based on the results.

Before the scoping plan is finalized, we encourage CARB to do thefollowing:

•	Assess, as accurately as possible, the co-pollutant increases ordecreases associated with the five scenarios that have thus farbeen the subject of economic modeling.  Based on theseassessments, estimate the statewide and, to the extent feasible,local health impacts that may occur as a result for each of thefive scenarios. We concur with the EJ Advisory Committeerecommendation that outside health experts should be consulted toassist with the assessment of health impacts.

•	Determine, as accurately as possible, the co-pollutants changesand resulting health impacts associated with each policy underconsideration for the scoping plan (as would be required fordetermining cost-effectiveness).  Use this information todetermine how impacts would differ amongst mixes of policychoices.

•	State in the Scoping Plan how CARB plans to accomplish the moredetailed screenings that are required for each proposed regulationand market mechanism before it is implemented. (These screeningsare spelled out in Health and Safety Code 38562 (b) (1-9) and38570 (b) (1-3) and include not disproportionately impactinglow-income communities, not interfering with achieving air qualitystandards, maximizing total benefits to California, etc. ). 

•	State in the Scoping Plan that analytical tools and data setsneeded will be updated periodically in consultation with outsideexperts and the EJ Advisory Committee.

•	Clearly state in the scoping plan that no regulation or marketmechanism included in the scoping plan will be implemented unlessit has undergone the aforementioned screenings and meets therequirements established in 38562 (b) (1-9) and 38570 (b) (1-3).

Cumulative Impacts Screenings
CARB should conduct a cumulative impacts assessment to identifygeographic areas that currently bear a higher pollution burdenusing the best available data and tools, including the CumulativeImpacts Screening Tool being developed by a team of universityresearchers in conjunction with CARB.  This will give CARB asnapshot of communities that will need to be protected frompotential increases in pollution due to future implementation ofclimate policies.  Such a screening is only a first step in thedesign of state climate policies.  CARB should use currentlyavailable information to identify communities with a higherpollution burden prior to the completion of the scoping plan.

Additional cumulative impacts screenings for the areas identifiedin an initial screening as disproportionately burdenedcommunities--using a new tool or an adaptation of an existing toolthat can extrapolate the future impacts of a proposed policy or setof policies-- will need to be conducted before any regulations areimplemented.  These screenings should inform decisions about whichclimate policies are implemented and how such policies are designedto assure that already-burdened communities will not be impacted byincreases in pollution.

We thank you for all of your hard work and your willingness towork with stakeholders through this complex process of developinga world-class scoping plan that can become a model for the nationand the world.

Sincerely, 

American Lung Association
California Wind Energy Association
Center for Biological Diversity
Coalition for Clean Air
Environment California
Environmental Defense Fund
Natural Resources Defense Council
Planning and Conservation League
Sierra Club
Union of Concerned Scientists



Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/379-health_impacts-scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Health Impacts-Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 10:54:32No Duplicates.



Comment 169 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: RubensteinEmail Address: drubenstein@CaliforniaEthanolPower.comAffiliation: California Ethanol & Power, LLCSubject: California Ethanol & Power-Comments to Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95814

Re:  Comments on the Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan

Dear Ms. Nichols and members and staff of the California AirResources Board,

California Ethanol & Power, LLC (CE&P) is a company that wasformed to produce energy in the Imperial Valley from locally-grownsugarcane. Our plan is to use “off the shelf” ethanol technology,which has been thoroughly proven in Brazil, to convert sugarcanegrown on about 36,000 acres of surrounding farmland in ImperialCounty into approximately 60 million gallons of fuel-gradeethanol. The facility is also scheduled to combust bagasse (theshredded sugarcane stalks left over once the juice has beenextracted) and field waste to potentially produce up to 50megawatts of renewable electricity.  

Our CE&P sugarcane ethanol is designed to be among the lowestcarbon fuels in California.  Su-garcane derived ethanol is alreadyone of the lowest carbon fuels produced; it has a documented 80%GHG emission reduction when compared to the life-cycle of regulargasoline. The CE&P sugarcane to ethanol process, however, is amulti-faceted project and involves additional “closed-loop”strategies and technologies that might further reduce the carbonfootprint of our fuel.  

The purpose of this comment letter is to outline those strategiesand technologies within the recommended measures found in theDraft AB 32 Scoping Plan and to request further clarification onscoping issues that will not only be beneficial to CE&P, but tothe State of California as it strives to meet its GHG goals.   

Renewable Portfolio Standard
Not only will CE&P produce enough power for its own facility needsbut it also has the opportu-nity to produce up to 50 Mw of excesspower that will assist utilities in meeting the aggressive RPSgoal of 33 percent by 2020. CE&P would urge the California AirResources Board (ARB) to encourage the California EnergyCommission (CEC) and the California Public Utilities Com-mission(CPUC) to streamline the approval of projects like this that havethe ability to generate excess renewable power as well as meet thelocal air district standards for non-attainment.

Low Carbon Fuel Standard 
The fuel cycle impacts (including multi-media impacts) ofsugarcane to ethanol have been well documented and reported.Additionally, CE&P’s initial operation will incorporate the latestagri-cultural techniques, currently being transitioned to inBrazil, which further enhance the fuel’s low carbon footprint.CE&P would like to have the opportunity to provide ARB additionalanalysis on certain carbon reducing activities that are specificto our proposed facility.  

Important to CE&P’s overall life cycle impact is the considerationof the carbon that is emitted during the fermentation process. CE&Pcarbon dioxide is released during the processing of local-ly growncrops. This is different from the carbon dioxide produced fromcorn to ethanol facilities, where crops are railed in from out ofstate. CE&P, therefore, would like to propose to ARB that thecarbon dioxide emissions from the fermentation process are carbonneutral because it is part of the short-term CO2 cycle of thebiosphere.  

In an effort, however, to reduce those carbon emissions, CE&P isevaluating the capture of this carbon dioxide for industrialrefrigeration and other types of innovative uses.  For example,there is developing technology that allows CO2 emissions to beabsorbed through algae plantations. CE&P will continue to assessthis technology and others and would also look toward ARB inassisting industry in evaluating those technologies for carbonsequestration.  

Water 
CE&P will undertake measures to increase water use efficiency andre-use within our plant de-sign. CE&P is committed to waterrecycling and will be interested in the participation ofestimat-ing and documenting the GHG reduction from waterefficiency efforts.   

Recycling and Waste  
As with water, CE&P is committed to the recycling of its organicby-products. The prospect ex-ists for CE&P to generate and capturemethane emissions. ARB should assess and state the op-portunity toscope the reduction of methane emissions from other types ofindustrial activities as well. CE&P would be interested inexploring with ARB programs and initiatives that promote moreinnovative uses for captured methane; such as pipeline qualitynatural gas, compressed nat-ural gas for fuel, and fuel celltechnology.  

CE&P is also planning on utilizing the by-products of thesugarcane process to produce various types of organic fertilizers.These organic fertilizers will be applied to our sugarcane fieldsand will offset the carbon emissions from petrochemical derivedfertilizers (i.e. nitrogen) that are usually used. CE&P proposesto include this offset as part of the life cycle impact of ourfuel and asks that ARB further scope the CO2 offsets of replacingchemical fertilizers with recycled or-ganic fertilizers.  

Agriculture 
Sugarcane is a perennial crop and is one of the highest carbonabsorbing crops grown in California. CE&P wishes to work with ARBin developing sound quantification protocols on the carbonsequestration of sugarcane. As stated above, the sugarcane and itsresidual biomass will be com-busted within emission limits foronsite power and for renewable power to the electric grid. Excessbiomass will be utilized either as a fuel at another planned powerproduction facility or as cattle feed to support the existingmarkets. Since the power will be produced through the com-bustionof locally grown biomass, we request that ARB confirm throughtheir scoping that the combustion of this biomass is carbonneutral. By combusting the locally grown sugarcane derivedbiomass, CE&P is able to offer more of a “closed-loop” processthat promotes the return of the energy value of the crop back tothe area it is grown. Special consideration should be given toagricultural projects similar to CE&P which capture and advancethis process.

CE&P is thankful for the opportunity to comment on the Draft AB 32Scoping Plan in relation to our proposed project.  We believe ourproject is consistent with the ambitious reductions laid out in AB32 and we are excited about the opportunities our project willbring to Imperial Valley and the State of California. We lookforward to working with ARB as we develop our project and we hopethat through the AB 32 process we can demonstrate that productionof energy from sugarcane is “growing energy the right way”.

Please feel free to contact me at 310/545-8887 ordrubenstein@CaliforniaEthanolPower.com if you have any questionsor concerns regarding our project.

Respectfully submitted,

 

David R. Rubenstein
Chief Operating Officer
California Ethanol & Power, LLC

sugarcane: growing energy the right way
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/381-cep_comments-ab32scoping.pdfOriginal File Name: CEP Comments-AB32Scoping.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:24:03No Duplicates.



Comment 170 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GreggLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: gmorris@emf.netAffiliation: Green Power InstituteSubject: Comments on the Draft Scoping PlanComment:I am sending two files, but I do not know how to combine them.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/382-gpi_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan_8-1-8.pdfOriginal File Name: GPI comments on draft scoping plan 8-1-8.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:39:18No Duplicates.



Comment 171 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GreggLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: gmorris@emf.netAffiliation: Green Power InstituteSubject: Comments on the Draft Scoping PlanComment:This report is being submitted for the record in conjunction withthe Green Power Institute's Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan. It is referenced in our comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/383-white_paper_pac_inst.pdfOriginal File Name: White Paper Pac Inst.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:43:25No Duplicates.



Comment 172 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YvetteLast Name: RinconEmail Address: yrincon@cityofsacramento.orgAffiliation: City of SacramentoSubject: City of Sacramento - General CommentsComment:The City of Sacramento has the following general comments:

1.	Additional time to review the Draft Plan would have/will have apositive impact on the quality and completeness of the finaldocument.  With additional time the City could morecomprehensively solicite input from all appropriate staff membersand commented on all aspects of the Draft Plan that we believewill impact the City. 

2.	Retaining local control over land use is a significant concernto the City of Sacramento.   

3.	Any final regulations should take in to account the significantcosts of implementing a climate action plan. Over the past severalyears, the City of Sacramento has taken the initiative to registerits greenhouse gas emission inventory with the California ClimateRegistry and bears the burden of funding the administrative costsfor tracking and reporting our municipal greenhouse gas emissions.The cost for developing and implementing a climate action plan willbe significant. 

4.	We strongly encourage ARB to adopt an incentive based model forcities to develop regional GHG reduction targets as opposed to amodel of mandates and/or regulations. 

5.	Finally, cities across the State are different and have uniquechallenges and opportunities, therefore, we would strongly opposea one size fits all approach to reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:52:20No Duplicates.



Comment 173 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: BurnsEmail Address: stephen.burns@chevron.comAffiliation: Chevron CorporationSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached our general comments - draft scoping plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/385-cvx_scoping_plan_comments_final2.pdfOriginal File Name: CVX_Scoping_Plan_Comments final2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:54:55No Duplicates.



Comment 174 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SueLast Name: LynnEmail Address: suelynn403@yahoo.comAffiliation: Sierra Club Subject: CARB's Draft Scoping PlanComment:There are a number of strong suggestions in the draft, includingthe call for renewable energy by 2020. But more needs to be done.It's important to make polluters pay for their emissions, and thefunds generated can be used to promote clean energy and helplow-income consumers make needed changes. Offsets should be usedsparingly, and should be fully verified. 

Land use planning needs to include stronger measures designed toreduce vehicle miles travelled, by making housing and commercialactivities denser. 

Allow communities to pool their buying power in order to developclean power through Community choice Electricity Aggregation. 

It's critical that auto companies be required to sell far morezero=emission vehicles than the current draft requires; 7500 ZEVsis a drop in the bucket. Hundreds of thousands are needed. 

Stronger measures are needed in the area of waste and recycling.Electronics companies should be required to dispose of theirproducts when they are no longer working, as should othermanufacturers. This would encourage production of more durablegoods. businesses and building facilities should be required toincrease recycling, and compost green waste where there issufficient quantity.

I am a Sierra Club member and to me global warming is the singlebiggest issue facing our world today. If we don't get this right,we're toast. I'm proud to be a Californian, since California istaking the lead on this issue. The scoping plan needs to bestrengthened to provide the strongest possible efforts to counterglobal warming. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 11:57:05No Duplicates.



Comment 175 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YvetteLast Name: RinconEmail Address: yrincon@cityofsacramento.orgAffiliation: City of SacramentoSubject: City of Sacramento CommentsComment:Attached is the City's comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/387-city_of_sac_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: City of Sac Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:06:33No Duplicates.



Comment 176 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Arthur Last Name: O'DonnellEmail Address: arthur@resource-solutions.orgAffiliation: Center For Resource SolutionsSubject: Comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached comments on the Climate Change Draft ScopingPlan prepared by the Center For Resource Solutions.

Sincerely,

Arthur O'Donnell
Executive Director
Center For Resourc Solutions Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/388-crs_arb_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: CRS ARB Scoping Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:19:57No Duplicates.



Comment 177 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarolLast Name: MisseldineEmail Address: cmisseldine@mindspring.comAffiliation: Green Cities CaliforniaSubject: General Comments on the AB 32 Draft Scoping PlanComment:Green Cities California's (GCC) general comments on the AB 32 DraftScoping Plan are being submitted in the attached Word document.

Thank you,

Carol Misseldine, Coordinator
Green Cities California
415/388-5273
cmisseldine@comcast.netAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/389-green_cities_california_general_comments.ab_32_draft_scoping_plan.docOriginal File Name: Green Cities California GENERAL comments.AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:22:59No Duplicates.



Comment 178 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KathyLast Name: SealEmail Address: kathyseal@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Thanks and please beef it up!Comment:Thank you for calling for 1/3 of our electricity to be generated byclean  energy by 2020. Iâ€™d like you also to consider adding tothe Scoping Plan the following points: please auction off any GHGemission credits and use the proceeds to promote clean energy andto help low-income folks. Please allow only very limited andverifiable offsets, and please donâ€™t link our program to anystates with weaker emission standards.  I would also like you topromote CCA, call on auto companies to make hundreds of thousandsof ZEVs, and to implement Zero Waste Policies such as recycling bybusinesses, building green waste to compost facilities, and makingproducers take responsibility for the end-of-life disposition oftheir products. Finally, please include stronger measures toreform land use planning to reduce vehicle miles traveled inCalifornia.

Thanks very much for all your hard work on this scoping plan,

Kathy SealAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:25:04No Duplicates.



Comment 179 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ZhengLast Name: LiangEmail Address: lawrence.liang@verizon.netAffiliation: 909-931-1267Subject: Live Stock is a major reason of global warmingComment:--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
First Name: Zheng
Last Name: Liang
Email Address: lawrence Liang
Affiliation: 

Subject: Livestock is a marjor reason of global warming

Comment:

It is great to know that you as a govenment officials take theiniate to act on this issue of global warming, I was encouraged byyou and appreciated your great effort. That's the government thatwe people need.

After went through your plan, I have found out a big loop hole inthe whole act, that is you missed the big picture of the wholeissue: the main reason to cause the global warming. If you checkall the publication from Nasa Website, Many sicientist havealready prooved that the most contribution of the global warmingis from live stock industry, meat eating of us is the real reasonbehind it. Only if we know about the truth, then we can find theright way to solve the problems. Vegetarianism is the best way tostop the global warming.

According to Senior UN Food and Agriculture
Organization (FAO) official Henning Steinfeld,  livestock are one
of the most significant contributors to today's most serious
environmental problems and urgent action is required to
remedy the situation.? The reasons include:

1. The livestock sector generates more greenhouse gas emissions
as measured in CO2 equivalent to 18 percent than transport. It is
also a major source of land and water degradation.

2.Livestock generates 65 percent of human-related nitrous oxide,which has 296 times the Global Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2.Most of this comes from manure. And it accounts for respectively37 percent of all human-induced methane (23 times as warming asCO2), which is largely produced by the digestive system ofruminants, and 64 percent of ammonia, which contributessignificantly to acid rain.

3. livestock now use 30 percent of the earth entire land
surface, mostly permanent pasture but also including 33 percent ofthe global arable land used to producing feed for livestock, thereport notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it isa major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin Americawhere,for example, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazonhave been turned over to grazing.

4. The livestock business is among the most damaging sectors to
the earth increasingly scarce water resources, contributing
among other things to water pollution, euthropication and the
degeneration of coral reefs. The major polluting agents are animalwastes, antibiotics and hormones, chemicals fromtanneries,fertilizers and the pesticides used to spray feedcrops.Widespread overgrazing disturbs water cycles, reducing
replenishment of above and below ground water resources.
Significant amounts of water are withdrawn for the production of
feed.

For more detail information about livestock, please click the
below link: www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448.

Livestock sector is a major greenhouse gas source.  Please do not
ignore it. Only vegetarianism can solve the Crysis. Otherwise, by2012, the world is going to the point of no return. Human speciseis going to vanish from the earth including all other livingbeings. So please add this most important part into your sector oras a general background of this act.

Thanks for your understanding and acceptance of our suggestions

Zheng Liang

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:30:59No Duplicates.



Comment 180 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 181 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Mike Last Name: RojasEmail Address: mrojas@mwdh2o.comAffiliation: MWD of Southern CaliforniaSubject: Metropolitan Water District of Southern California CARB AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California is pleasedto provide comments in response to the DRAFT AB 32 Scoping Planprepared by the California Air Resources Board. The comment letteris attached in .pdf format.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/393-08_01_08_mwd_commentltr_ab_32_drftscopingplan_final__with_sig_.pdfOriginal File Name: 08_01_08 MWD CommentLtr_AB 32 DrftScopingPlan_final (with sig).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:40:38No Duplicates.



Comment 182 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SandyLast Name: SandersEmail Address: sandy_sanders@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: General Comments on CA Climate Change PlanComment:It is excellent that the public can comment on the Scoping Plan butI have some concerns. 

Comments are broken up into a dozen components and when includedwith absorbing the documentation and obtaining outside informationto respond appropriately, this would literaly take citizens manyhours of valuable time. 

With all the problems our society has, is it reasonable to thinkthat citizens will be able to make comments to each of thesecircumstances that government agencies are attempting solveproblems? 

I think that citizen participation has been made too complex bybusiness lobbies thwarting our government from legislatingsustainability. Businesses and corporations thusly have shaped ourcivilization into near failure mode.

Solving environmental problems is only complex when businesslobbying makes it so. This is not brain surgery. Eliminatingtoxicity and building sustainability should be an unwaveringobjective of 2020 with incremental steps negotiated withbusinesses to make it reality. This would give them 12 years. Ifthey do not participate, fine them and send them packing, andstart government/citizen-run businesses to build clean,sustainable technologies by hiring their employees andbrainstorming us to useful solutions. 

Here's a list of ideas to be implemented by 2020:

-  Solar Rooftops and Wind or other clean alternative energysubsidies and mandates for existing and new buildings to equal CAenergy needs by 2020.

-  Phase-out of all gasoline or deisel automobiles by 2020 fromnew car sales.

-  Repeal all local laws resricting the growth and planting offood and fruit bearing plants and trees so that local foodproduction can be done by citizens themselves.

-  Make public transporation free and drastically ramp up new,clean, efficient public transportation as resulting demand willrequire.

-  Lower the 40 hour workweek to 24 hours, allowing more jobs andmore free time to citizens so they can participate in local selfsustainance and direct democracy.

-  Eliminate Corporate Personhood to remove wealthy, non-citizeninfluences from our democracy!

This is not brain surgery. The only blockage to these aboveinitiatives are the whining of existing businesses who depend uponcontrolling our government from allowing common sense sustainablechange, so they don't have to invest and retool to sustainability.They are just lazy and need to kicked in the butt, or booted!

Sandy Sanders
2200 Adeline Street, #250A
Oakland, CA 94607
H: 510/763-1935
Sandy_Sanders@earthlink.net
www.BlueJayWay.net
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:43:17No Duplicates.



Comment 183 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TaylorLast Name: MillerEmail Address: tmiller@sempra.comAffiliation: Sempra Energy Subject: Sempra Energy Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached comment letter and attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/395-se_draft_scoping_plan_comments_lrtm__2_.pdfOriginal File Name: SE Draft Scoping Plan Comments LRTM (2).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 12:46:31No Duplicates.



Comment 184 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JennyLast Name: HustonEmail Address: jhuston@bayareacs.orgAffiliation: BACSSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan: Sustainable and local food systems reduce carbon emissionsComment:RE: AB 32 Scoping Plan: Sustainable and local food systems reducecarbon emissions 

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the California AirResources Board,
 
I am writing on behalf of BACS to urge you to take a morecomprehensive and effective approach to addressing the role ofsustainable agriculture and local food systems in the state’sstrategy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

We call on the Air Resources Board, the California Department ofFood and Agriculture, and city and county governments to adopt awide range of policy, regulatory, research and funding measuresthat support: 
 
• Organic, water-and-energy-efficient sustainable farming 
  practices; 

• Local food production, distribution and consumption, 
  especially to meet the needs of under served low-income 
  communities; and

• On farm production of wind and solar energy. 
 
These practices will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providemany additional benefits, including increased tax revenue forcities and counties, better air and water quality, improved farmworker and public health, reduced medical costs, and the creationof local green collar jobs.  Further, one recent paper concludedthat “Organic, sustainable agriculture that localizes food systemshas the potential to mitigate nearly thirty percent of globalgreenhouse gas emissions and save one-sixth of global energy use.” 
 
We understand that there are a range of regulatory and marketbased options available to the State Government to curb greenhousegas emissions.  Given their lack of effectiveness in other regions,we do not support Cap and Trade and Cap and Auction-basedapproaches. We are supportive of approaches that: 
 
• Effectively, rapidly and efficiently reduces carbon emissions 
  in the timeframe outlined by law;

• Do not increase the emissions of other health harming 
  pollutants;

• Have strong enforcement mechanisms, including criminal and 
  civil consequences for entities that violate regulations, as
  well as large emitters of carbon pollution

• Ensure we transition completely away from a fossil-fuel based 
  economy that disproportionately harms low-income communities 
  and communities of color to one that is efficient and run on 
  sustainable energy technologies;

• Are democratic, meaning that Californians have a say in all 
  major efforts to reduce carbon emissions;

• Support early and current adopters of low-carbon practices, 
  such as today’s organic farmer and cities and counties e
  nacting carbon action plans, and 

• Do not give away free or drastically cost-reduced polluting 
  rights to big polluters.

We look forward to an implementation of the California GlobalWarming Solutions Act that supports a low-carbon, sustainable andjust food system with meaningful, effective and democraticregulatory approaches.

Yours Sincerely,

J. Huston, MA, CEC, CDM, CFPP
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:08:56No Duplicates.



Comment 185 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeslieLast Name: PurcellEmail Address: lapurcell@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: comments for AB 32 implementationComment:1. Mandate City, County, and State buildings and facilities toimmediately begin design and implementation of solar roofing andsolar water-heaters, and other green building practices for newand retrofit.

2. Mandate and give incentives and rebates for business-owners todo the same.

4. ...Likewise for property-owners, and tenants. (Japan has asolar water-heater program that we could implement here).

5. Energy companies should pay for the energy people put back intothe grid generated from solar-roofs.

6. Policy should require developers (including governmentalentities) to mitigate for heat and run-off producing pavement andbuildings by providing equivalent green space, trees, gardens,etc. 

7. Government policy should encourage and facilitate communitygardens where local people can grow fruits and vegetables, cuttingdown on need for long distance transport of produce.

8. Mandate clean diesel, bio-diesel, or alternatives for ships andtrucks. 

9. Institute a reduction in ship speeds along the coast, to 10knots, through Santa Barbara Channel to the ports of Los Angeles,and in the northern CA shipping lanes and approaches to SanFrancisco and Oakland. (fuel-efficient, less-polluting).

10. Unchannelize creeks and rivers, so that they can perform theirnatural functions, with more cooling and vegetation as a result.

11. Plant more native plants and trees, better suited to theenvironment, requiring less water and chemicals.

12. Encourage bio-diversity.

13. Cable cars, light rail, alternative sources of transport.

14. More electric and alternative vehicles in government fleetsand rebates for consumers to buy them.  Tax credits for innovationin design, research into alternative fuel sources and vehicles.

15. Local community cooperatives for buying clean power.

16. Wind-power: incentives for different levels of projects, fromindividual to larger corporate, government, or public projects. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:27:30No Duplicates.



Comment 186 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SonjaLast Name: BrodtEmail Address: sbbrodt@ucdavis.eduAffiliation: UC Davis Agric. Sustainability Inst.Subject: Additional ways to address climate change in the food systemComment:Please refer to attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/399-asi_scoping_plan_response_letter_8-1_with_white_paper.pdfOriginal File Name: ASI Scoping Plan Response Letter 8-1 with white paper.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:36:34No Duplicates.



Comment 187 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Shannon Last Name: ParryEmail Address: shannon.parry@smgov.netAffiliation: City of Santa MonicaSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:1.	Set More Aggressive Targets: The goals and regional targetsrecommended in the Draft Scoping Plan are far too low to achievenecessary reductions in greenhouse gas emissions. 

2.	Make Municipal Participation Mandatory: The local governmentsection emphasizes that municipal governments are essential toachieving California’s greenhouse gas goals, but participation inAB 32 remains voluntary. Voluntary participation ensures that onlythose municipalities already committed to greenhouse gas reductionsparticipate. Those municipalities that currently operate underbusiness as usual assumptions will continue to do so.  Municipalgovernments have operational and financial control oversignificant sources of greenhouse gas emissions. Given the properrequirements, we can create projects, programs, and policies thatreduce greenhouse gas emissions.  

3.	Use the Model of AB 939: Mandate the development, adoption andimplementation of local climate action plans. Municipalities needthe authority and accountability of a State mandate in order tomeet their greenhouse gas reduction targets. Local governmentsshould be required to develop, adopt and implement climate actionplans that are consistent with their General Plan and integratedin CEQA documents. 

4.	Provide Funding: The cost of compliance with AB32 reportingrequirements can be burdensome for municipal governments,especially if participation in AB 32 is voluntary. A fundingmechanism should be created to allow limited municipal funds to bedirected at projects, programs and policies that reduce greenhousegas emissions.  We strongly support the need for standardizationand third party verification of greenhouse gas emissions, but areconcerned that the cost of voluntary compliance will prohibit thecreation of mechanism that actually reduce emissions.

5.	Expand the Scope: The scoping plan should address municipal andcommunity energy, waste and recycling, water and wastewatersystems, and land use and urban design. 	

6.	Align Past and Current Reporting Protocols: The City of SantaMonica has performed greenhouse gas emissions inventories startingin 1990. Many leading municipal governments have done the same.  Inorder to utilize this data in a meaningful way, we suggest thecreation of a standard coefficient to translate historicalgreenhouse gas emissions data to be consistent with the currentmodel assumptions. 

7.	Access to Reporting Data:  The State should work with utilitiesand public agencies to ensure that the data required for greenhousegas emissions inventories is available. Currently, there are feesassociated with procuring this data as well as a 1 – 3 monthwaiting list.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:39:11No Duplicates.



Comment 188 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TimothyLast Name: BurroughsEmail Address: tburroughs@ci.berkeley.ca.usAffiliation: City of BerkeleySubject: City of Berkeley CommentsComment:The City of Berkeley is pleased to provide comments on the DraftScoping Plan.  Please find the comments attached in .pdf format.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/401-berkeley_letter.pdfOriginal File Name: Berkeley_Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:44:16No Duplicates.



Comment 189 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: RallEmail Address: chris.rall@green-wheels.orgAffiliation: Green WheelsSubject: Do more to reduce VMT through land use and transportationComment:Green Wheels is an organization which advocates for balanced andsustainable transportation on in Humboldt County.

The related issues of transportation and land use present a uniqueopportunity to address climate emissions.  By investing in smarttransportation and land use policy that reduces vehicle milestraveled, not only can we substantially reduce greenhouse gasemissions, but we can also create ancillary benefits to theeconomy, public health, public safety, community cohesion andquality of life.  Since transportation accounts for around half ofCaliforniaâ€™s greenhouse gas emissions, we can hardly afford toshort-change such strategies as the draft AB32 Scoping Plan does.

Reducing VMT helps the economy by reducing the need to importever-more-expensive oil, and cars to our region.  When people walkbike and walk to the transit stop more, they get their daily doseof physical activity, something badly needed in the era of a typeII diabetes epidemic.  With fewer cars on the road, fewer peopleare injured and killed in auto-collisions, the number one cause ofdeath for Californians between the ages of 1 and 35.  And withsafer streets and more people outside getting active, we caninteract with our neighbors more, and have more fun.  All of thiswhile using one of the most cost-effective strategies for reducingemissions.

We recommend the following:
â€¢	Increase the proposed reduction target for land use andtransportation from 2 million metric tons (MMT) to about 10 MMT. 
â€¢	Put in place measures to create a world class publictransportation system and encourage innovative congestion-reliefprograms that can ease people's commutes while reducing emissions.
â€¢	Rather than adopting a one-size-fits-all approach, set firmtargets for regions and authorize regions and localities to choosefrom a suite of policy tools to achieve the targets. 
â€¢	Adopt a series of key policy tools currently underconsideration, including the Indirect Source Rule,Pay-As-You-Drive Insurance, Congestion Pricing, and IncentivePrograms. These tools will help regions and localities achieve thetargets while generating revenues to implement greenhouse gasreduction strategies and programs. 
â€¢	Prioritize investment in public transportation and programs toimprove transportation efficiency and reduce congestion. 
â€¢	Give entities like our county, which is currently updating itsgeneral plan, incentives to conserve forests and working landscapesthat sequester carbon, provide local food, reduce wildfire hazardand help native plants and animals adapt to a changing climate. This will also help us keep our growth compact, facilitating moreefficient transportation.

We can tackle our contribution to climate disruption, but we needto do it in a smart way.  Transportation and land useâ€™s share ofemissions, along with the ancillary benefits of being aggressive inthis sector, make this a smart thing to do.

Chris Rall
Green Wheels â€“ Executive Director

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:47:41No Duplicates.



Comment 190 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AngusLast Name: CraneEmail Address: acrane@naima.orgAffiliation: NAIMASubject: NAIMA's Comments - AB 32 Draft Scoping PlanComment:August 1, 2008

Attached please find NAIMA's comments on the California AirResources Board's "Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan" (AB 32 DraftScoping Plan).

Please contact Angus Crane at 703/684-0084 if you have anyquestions.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/403-naimacommentsab32draftscopingplan080108.docOriginal File Name: NAIMACommentsAB32DraftScopingPlan080108.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 13:51:33No Duplicates.



Comment 191 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 192 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MelissaLast Name: DornEmail Address: mdorn@mwe.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of Morgan Stanley Capital Group Inc.Comment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/405-comments_of_morgan_stanley.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments of Morgan Stanley.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:05:26No Duplicates.



Comment 193 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JenniferLast Name: StettnerEmail Address: jen.c.stettner@conocophillips.comAffiliation: ConocoPhillipsSubject: ConocoPhillips Comments CA Draft Scoping PlanComment:ConocoPhillips is committed to playing a proactive and positiverole in the development of efficient, equitable andenvironmentally effective climate change policy.  Attached youwill find our comments on California’s Climate Change DraftScoping Plan as well as our position on climate change.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/406-conocophillips_comments_-_ca_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: ConocoPhillips Comments - CA Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:10:10No Duplicates.



Comment 194 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BetsyLast Name: ReifsniderEmail Address: betsyreif@comcast.netAffiliation: Catholic Charities, Diocese of StocktonSubject: general comments on AB 32 draft scoping planComment:Catholic Charities, Diocese of Stockton attaches our two-pageletter of comments.
Thank you for this opportunity.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/407-stk_diocese_ab_32_scoping_comments.docOriginal File Name: Stk Diocese AB 32 Scoping comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:16:42No Duplicates.



Comment 195 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Michael B.Last Name: DayEmail Address: mday@goodinmacbride.comAffiliation: Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Day & LampreySubject: Comments of Current Group, LLC on Draft Scoping PlanComment:To Whom It May Concern:

Please find attached to this email the Comments on Climate DraftScoping Plan submitted today by Current Group, LLC to theCalifornia Air Resources Board.  

Should you have questions, please contact Michael B. Day at (415)392-7900.

Regards,

Linda L. Chaffee
Secretary for Michael B. DayAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/408-carb_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan.pdf__x102007_.pdfOriginal File Name: carb comments on draft scoping plan.pdf (x102007).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:22:41No Duplicates.



Comment 196 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Peter Last Name: CooperEmail Address: pcooper@calaborfed.orgAffiliation: California Labor FederationSubject: State's global warming solutions should produce good jobsComment:This op-ed by Art and Ken Jacobs from the UC Berkeley Labor Centerran in today's SF Chronicle.


State's global warming solutions should produce good jobs

Art Pulaski,Ken Jacobs

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/07/31/EDGH122UNM.DTL

Friday, August 1, 2008

Today is the final day for public comments on the draft plan forimplementing AB32, California's global warming solutions plan, andone area that has still received far less attention than it shouldis the key role California's workers must play in restructuringour economy to reduce our carbon footprint. Here are some ideas weshould incorporate into the plan:

-- Invest in the California workforce. We need to make sure thereis an adequate supply of workers trained in the new technologiesof a greener economy. While some green jobs will be in newbusinesses and new occupations, most green economy jobs areactually variations of traditional occupations in the constructiontrades, utilities, manufacturing and transportation. Workers inthose fields will require new training as employers adopt cleanerprocesses. Community colleges, union apprenticeship programs andother training programs will need expanding. It is also essentialthat we reinvigorate career technical education in Californiapublic schools for the next generation of workers who will buildour green future.

-- Favor policies that are proven to create good, middle-classjobs. We applaud the strong emphasis on energy efficiency andrenewable energy in the AB32 draft implementation plan. Both ofthese areas have been shown to create large numbers of jobs.However, there must be measures to ensure that these arehigh-quality jobs with family-supporting wages, benefits andcareer pathways.

-- Prevent jobs from leaving the state. If businesses leaveCalifornia for other states or other countries with less stringentgreenhouse-gas emissions restrictions - and then ship the productsthat are made elsewhere back to California - this will hurtCalifornia workers /and/ undermine the state's goal of reducinggreenhouse gas emissions. The California Air Resources Board canprevent this by implementing policies to ensure that out-of-stateproducers compete on the same playing field as in-stateproducers.

-- Help workers transition to a greener California economy. AB32is likely to result in some job losses in specific heavy pollutingindustries, although overall employment is projected to grow. Tosupport and provide retraining for displaced workers, the stateshould create a climate adjustment assistance program,modeled onthe federal Trade 
Adjustment Assistance Program.

-- Invest in infrastructure and innovation. Whatever system iscrafted to lower greenhouse-gas emissions, that system andrevenues generated 
from it should be closely managed by the public for the publicgood. Revenues will be needed to help finance innovation andadoption of new technologies that can lead to permanent emissionsreductions in California. This includes retooling industry,research and development of new technology, rebuildingCalifornia's manufacturing base, and upgrading our infrastructure.This would include investments in public 
transit, denser urban development and building retrofits.Additionally, because rising energy prices will hit low-incomeconsumers the hardest, the state will need to fund programs tohelp them make them transition to more energy-efficient housingand transportation. AB32 can be a win for the environment and awin for working people. But the win-win is not 
going to be created by wishful thinking; it's going to be createdby intentional policies like those above. The Air Resources Boardhas the opportunity to help shape this major restructuring of oureconomy in a way that promotes California businesses, creates goodjobs for a skilled 
and stable workforce, and reduces our carbon footprint. Our planetand 
its people depend on it.

/Art Pulaski is the executive secretary-treasurer of theCalifornia 
Labor Federation, and Ken Jacobs is chairman of the UC BerkeleyCenter 
for Labor Research and Education./

http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/08/01/EDGH122UNM.DTLAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:30:03No Duplicates.



Comment 197 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CraigLast Name: JonesEmail Address: cjones@swc.orgAffiliation: State Water ContractorsSubject: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please see attached State Water Contractors comment letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/410-carb_draftscopingplan_swccommentletter_080108submitted.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB DraftScopingPlan SWCCommentLetter 080108Submitted.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:46:41No Duplicates.



Comment 198 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MonicaLast Name: TaEmail Address: gfxdm@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Go Veg. Be Green To Save The PlanetComment:It's very simple as 1,2,3... When every single person turns back tooriginal state of vegetarian as 250 mil years ago, all resourceswill be stopped from damages immediately and be healed gradually.

For more detailed information, please visit:
www.suprememastertv.comAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:51:35No Duplicates.



Comment 199 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Heather Last Name: FenneyEmail Address: heather@cafoodjustice.orgAffiliation: Subject: Sustainable and local food systems reduce carbon emissions Comment:see attached Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/412-arb_scoping_plan_comments-final.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB Scoping Plan Comments-FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 14:54:40No Duplicates.



Comment 200 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephanieLast Name: ChengEmail Address: scheng@ebmud.comAffiliation: CA Wastewater Climate Change GroupSubject: Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Comments on Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan, on behalf of the CaliforniaWastewater Climate Change Group are attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/413-1-aug-2008_cwccg_scoping_plan_comment_letter__final_.pdfOriginal File Name: 1-Aug-2008 CWCCG Scoping Plan Comment Letter _final_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:08:10No Duplicates.



Comment 201 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Elizabeth Last Name: PowellEmail Address: epowell@plumasruralservices.orgAffiliation: Subject: food system commentsComment:August 1, 2008
 
Mary Nichols
California Air Resources Board
1001 “I” Street
PO Box 2817
Sacramento, Ca 95812

RE: AB 32 Scoping Plan: Sustainable and local food systems reducecarbon emissions 

Dear Chairperson Nichols and Members of the California AirResources Board,
 
I am writing on behalf of Plumas Rural Services to urge you totake a more comprehensive and effective approach to addressing therole of sustainable agriculture and local food systems in thestate’s strategy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

We call on the Air Resources Board, the California Department ofFood and Agriculture, and city and county governments to adopt awide range of policy, regulatory, research and funding measuresthat support: 
 
•	Organic, water-and-energy-efficient sustainable farmingpractices; 
•	Local food production, distribution and consumption, especiallyto meet the needs of under served low-income communities; and
•	On farm production of wind and solar energy. 
 
These practices will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and providemany additional benefits, including increased tax revenue forcities and counties, better air and water quality, improved farmworker and public health, reduced medical costs, and the creationof local green collar jobs.  Further, one recent paper concludedthat “Organic, sustainable agriculture that localizes food systemshas the potential to mitigate nearly thirty percent of globalgreenhouse gas emissions and save one-sixth of global energy use.” 
 
We understand that there are a range of regulatory and marketbased options available to the State Government to curb greenhousegas emissions.  Given their lack of effectiveness in other regions,we do not support Cap and Trade and Cap and Auction-basedapproaches. We are supportive of approaches that: 
 
•	Effectively, rapidly and efficiently reduces carbon emissions inthe timeframe outlined by law;
•	Do not increase the emissions of other health harmingpollutants;
•	Have strong enforcement mechanisms, including criminal and civilconsequences for entities that violate regulations, as well aslarge emitters of carbon pollution
•	Ensure we transition completely away from a fossil-fuel basedeconomy that disproportionately harms low-income communities andcommunities of color to one that is efficient and run onsustainable energy technologies;
•	Are democratic, meaning that Californians have a say in allmajor efforts to reduce carbon emissions;
•	Support early and current adopters of low-carbon practices, suchas today’s organic farmer and cities and counties enacting carbonaction plans, and 
•	Do not give away free or drastically cost-reduced pollutingrights to big polluters.

We look forward to an implementation of the California GlobalWarming Solutions Act that supports a low-carbon, sustainable andjust food system with meaningful, effective and democraticregulatory approaches.

Yours Sincerely,
Elizabeth PowellAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:12:28No Duplicates.



Comment 202 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VirginiaLast Name: NicolsEmail Address: vnicols@ecomotion.usAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the CARB Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment: 
August 1, 2008

Dear CARB Officials:
Thanks so much for the opportunity to provide written comments tothe Climate Change Scoping Plan Draft report. Speaking on behalfof the City of Santa Monica’s Solar Santa Monica and its AdvisoryBoard members in particular, we salute your efforts to date andoffer the following comments in the spirit of enhancement.

The Santa Monica Context

Solar Santa Monica fully supports AB 32 and its successfulimplementation. Just as the State of California has set ambitious– seemingly impossible “stretch goals” for climate changemitigation -- the City of Santa Monica has also taken a leadershipposition:
•	By 2015, Santa Monica intends to cut overall city GHG emissionsto a level 15% below 1990 levels. By the same date, Santa Monicaintends to cut City uses and GHG contributions by 20% below 1990levels.
•	Through the Community Energy Independence Program and SolarSanta Monica, the City intends to be a “net zero electricityimporter” by 2020. This means that enough power will be conservedand locally generated to completely offset traditional sources.

Santa Monica realizes that State initiatives are essential. Onething is abundantly clear: Without effective state and nationalleadership, Santa Monica will be unable to reach its goals.

General Comments on the Scoping Plan

Mitigating emissions and stabilizing the climate is an enormoustask. Again, we salute your efforts and stand ready and willing tosupport your works in the months and years to come. 
The 169 MMTCO2E reduction target is daunting. We’re pleased to seethat energy efficiency and renewable energy technologies – mostlyin the form of the RPS – play such a major role.
However, we are surprised that solar energy, particularlyphotovoltaic electricity production, seems to have such a smallrole. The plan cites the existing Million Solar Roofs initiativeas making a 2.1 MMT contribution, and that if the goal for theprogram is raised from 3,000 MW to 5,000 MW that this will resultin another “up to 1 MMT” of GHG reductions. A few points:
	 
First, it appears that the CSI is far short of its goals in termsof installed capacity. The CSI  is charged with achieving 3000 MWof production by 2017.  In 2008, the CSI administrators estimatethat the program will add 100MW total for the year.  With CSI’sdecreasing incentives and limited applicability, California islikely to fall far short of the 3,000 MW goals with the currentprogram design.
	
While increasing the goal is appealing, it may be very unrealisticgiven the current CSI model. If we can’t reach 3,000 MW with thecurrent model (and the incentives are decreasing) how will we everattain 5,000 MW? (This same issue surrounds the RPS requirement:How will we get to 33% by 2030 when we can’t reach 20% by 2010?)

Under current guidelines, the residential distributed generationincented by the CSI does not count toward the utilities' RPStargets.

Fourth, there is a major flaw in the CSI.  Because it is a netmetering program, it excludes all multi-tenant properties withindividually metered units and excludes all properties that do notuse much electricity. Given California’s net energy metering rules,and Santa Monica’s preponderance of multi-unit apartments andcommercial buildings, major sectors are “boxed out” of the CSI.With over 40,000 apartment units – ( and only 8,000 single familyhomes) – the CSI is not available to a major proportion of thebuilding stock. Without modifications to the solar rules, SantaMonica will not attain its goals for GHG reductions and energysustainability.

Our Specific Suggested Addition

A striking feature of the Scoping Plan is the limited role playedby solar. Imagine that less that only a percentage point or two ofthe 169 MMTCO2E reduction goal is expected to be fulfilled bysolar. Given Southern California’s abundant sunshine and major airconditioning demand, solar can play a far greater role and make afar greater contribution. Consider the following:

The California Solar Initiative – despite its wonderful intent andincremental success – appears to be falling well short of itsgoals. While reservations dominate the activity, and result indrops in the “degressive” incentive structure, there have beenrelatively few installations. With incentives stepping down, andfederal tax credits in jeopardy, and shortages of panels on themarket, the solar future in California is in jeopardy. Clearly weneed a more aggressive solar strategy.
Germany’s feed-in tariff, in stark contrast, has resulted in thatcountry’s quick rise to solar prominence.  The tariff allowsanyone – from homeowner, to commercial property owner, farmer,church, etc. – to sell the output of a solar system at a clearlyprofitable price. Last year, in Germany, photovoltaics providedover 1,000 MW of new electric capacity, while California installedless than 100 MW. Despite average “insolation” of 3.5 hours a day –like Fairbanks, Alaska – Germany’s incentive program spurred itsrenewable energy industry. Over 55,000 German workers are nowresearching and making and selling solar technologies throughoutGermany, Europe, and around the world.  California’s average“insolation” is greater than Germany’s and therefore would requirea lower (less subsidized) tariff.

For California to increase its GHG contribution from solar systems– both solar photovoltaics and solar thermal systems – there needsto be a new and more aggressive model. The feed-in tariff providessuch value to the global community: We need and want solar, solet’s adopt a working model. We urge that the feed-in tariffmechanism – complete with clearly profitable pricing – be includedin the California Air Resources Board strategy.

Finally, introducing an omnibus feed-in tariff for renewable hasproven to be a challenging legislative pursuit. Various bills havebeen promoted to bring this mechanism to California. However, thevery minor feed in tariff programs that are in place in Californiaare priced so low that they will not result in significant newsolar projects. 

Providing a first step that squarely addresses Santa Monica’shousing stock is logical: Solar Sana Monica asks that the finalCARB report include and endorse a solar feed-in tariff thatrequires utilities to purchase all power generated by PV systemson all multi-metered buildings at a price that will cover thesystem owner’s costs plus a reasonable profit. Later this can bebroadened to cover a) other renewable energy technologies, and b)t the application of the feed-in tariff to other categories ofsolar applications (including other building and non-buildingcategories).

Therefore, given Santa Monica’s experience with currentlyavailable renewable energy programs, and our general comments tothe plan, we present a specific suggestion, namely, thatCalifornia adopt a feed-in tariff for renewable energy resources.Just as Germany, Spain, Italy, South Korea and others have done,we urge CARB to include such a mechanism in the final plan.Feed-in tariffs work… and are a strategy that will help you reachyour goals while assuring a safe and sustainable energy future forCalifornia.

Thank you again for the opportunity to submit these comments.
Sincerely and for the Solar Santa Monica Advisory Board,

Ted Flanigan, President of EcoMotion
Solar Santa Monica Facilitator

Susan Munves
Energy and Green Building Program Administrator
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:14:47No Duplicates.



Comment 203 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DennisLast Name: MurphyEmail Address: dennis@potterdrilling.comAffiliation: Subject: Addition by Subtraction: The Central Role of EE and Ground Source Heat PumpsComment:The yawning gap, usually rendered in bright PowerPoint yellow, between the AB32 GHG reduction targets and the ability ofalternative energy technologies to fill them should really focusthe collective Californian mind towards the second of the Big Fourstrategies, which promotes the launching of a very ambitious energyefficiency program, hopefully one the likes of which we have notseen before. 

Sadly, there is no mention within the report of the potentiallyhuge strategic impact that ground source heat pumps (andcommunity-level direct use networks) can have upon drasticallyreducing natural gas demand, smoothing out peak electricity loadsand delivering clean, non-combustion-based heating, cooling andhot water.

Solar PV and solar water heating enjoy very visible andsignificant state incentive and rebate programs such as the threebillion Million Solar Roofs Initiative and the more modest $25million Solar Thermal market build. Unfortunately, relativelylittle attention has been given to energy efficiency measuresoverall and much less still to GSHP technologies, which reallyneed be included in similar state incentive programs. 

It is often said that the most efficient power plant is the oneyou do not have to build. Serious consideration should to be givento the massive amount of Negawatts and Negatherms that can becreated from greater adoption of GSHP, a supreme energy efficiencytechnology considered by both the EPA and the DOE the mosteffective way to heat and cool buildings.

As the infamous Art Rosenfeld slide comparing the power andeconomic output of the gargantuan 3 Gorges Dam project to thepotential power and money saved by Energy Star-level refrigeratorsand air conditioners attests, energy efficiency can yield a mightyimpact if only let loose.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/418-3_gorges_vs._energy_efficency.jpgOriginal File Name: 3 Gorges vs. Energy Efficency.jpg Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:27:14No Duplicates.



Comment 204 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BillLast Name: La Marr, Executive DEmail Address: billlamarr@msn.comAffiliation: California Small Business AllianceSubject: Comments: Draft AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:August 1, 2008

Mr. Robert DuVall
California Air Resource Board
1001 “I” Street
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

	Re: Comments: Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan

Dear Mr. DuVall:

The members of the California Small Business Alliance appreciatethe opportunity to comment on the Climate Change Draft ScopingPlan, pursuant to AB 32, the California Global Warming SolutionsAct of 2006.

The businesses in California, particularly those belonging to theAlliance, have struggled for decades to reduce the overallemissions from the many different processes they use in theconduct of their operations. By every acceptable method ofmeasuring the effects of pollution, the quality of the air inCalifornia – especially the South Coast Air Basin – is remarkablyimproved owing, in large measure, to the significant andunrelenting efforts and investments by stationary sources.Businesses in the South Coast have applied pollution controlequipment and methods that go much higher on the marginal costcurve than those in other parts of the United States.   BecauseCalifornia environmental regulators often face political and legaldifficulties in reaching the sources of about 90% of air pollution,i.e., from boats, trains, airplanes and motor vehicles, the burdenof squeezing out extra reductions for each successive StateImplementation Plan has continually fallen to stationary sources.

Alliance members understand that there is still more to do toimprove our environment and public health. A small business owner,more than anyone else, knows the value of being energy efficient.And both employers and employees have suffered from sticker shockthis year when refueling company-owned or private vehicles. 

But, while we may embrace the concept of the Plan, we are far lesssupportive of the way in which it is structured. If fact, webelieve that the suggested command and control measures place anunreasonable burden on stationary sources to meet the 2020baseline objectives. 

The matter of providing necessary protocols that will enablestationary sources (businesses) to access adequate streams ofaffordable emissions reductions credits (ERCs) should be ofprimary concern to all stakeholders. As written, the Plan imposessevere restrictions on offsets. We believe that all verifiedoffsets should be eligible for compliance use. On balance, webelieve that mandatory facility audits and controls are notappropriate. The market will create a sufficient incentive forfacilities to find and implement cost-effective reductions. Thetime for imposing substantial new reduction responsibilities isnot the time to further restrict the means of obtaining suchreductions. Further, given the nature of greenhouse gases, and theway that these affect the atmosphere, there is a strong case forworldwide trading of CO2 reductions.  Certainly, it is folly torestrict trades to single neighborhoods.

With respect to energy efficiency, we believe that stationarysources should be able to get credit for such improvements or forinvestments in renewable energy strategies. 

Simply stated, we believe that layering command and control on topof any market program will increase costs by making greenhouse gas(GHG) reductions unavailable for trading.

Finally, we believe that California should phase in its programusing carbon intensity benchmarks instead of imposing facilitycaps, at least until there is a broad regional or national GHGproposal, if that ever comes to pass.

The Alliance is a non-profit, non-partisan coalition of many ofCalifornia’s most recognized trade associations. Collectively,these associations are committed to providing small business witha unified voice on matters involving the environment, economy,workplace issues, and legislation that have the potential toinfluence the business operations of their members and theeconomic health and welfare of the people they employ. Some 20,000companies belong to our trade association members. Nearly all ofthese small businesses are classified as “manufacturers.” Most ofthem compete in the global marketplace and provide good jobs andbenefits for thousands of productive workers, many withdisabilities. Suffice it to say, the vast majority of theseemployers and employees are also registered voters. 

As mentioned earlier, we thank you for the opportunity to commenton this most important plan. Further, we want you to know that westand ready and willing to offer our collective experience andexpertise in helping you to resolve any aspect of the plan thatwould impact our members. 

Sincerely, 


Ivan Tether,
President
California Small Business Alliance
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:27:28No Duplicates.



Comment 205 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GordonLast Name: NippEmail Address: gnipp@bak.rr.comAffiliation: Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra ClubSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Some of the Kern-Kaweah Chapter, Sierra Club, comments areattached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/421-carb_letter_on_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB letter on scoping plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:53:39No Duplicates.



Comment 206 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KeithLast Name: AdamsEmail Address: adamskb@airproducts.comAffiliation: Air Products and ChemicalsSubject: Comments on Proposed Emission Reduction MeasuresComment:Comments on Cap and Trade, Sector-Based Measures, Energy EfficiencyAudits, and the Low Carbon Fuel Standard combined in a singleletter. (attached)Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/422-air_products_general_comments_-_june_2008_draft_scoping_plan.docOriginal File Name: Air Products General Comments - June 2008 Draft Scoping Plan.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 15:55:07No Duplicates.



Comment 207 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArtLast Name: LeahyEmail Address: kessner@octa.netAffiliation: Orange County Transportation Authority Subject: OCTA's Initial Comments Regarding the Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find OCTA's initial comments regarding the AB 32 DraftScoping Plan in the attached document. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/423-octa_initial_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: OCTA Initial Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:04:15No Duplicates.



Comment 208 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StevenLast Name: GoetzEmail Address: sgoet@cd.cccounty.usAffiliation: Contra Costa CountySubject: General CommentsComment:General Comment

The web page for collecting comments on the Scoping Plan isdifficult to use.  The organization of the web page does notappear to be consistent with the organization of the document.  Italso makes it difficult to be a participant in this review if theState only encourages submittal of comments electronically. Public outreach for the Scoping Plan could be broader.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:08:11No Duplicates.



Comment 209 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MargaretLast Name: BruceEmail Address: mbruce@theclimategroup.orgAffiliation: The Climate GroupSubject: General Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:AB 32 Scoping Plan 
Ms. Mary Nichols
Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 I St. 
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Nichols, honorable members of the Air Resources Board andmembers of the Board staff;

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the DraftAB32 Scoping Plan.  As you may already know, The Climate Groupworks at the State, National and International level to advancebusiness leadership on climate change.  Our business membersinclude many who were strongly supportive of AB32.  The ClimateGroup would like to recognize California’s leadership on thecomplex range of issues involved with successful implementation ofAB32, acknowledge the hard work and careful thought of the many ARBstaff members contributing to this document, and convey our generalsupport for this initial Draft Scoping Plan.  The following summaryremarks offer our suggestions for refinements, further thought, orinclusion into the next revision of the Scoping Plan.  We lookforward to participating in future workshops and to providingadditional input. 
 
State Operations

The Climate Group (TCG) supports and applauds the state’s desireto lead by example.  As important as this issue is, andconsidering the potential long-term benefits, it is critical toimplement more detailed and complete Climate Action Plans for eachState agency or department, which would include such actions as:  
-	Conducting a comprehensive inventory of State buildings and planfor systemic energy audits and cost-effective retrofit programs.
-	Encourage innovation and an appetite for accelerated changeamong State employees by rewarding these behaviors; in performancereviews, merit pay increases, bonuses, and other forms ofrecognition.
-	Establish goals and measurable outcomes by State agency and theState overall.  
-	 Including creation and periodic updates of supporting statepolicies such as “green” procurement plans, contracting andpurchasing rules.

Clearly, many of these elements tie back to the assessment of theState’s carbon ‘Shadow’ and can, when implemented, create profoundchange.

The acknowledgement of the State’s “Shadow” footprint is veryimportant, and TCG would like to recognize the State’s leadershipand vision in including this important aspect.  Please considerframing the evaluation of this in a much more comprehensive andformalized manner. In fact, the complexity of this issue seems tocall for a separate ‘scoping plan’, as thorough and detailed asthe initial AB32 Scoping Plan itself.  TCG strongly encourages adeep and detailed assessment, utilizing the expertise of theState’s economics expertise in academia, and including the State’sincome, business, sales and property tax agency representatives atState and local levels.   There must be a structural alignment offiscal, tax and business-related policy with climate policy inorder to create broad and effective change. 

In order to be most effective, and to integrate data from stateand regional work on climate change and other environmentalprograms, TCG strongly recommends that the State considerutilizing (or encouraging the utilization of) a web-based, visualand interactive, ‘real time’ display of the status of the State’sattainment of its climate (and other environmental) goals.  

Cap and Trade

TCG supports the diverse set of market-based emissions reductionmechanisms presented in the Scoping Plan, including:
-       Cap and Trade, with
    o	no artificial price caps or other safety valves (exceptoffsets); 
    o	the ability to link to and be fungible with other compatibleframeworks nationally and internationally, with a view to creatinga large and liquid international market;
-	Implementing rigorous standards for regulatory certainty andtransparency
-	Ensuring that toxic or criteria pollutants are not increased asa result of Cap and Trade actions.

In order to avoid unnecessary controversy, ARB should clearlystate its criteria for ‘linkage’. TCG urges that to avoid thepossible perception of or the actual exporting of ‘harm’, hisstandard should be the same as the criteria for Cap and Trade inthe AB32 statute. 

Offsets

We are very supportive of the use of quality offsets and believeoffsets should meet high standards for both voluntary andcompliance offsets.  TCG recommends the Voluntary Carbon Standard(VCS) as a good template for judging and assessing offsetquality.

The Scoping Plan suggests a target of not more than 10% ofregulated emissions as being eligible for offsetting.  Anexplanation of the rationale for this number, and some discussionof geographic boundaries, standards of reporting and accountingand other details, would be helpful to avoid controversy anddisagreement. TCG looks forward to more detailed analyses anddiscussion on this issue.

Distribution of Allowances

TCG believes that most if not all of the allocations should beauctioned so that revenues can be returned to actions supportingemissions reductions and assisting those sectors and communitiesfacing the most difficult technical, market, or economiccircumstances. There are lessons to be learned from Europe’sexperience in this regard.

During the July 17th Scoping Plan workshop, many who commented hadrecommendations for the use of these potential revenues.  TCGsuggests that some kind of prioritization criteria or otherweighting factors be developed.  In that way, decisions aboutrevenue allocations are less likely to be perceived as beingmanipulated for other purposes.  The criteria could be re-assessedat each 5 year Scoping Plan update. 

Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS)

Presently the 33% goal for state-wide renewable power content isnot in statute.  As with the present constraints on implementingthe Pavley legislation, consideration should be given to how thegoals of AB32 will be met if the 33% RPS doesn’t become statutewhen envisioned or at all, or for some other reason is notachievable.  Additionally, some discussion of the challenges facedby the utilities in accomplishing the 33% RPS, such as transmissionconstraints, may serve to bring attention and assistance to theissue.  

Fees

It would be helpful to see a more detailed explanation of why the“Carbon Fees” proposal (beyond the nominal fees establishing arevenue stream to cover administrative costs) was not recommendedat this time.  

Additionally, any AB32 fee program should be sensitive to theimpact of additional costs on the low-income and small businesscommunity.

In 2006, the initiative Proposition 87 was placed on the ballot. This initiative would have charged a ‘severance fee’ on theextraction of oil and gas in California.  Ironically, Californiais the only oil and gas producing state not charging such a fee. While TCG has no position on whether or not such a fee should beimposed, it is something we would recommend is included in theeconomic analysis work presently underway.

Fee and Auction Revenues

TCG supports the categories of possible funding recipients, andencourages a broader application of these funds – specifically toinclude infrastructure investments where there is a clear andquantifiable emissions reduction, public health or adaptationbenefit, or leverages additional progress in low-carbon energysources, such as through improved grids or transmission systems.

TCG suggests that great care should be taken when establishing themechanism or organization that collects and holds these fee orauction revenues.  The State’s highway investment funds (and otherfund pools) are regularly tapped by the state during fiscally leantimes.  Because reliable funding streams are so important toestablishing and maintaining the trajectory toward a low-carboneconomy, the revenue pool should be carefully safeguarded fromsuch access.

Information and Communications Technology (ICT)

Utilization of information and communications technologies canenable significant energy and resource efficiency improvements.
-	The role and application of ICT should be enhanced. ICT (SeeTCG’s www.Smart2020.org) is increasingly important as a set ofenabling technologies. For example: smart meters, real-time energymanagement and demand response tools, enabling grid totransportation technologies, improving distribution and logistics,improving automobile performance, transmission and generation, landuse and transportation modeling, intelligent transportationsystems, and many other applications.  
-	There are many California-based ICT companies, providing jobsand local revenues.  

Public/Private Partnerships

As the State local or regional governments strive to address thechallenges of climate change, in addition to meeting theinfrastructure, development, transportation and utility needs oftheir citizens while resources are often constrained, TCGencourages the consideration of Public/Private Partnerships as apotential means to achieve needed outcomes.  In the evaluation ofthe State’s “Shadow” footprint, opportunities to utilizepublic/private partnerships (or lack thereof) should be included.

Building Codes and Standards, Appliance and System Efficiency

The new “Green” Building Standards code for 2010 mentioned in theScoping Plan and adopted by the State’s Building StandardsCommission on July 17th, is a good beginning.  However,advancements in building materials, energy systems, lighting,plumbing, motors and pumps, HVAC systems, etc. often outpace theirgoverning codes.  Without codes and their implementing agenciesenabling and encouraging the utilization of viable newtechnologies or materials, innovation and new business is stifled.Therefore, TCG suggests that the Scoping Plan recommend:
-	More frequent updates of building and related codes 
-	The creation of a State website to educate builders, architects,planners, local code and permit enforcement staff, and consumersabout the different standards: Title24, green building standard,energy star, LEED levels, Build It Green, etc.
-	Creation of a State-sponsored (though not necessarily run) newtechnologies “Clearing House” to accelerate adoption of newproducts and practices.
-	Creation of a State-sponsored (though not necessarily run) localgovernment staff ‘continuing education program’ to disseminate andaccelerate green building practices.
Fuels/Low Carbon Fuel Standard
With regard to the utilization of biofuels, there are some lessonslearned from MTBE as a fuel additive.  Emphasizing just oneenvironmental performance criteria may result in overlooking othernegative impacts elsewhere.  Therefore, TCG strongly encourages theutilization of a rigorous full cycle environmental impactevaluation (materials compatibility, public safety, environmentalfate, etc).  

Land Use

Land use changes are possibly the most challenging aspect ofaddressing climate change policy.  Changes in policy and practicetoday will not have measurable impacts for many years, butcumulatively those impacts will probably be the greatest.  

Additionally, cities and counties experience a set of perversefiscal incentives for growth and development that are seldom inalignment with recognized needs for compact development, transitoriented development, residential and commercial retrofits, etc. Moreover, the State may desire consistency and coordination, butcities and counties value autonomy and fiercely guard theirindependent land-use decision-making authority.  This willinevitably lead to conflicts with the State’s climate policypriorities.  Therefore, TCG suggests:
-	A systemic evaluation of fiscal and tax policies related to landuse to align incentives (or disincentives) with the State’s climatepolicy priorities (land use subvention rates for Williamson Actlands is one example) 
-	Policies that discourage or even reverse sprawl. This is ofparamount importance in protecting forests, promoting reductionsin Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), protecting agricultural resourcesand watersheds.
-	Promoting urban forestry for its connection to reducing urbanheat islands, carbon sequestration, air quality improvements, andother environmental and aesthetic values.
-	The use of public funds to purchase woodlands and forests, asdescribed in the Scoping Plan, is an idea worth exploring further. The idea to purchase or protect from development agriculturallands, wetlands, grasslands and critical watershed areas shouldalso be considered.  But, the use of public monies for theseactivities should be considered very carefully, with private fundsused to leverage public money to the greatest extent possible.Further, undeveloped ‘sequestering’ landscapes are of varyingtypes, qualities and vulnerabilities to development.  A system ofprioritization or ranking would be useful for making the best useof limited resources while protecting the most valuable lands.

Inevitably, changes in land use patterns that are responsive toclimate policy will be motivated by costs. California’s urban formis the result of low cost fuel, and long-standing governmentfunding support for development of roads and highways.  Fuel andenergy costs will become higher and higher – whether or not AB32is implemented.  It is the State’s opportunity (perhapsobligation) to invest in urban forms and transportation systemsthat are as efficient as possible in order to protect Californiansfrom ever higher energy costs and ensure our future prosperity.

Biomass Energy

It is unclear what forms of biomass energy the state isconsidering.  Careful examination of this issue should beconducted to ensure that any biomass energy utilized actually hasa positive impact on the environment over its full life cycle. 

Water

TCG supports further consideration of a state-wide assessment of apublic goods charge (PGC) on water deliveries.  However, fundsderived from this PGC should be used for more than strict waterefficiency measures.  Improvements in water infrastructure –especially where those improvements make conveyance, provision,use or treatment of water more energy and resource efficient wouldserve the goals of AB32 as well as have water reliabilityco-benefits.  

PGC money should also be used to encourage water stewardshipappropriate to local watershed conditions and regional deliverysystems.

A water-related area the ARB may wish to examine in more detail isthe energy generation and emissions reduction potential ofmunicipal waste water treatment systems.  Many of these municipalsystems are nearing the end of their projected lifespan, and whenupgraded or replaced, may be more appropriately configured foremissions capture and energy generation. 

High Global Warming Potential (GWP) Gasses

Because emissions from these gasses are often associated with moretechnologically or economically complex situations, TCG wouldencourage the inclusion in the Scoping Plan of some specificactions or plans aimed at reducing these high GWP gasses.  Forexample: sponsoring sector-specific working groups with technicalexperts to advance the most promising actionable items (forexample, a small retail refrigeration working group).  The outcomeof these working groups could be specific policy or programrecommendations which could inform the ongoing work of the ARB orother agencies, associations and organizations.  

Local Governments and Regional Targets

The Scoping Plan should make more distinct which aspect of a localgovernment or regional target is for the local government’s ownjurisdictional emissions, and which relates to the community as awhole.  

TCG supports setting regional targets although these regionaltargets should not be binding as AB32’s targets are, nor shouldthey be used to create an additional layer of burdensomeadministration or bureaucracy, conflicting or inconsistentstandards or duplicative compliance requirements.   

The Draft Scoping Plan places a great deal of emphasis on the roleof Local Governments. However, local governments may view these as‘unfunded mandates’.  Unless there are resources identified inequal measure to responsibilities, the ARB’s expectations forlocal government engagement and leadership will not be satisfied. 

Local government spending is constrained by requirements for‘nexus’ between funding source and expenditure.  As such,activities related to climate change (and associated energyefficiency or emissions reductions measures) are typically paidfor with general funds.  However, general fund resources fluctuatewith the economy, are typically over-subscribed by City programneeds and would often be insufficient to implement the morecomplex community-wide programs envisioned by the Scoping Plan. Therefore, TCG encourages the ARB to include the use of localcommunity groups (NGOs, Communities of Faith, Business Groups,Foundations, etc.) that can work collaboratively with localgovernments to accomplish the goals of regional programs, withoutthe funding and activity constraints faced by local governments.

TCG also strongly encourages the future resources from fees,allocation auctions or public goods charges be directed insufficient measure to local governments and/or their communitygroup partners to substantially assist their climate-relatedactivities internally as well as throughout their communities.

Transit and Transportation

TCG strongly supports the improvement of transit andtransportation systems in order to provide:
-	Alternatives to automobile and short-haul air travel so that thestate benefits from reduced freeway congestion, 
-	Reduced transportation-related hazardous and criteriapollutants, 
-	Expansion of local or regional employment deliveringtransportation alternatives.  
TCG recommends that a common unit of measure be adopted toevaluate the effectiveness of any transit, transportation system,goods movement improvement programs: reduction of VMT.  This canalso be used as a measure for success in changing land usepatterns over time.

The Draft Scoping Plan mentions the High Speed Rail initiative,but there are other regional rail, light-rail, rapid bus, andother transit programs that should be called out specifically andelaborated in a more comprehensive Land Use section of the ScopingPlan, or in a unique section on Transportation.  Furthermore, theHigh Speed Rail initiative is not assured of success.  The DraftScoping Plan should propose alternate transportation-relatedemissions reductions in the event that High Speed Rail is notimplemented as or when envisioned.

Recycling and Waste

TCG applauds the inclusion of waste, waste diversion and recyclingin the Draft Scoping Plan.  However, to be truly effective, moreassertive terms than ‘move toward’ could be applied to the issueof eventually achieving Zero Waste (ZW).  One option may be torequire local governments to set their own timetables (notexceeding some number of years) for reaching ZW and reporting ontheir progress on regular intervals.

TCG would encourage very careful consideration of the inputs forbiodegradable and/or compostable plastics or related materials. As with many complex environmental and technological issues,waste, recycling and solid waste management can present difficulttrade-offs.  Just one example is that some jurisdictions may wishto encourage or require more biodegradable or compostable articles(plates, cups, containers, etc.) to reduce inputs to landfills oritems presenting a problem as litter.  However, as some of thesearticles are made from food-grade raw materials, their productionmay add to increased price pressures for regional or evenworld-wide food stocks (as has been seen in the food/fuelpressures on grains used for ethanol production).  

Most local governments are too small to the influence manufacturesto change product designs to align with ZW objectives, or tocollaborate with them in consumer or product-based campaigns (e.g.recycling, composting, product specifications or substitutions,etc).  This is an area the state should provide support andleadership.

Emissions Quantification Protocols

TCG strongly encourages the next revision of the Scoping Plan toinclude a table or a list of all of the ongoing emissionsquantification protocols currently in development, underconsideration or on a list for future consideration.  Theseprotocols, such as those for urban forests, agriculturalpractices, forest bio-energy resources, etc., are crucial for therigor, accountability, and transparency necessary for emissionsreductions across many sectors. 

Energy Efficiency – Industrial Audits

The proposed program for larger commercial and industrial facilityenergy audits and recommendations of cost-effective measures is agood idea.  It would be extremely beneficial if the state extendedthe program for energy efficiency audits to municipalities, and inparticlar, the water sector which the recommendation does notappear to include.  Many studies show that the greatest energy usereductions for any water or waste water treatment plant are throughenergy efficiency measures.  

Small and Medium Sized Businesses

This fall, TCG will be releasing a publication, “Guide for a LowCarbon Economy”, directed at small and medium sized businesses,which could provide the foundation of case studies, technicalinformation and outreach the State is seeking to order to supportthis important segment of the California economy.  Further, TCGcould provide specialized outreach or other support to the ARB inreaching this and other economic sectors of the State.

Economic Analyses

TCG eagerly awaits the forthcoming economic analyses discussed atthe July 17th Scoping Plan workshop.  We look forward to seeingmore detailed assessments of:
-	The value of ‘co-benefits’ and costs of ‘first costs ofcompliance’ 
-	Impacts or benefits to disadvantaged communities
-	Estimates of cost-effectiveness of emissions reductions from Capand Trade systems vs. (or in addition to) Carbon Fees. 
-	An evaluation of the technology and behavior ‘forcing’capacities of Cap and Trade vs. (or in addition to) Carbon Fees
-	Estimates of the benefits or costs resulting from there-distribution of funds through the auctioning of allowances andsubsequent distribution of those revenues. 


Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.  The Climate Groupappreciates the diligent efforts of the ARB staff and theoutstanding Draft Scoping Plan they have produced.  We lookforward to working with the Air Resources Board and our othermember organizations to provide comment and further input on theScoping Plan as the next versions are released.

Sincerely,


Margaret Bruce
Western Regional Director
The Climate Group 
650/305-3060
mbruce@theclimategroup.orgAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:26:09No Duplicates.



Comment 210 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: McGreenEmail Address: jamesmcgreen@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: increase renewable energyComment:California is in the position to lead the nation and lead the worldin renewable energy. 33% is not enough. I believe we can get closeto 100% of our energy from renewables, especially including ourgeothermal access.

PHEV's powered by this clean energy will greatly reduce ouremissions. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:26:21No Duplicates.



Comment 211 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Giorgio Last Name: PiccagliEmail Address: GAPiccagli@gmail.comAffiliation: CPHA-N and SCPHASubject: DRAFT Scoping Plan and Public HealthComment:Do not see our comment posted this morning. Posting again in caseit was not received.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/427-2008_joint_carb_letter_fin.docOriginal File Name: 2008 Joint CARB Letter FIN.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:30:42No Duplicates.



Comment 212 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: MielkeEmail Address: mmielke@svlg.netAffiliation: Subject: The Importance of Regional Partnerships to Realize California’s Climate Change GoalsComment:Please see the attached letter from the Silicon Valley LeadershipGroup, which contains points I will be speaking from at the August8 workshop.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/428-ab_32_comment_letter_--_bay_area_regional_compact.docOriginal File Name: AB 32 Comment Letter -- Bay Area Regional Compact.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:51:26No Duplicates.



Comment 213 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SandraLast Name: WittEmail Address: sandra.witt@acgov.orgAffiliation: Subject: Health Inequities and Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the California Air ResourcesBoard:

I commend your leadership in working with many stakeholders to puttogether a ground-breaking and visionary plan for reducinggreenhouse gas emissions – and consequently improving healthconditions – throughout the state of California.  I am writingtoday to highlight specifically the potential impact of ClimateChange Draft Scoping Plan on achieving health equity and ask thatyou take my recommendations into consideration as you move towarda final plan. 

Health inequities are pervasive in Alameda County and acrossCalifornia.  Studies reveal that these inequitable health outcomesare not adequately explained by genetics, access to health care, orrisk behaviors, but instead are to a large extent the result ofprofoundly adverse social and environmental conditions.  Anexamination of West Oakland, a community situated alongside thePort of Oakland and between two freeways, I-880 and I-580,illustrated this point.

Residents living West Oakland can expect to die, on average, morethan a decade before residents of the Oakland Hills and,appallingly, this gap may be increasing.  It is clear that one ofthe underlying causes of this disturbingly large health disparityis the extremely high rates of environmentally-linked disease inWest Oakland.  People living in West Oakland breathe in 3 timesmore diesel particles than other Bay Area residents. As a resultof the exposure, West Oakland residents experience high rates ofdiseases such as cancer and asthma.  As demonstrated in the WestOakland Health Risk Assessment, West Oakland residents experience2.5 times greater lifetime risk of cancer than Bay Area residentsin general and 80% of this excess cancer risk is attributed todiesel trucks.  They have the highest rates of asthmahospitalization in the county – 2.3 times the average – and WestOakland children under five years of age have emergency departmentvisits rates due to asthma nearly three times the county average. 

The asthma rates among children are particularly alarming. Asthmais a chronic disease that can lead to irreversible changes in thearchitecture of the airways in the lungs.  The irreversibility ofthese lung changes is one of the prime reasons that preventingasthma in children by reducing exposure to environmental triggerssuch as diesel is so critical to avoiding a life plagued bychronic disease.  Additionally, asthma places a burden on therespiratory muscles and heart, therefore potentially exacerbatingheart disease, producing heart failure and ultimately increasingthe likelihood of heart attacks, the number one killer of WestOakland residents. 

The impact of the concentration of environmental hazards in WestOakland is particularly devastating to residents’ health becauseof their social vulnerability.  Due to high poverty levels and theprevalence of other psycho-social stressors, as well as a lack ofaccess to healthcare, West Oakland residents are already at riskfor poor health outcomes.  Additionally, there is increasingrecognition that multiple hazards interact and have a cumulativeimpact on residents.  

It is because of the extent and urgency of the health problemsplaguing West Oakland and the many other similar communities inAlameda County and across the state that we urge you to considerour feedback on the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan.  

1.	Ensure protection for already over-impacted communities.  
Equity should be at the fore-front of all aspects of the plan, butmost importantly, it must be central to measures that have thehighest potential for inequitable implementation.  As detailed inthe draft scoping plan, California is joining the Western ClimateInitiative and plans to implement cap-and-trade and carbon offsetprograms.  I have several concerns regarding implementation ofthis plan and its impacts on low-income communities andcommunities of color, including those in Alameda County. Mitigation strategies such as cap-and-trade or offset programsmust not exacerbate already existing health inequities inlow-income communities.  As demonstrated, such communities arealready unequally burdened by extremely poor environmentalconditions and poor health.  The final plan must include adequatesafeguards for these communities, such as:
•	Provisions to prevent “leakage”, such as local emissions caps(in addition to regional caps), to ensure that high-impactcommunities do not experience increased emissions levels whileother communities see improvements. 
•	Re-allocation of funds collected through pollution permits, sothat high-impact communities benefit from the pollution permitssold in their areas.
•	Technical assistance to ensure that small businesses, especiallyminority and women owned businesses, are able to reduce emissionswithout undue financial strain. 
•	Ensure offset activities take place in local “environmentaljustice communities,” such as tree-planting in areas currentlywithout adequate green space.

2.	Generate funds for government programs.
Some cap-and-trade models allow polluting companies to recap mostof the financial benefits.  However some models, such ascap-and-auction, require firms to buy pollution credits directlyfrom the government, allowing the government to then spend thatmoney on programs for the public good.  The final Climate ChangePlan must ensure that the system implemented in California allowsthe government to collect permit fees.  Additionally, these fundsshould be redistributed to create public transit programs, improvewalking and biking options, and compensate communities thatcontinue to bear the brunt of pollutant emissions.  

3.	Land use and transportation policies must be strengthened.
Creating walkable, bikeable, and transit-oriented communities willnot only help reduce greenhouse gas emissions, but also decreaseCalifornia’s obesity and chronic illness rates.  Encouragingactive transport has never been more important than now, the firsttime in modern history the next generation is expected to livelives that are shorter than ours.  Almost one-third of Americanswho commute via public transit meet their daily requirement forphysical activity (30 or more minutes per day) by walking as partof their daily life, including to and from the transit stop.  Byassigning stronger emission reduction targets to land use andtransit policies, the Final Climate Change Plan can harness acritical opportunity to spur meaningful change in the builtenvironment that will mitigate climate change and improve thepublic’s health.  

4.	Set strong local greenhouse gas reduction targets.
Local greenhouse gas reduction targets both ensure that low-incomecommunities do not receive the brunt of emissions while othersbenefit from reductions (“leakage”) and encourage localgovernments to pursue smarter land use planning that facilitateswalking, biking, and public transit use.  While cities andcounties should have choice regarding how to meet these targets,they should prioritize measures that improve community health,especially in vulnerable communities.  The final Climate ChangePlan must provide both financial and technical support to localgovernments to achieve these changes.  

5.	Continue and improve public engagement in this process.
Current adverse environmental conditions that disproportionatelyimpact low income communities of color, and the resulting healthinequities, are too often an indelible reflection of the waydecision-making power is shared with these communities. Historical exclusion from decision-making venues has resulted incommunities of color and low-income communities that aredisproportionately burdened by an abundance of environmentalhazards, including toxin-emitting power plants and other sourcesof noxious pollution. Decision-makers can begin to correct the illhealth effects of systematic injustice by creating a trulyempowering public process. CARB has already made a tremendouseffort in this regard through this open comment period and themany community forums for feedback.  We ask that you continue tocreate opportunities for meaningful engagement in this process asit moves forward into implementation and evaluation.  

Thank you for your hard work on this plan and for yourconsideration of our comments.  The extreme health threats ofclimate change and pollution facing California’s residents arenumerous.  Furthermore, in the U.S., low-income people and peopleof color are at particular risk in part because their health isalready disproportionately compromised, they are more likely to besocially isolated, and they command fewer resources to prepare forand respond to extreme weather events.  This was seen in theaftermath of Hurricane Katrina and Rita, as well as in theweek-long Chicago heat wave of 1995, both of which are examples ofextreme weather events that are expected to increase with climatechange.   

As a result, we must all accept the weight of this public healthcrisis and use every measure available to ensure that ourdecisions reduce health risks to the fullest extent possible.  Itis truly exciting to part of this process as we take bold steps inensuring the future of our planet and our communities.  We submitthese comments, and strongly urge you to revise the Climate ChangeScoping Plan accordingly, to ensure that the final productdemonstrates California’s strong commitment to reducing healthinequities at the same time as reducing global warming andwide-spread health risks.  Thank you again for the opportunity tocomment and please contact us with any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,
 
Sandra Witt, MPH, PhD
Deputy Director of Planning, Policy and Health Equity
Alameda County Public Health Department

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/429-ab_32_alameda_public_health_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB_32_Alameda_Public_Health_comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:56:47No Duplicates.



Comment 214 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KeithLast Name: RobertsEmail Address: kroberts@cityofsacramento.orgAffiliation: Subject: General commentsComment:General Comments

1.	General Comment:  The scope of the Scoping Plan is tremendous. For example the City of Sacramento, a typical city, hasapproximately 1.3% of the State’s population.  Based on this, theCity’s share of various aspects of the plan are:
•	416,000 MWh and 10 million therms need to be saved; thissuggests that every building within the City needs to become 10%to 12% more efficient, on the average (page 21).
•	2,500 solar water heaters need to be installed (page 21).
•	13,000- 3 kW (40 MW) solar photovoltaic systems need to beinstalled by 2017 (Page 30).  As of early 2008, the City has 3MW’s of solar installed within City limits and may have 6 MW atend of 2008.
•	Per capita water use reduction of 20% achieved by 2020 (page28).

Much of the effort to achieve the above will rest with ourelectric and natural gas utilities (SMUD and PG&E), however itseems that great coordination with local jurisdictions will benecessary in order to achieve the goals above.

Consider including some examples of how this plan will affectlocal jurisdictions and up-play to the extent possible that theState will assist efforts in helping cities fund theimplementation.

2.	Page 16: Please clarify the banking of CO2.  Does this meanthat CO2 that is saved during one particular year can be used tooffset excess CO2 that is emitted in a different calendar year?  Iwas under the impression that the vintage of a CO2 savings projecthad to match the vintage of the excess CO2 that is generated.

3.	Page 17: Please clarify how the 427 million metric tons thatwas emitted in 1990 and which is the 2020 goal, relates to the 365million metric tons identified in Table 4 and Figure 2.

4.	Page 46: Define “Valley of Death”

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 16:58:34No Duplicates.



Comment 215 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Hank Last Name: RyanEmail Address: hryan@smallbusinesscalifornia.orgAffiliation: Small Business CaliforniaSubject: Scoping PlanComments from SB-CalComment:Please see attached.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/431-ab32_draft_scoping_plan_comments_073108.docOriginal File Name: AB32 Draft Scoping Plan Comments 073108.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:04:35No Duplicates.



Comment 216 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndyLast Name: ThornleyEmail Address: andy@sfbike.orgAffiliation: San Francisco Bicycle CoalitionSubject: Comments on Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan DocumentComment:The San Francisco Bike Coalition (SFBC) applauds the significantwork that CARB has accomplished in preparing the draft ScopingPlan.  We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments to thiswatershed document.

SFBC enthusiastically supports the overall effort and goals ofthis process.  We have paid particular attention to therecommendations made in the Transportation and Local GovernmentActions sections of the Scoping Plan.  In addition, we stronglysupport all of the “Other Measures Under Evaluation” for thetransportation sector:  feebates, congestion pricing, pay as youdrive insurance, indirect source rules for new development, andpublic education and programs to reduce vehicle travel (p.37-38). These measures are essential to meet the aggressive statewideemission reduction requirements.  While we applaud the inclusionof these measures, we believe the current emission reductionestimates are extremely conservative (Table 22, p.40).  We believecreating a marketplace that values greenhouse gas emissions willstrongly affect consumer behavior and purchases significantlydifferent than business as usual.  

Using these “other” measures, we see significant potential tofurther reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and to integrate landuse and transportation planning (smart growth) to enable andbolster no- and low-emission transportation options.  We believethat these two concepts need to be considered together in order toachieve the greatest possible statewide emissions savings.

We agree that we CARB’s assessment that

“… additional reductions can be achieved by making the connectionbetween transportation and land use. This scenario reflects anincreased emphasis on urban infill development: more mixed usecommunities, improved mobility options, and better designedsuburban environments." (ARB Scoping Plan, p.33)

SFBC recognizes, as does CARB, that many of these planningdecisions are made at the local and regional levels.  However, wethink it is essential that the state demonstrate leadership now insetting standards for transportation requirements associated withdevelopment (new or infill) and not wait until the next cycle ofplanning.  Our experience indicates that people will walk, bike,and use public transportation in their communities if the optionsare available and safe.  But these options require infrastructureto be developed with these transportation goals at the forefrontrather than taking a distant backseat to automobileinfrastructure.

SFBC works with local and regional entities to advocate forbicycling as an everyday mode of transportation.  Through thiswork, we have seen the number of bicyclists increase substantiallyin San Francisco.  Public education, safety and maintenanceclasses, continued advocacy, and infrastructure improvement areall critical elements of increasing the usage of no- andlow-emitting transportation options.  Infrastructure improvementsinclude development of transportation corridors with bike lanes,sidewalks, greening of streets, appropriate lighting, vehiclespeed limit reductions, and generally developing streets to beused by people rather than just automobiles.

In order to truly address the issue of reducing Vehicle MilesTraveled (VMT), alternatives need to be readily available andsupported.  Further land use and development (new or infill) needsto support no- or low-emitting transportation options.  Californiacannot continue to grow and develop as it has and reach the goalsrequired by AB32.  While some of this work can be accomplished atthe local and regional level, the state must play an importantrole.  Similar to the energy efficiency requirements the stateplace on appliance manufacturers and the building trades, we needto have standards for transportation infrastructure, and indirecttransportation emissions associated with land development (new andinfill).  We encourage action to be taken at the statewide level. 

We strongly support CARB’s efforts to ensure that the CaliforniaEnvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) compliance requirements areadequate to uphold the intent of the law. We also supportdirecting of some portion of potential revenues generated from theemission reduction measures to local governments:

Incentives to local governments – Funding or other incentives tolocal governments for well-designed land-use planning andinfrastructure projects can do much to discourage long commutesand encourage walking, bicycling and use of transit. (p.47-48)

CARB correctly recognizes that measures like Congestion Charging,PAYD, and indirect source fees have a positive economic benefitand reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  State government action isessential for at least most of these measures (congestion chargingand pay-as-you-drive insurance, for instance), and these measuresshould be added to the proposed measures rather than included withthose "under consideration".  They will encourage bicycling,walking, and transit use.  

To further facilitate this transition, CARB should auction 100% ofall greenhouse gas emission allowances under a cap & trade system,or impose a carbon fee.  For every $1 price per ton (througheither allowance sales or a carbon fee), there will be almost $4billions dollars in revenue over the 2012-2020 timeframe.  Funding for transitioning to a cleaner and more efficient futureis the most important priority for use of this revenue. For thetransportation sector share of those resources, priorities shouldinclude bicycle, pedestrian, and transit improvements in additionto targeting vehicle tailpipe emissions.


We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Plan.  Wehope to provide further input into this important process.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/432-sfbc_carb_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: SFBC_CARB_comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:07:12No Duplicates.



Comment 217 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AddieLast Name: JacobsonEmail Address: addie@lqei.comAffiliation: Ebbetts Pass Forest WatchSubject: Comments on "Sustainable Forests" Section 7 of Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find the comments of Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch.
Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/433-epfw_draft_scoping_comments.docOriginal File Name: EPFW draft scoping comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:13:15No Duplicates.



Comment 218 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WillLast Name: SemmesEmail Address: will.semmes@dgs.ca.govAffiliation: Department of General ServicesSubject: DGS Comments on Scoping Plan DraftComment:Please see the attached letter with our comments on the ScopingPlan Draft.  DGS intends to submit its comments on the Appendicesby August 11.  Thank you, Will SemmesAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/434-dgs_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: DGS Comments on Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:22:26No Duplicates.



Comment 219 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 220 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JenniferLast Name: Smith GrubbEmail Address: smithjen@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: Subject: Los Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action and Sustainability CommentsComment:Hello,

Please find attached comments on the AB32 Draft Scoping Plan fromthe Los Angeles Regional Collaborative for Climate Action andSustainability submitted by Next 10.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Smith Grubb
Next 10 Environmental ConsultantAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/436-ab_32_la_collaborative_final_letter_080108.docOriginal File Name: AB 32 LA Collaborative final letter 080108.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 17:44:09No Duplicates.



Comment 221 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LisaLast Name: HoyosEmail Address: lhoyos@citizen.orgAffiliation: Subject: cap and trade and WCIComment:California's leadership within the WCI should not be focused uponthe development of a cap and trade program, but rather on workingwith the other jurisdictions to share best practices regarding thedirect regulation methods that have made California a leader ofenvironmental regulation. The failure of cap and trade in Europeshould teach us that this approach should not be the centerpieceof our collaboration with Western jurisdictions. Start with thehistorically proven methods first. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 19:10:05No Duplicates.



Comment 222 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: dindaLast Name: evansEmail Address: dindamcp4@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: draft scoping planComment:I hope you recommend the following eight crucial GHG actions forCARB¡¯s plan:

1) Make big polluters pay for all their emissions. Programrevenues should go toward clean technologies, green jobs, andcost-cutting measures for low-income consumers. CARB also shouldnarrowly limit offsets.
2) Consider cap-and-auction just one tool among market mechanisms.Other tools should be brought forward more robustly, includingfeed-in tariffs and carbon fees in the Plan¡¯s near-term actionagenda.
3) Give the 33-percent renewable electricity standard by 2020 theforce of law, either through legislation or regulatory action.
4) Promote and enable Community Choice Electricity Aggregation(CCA) and its potentially powerful GHG reductions.
5) Give more specificity and amplitude to the goal of electrifyingtransportation, especially greatly expanding ZEV numbers (plug-insand electric cars) beyond CARB's currently too low projectedlevels.
6) Greatly strengthen the too-modest land use and agriculturalsections of Plan.
7) Bolster requirements for zero waste and recycling, as well asExtended Producer Responsibility (EPR).
8) Ensure that actions to reduce greenhouse gases also help,whenever possible, to clean up California¡¯s unhealthy air. 

the planet is dying, city by city, nation by nation. Please care.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 20:37:50No Duplicates.



Comment 223 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatrickLast Name: GriffithEmail Address: pgriffith@lacsd.orgAffiliation: Subject: LACSD_Comment_Letter_on_June_2008_Climate_Change_Draft_Scoping_PlanComment:Attached is our comment letter on the Draft Scoping Plan and itsAppendices.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/441-lacsd_comment_letter_on_june_2008_climate_change_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: LACSD_Comment_Letter_on_June_2008_Climate_Change_Draft_Scoping_Plan.PDF Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 21:50:23No Duplicates.



Comment 224 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ValLast Name: MenottiEmail Address: VMenott@bart.govAffiliation: BARTSubject: General - Transit / Land Use / Regional Targets / Cap+TradeComment:see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/442-carb_draft_scoping_plan_-_bart_comments__08-07-31_.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Draft Scoping Plan - BART Comments (08-07-31).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 21:54:40No Duplicates.



Comment 225 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndyLast Name: PhamEmail Address: andypham5@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Go Vegie First then Go Green laterComment:According Food and agriculture Organization of United Nation(
http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html),
livestock is a major threat to environment. Livestock generates65
percent of human-related nitrous oxide, which has 296 times the
Global Warming Potential (GWP) of CO2. Most of this comes from
manure.   And it accounts for respectively 37 percent of all
human-induced methane (23 times as warming as CO2), which is
largely produced by the digestive system of ruminants, and 64
percent of ammonia, which contributes significantly to acid rain.
Livestock use 30 percent of the earth’s entire land surface,mostly
permanent pasture but also including 33 percent of the global
arable land used to producing feed for livestock, the report
notes. As forests are cleared to create new pastures, it is a
major driver of deforestation, especially in Latin America where,
for example, some 70 percent of former forests in the Amazon have
been turned over to grazing. 

We should stop to raising animals, stop kill them, and stop eat
their meats for our health and save the planet. 

I would like to share more information with you. Please go to the
below websites.
1. http://www.ecofoodprint.org/climate.html
2. http://www.suprememastertv.com

We have a shot time and few chances to save our planet. I believe
you will do very well on it. Thanks for all you affords.

Sincerely

Andy Pham
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 22:17:57No Duplicates.



Comment 226 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CathyLast Name: KarlstadEmail Address: Cathy.Karlstad@sce.comAffiliation: Southern California EdisonSubject: SCE Comments on the Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find Southern California Edison Company's Commentson the Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/444-sce_comments_on_carb_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: SCE Comments on CARB Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 22:39:52No Duplicates.



Comment 227 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RickLast Name: RowEmail Address: rrow@sustainablesiliconvalley.orgAffiliation: Sustainable Silicon ValleySubject: Sustainable Silicon Valley commentsComment:Please find attached comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/445-ssv_to_carb_8-1-08.docOriginal File Name: SSV to CARB 8-1-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 22:43:08No Duplicates.



Comment 228 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusieLast Name: BerlinEmail Address: sberlin@mccarthylaw.comAffiliation: Northern California Power AgencySubject: Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Attached please find the comments of the Northern California PowerAgency on the Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/446-comments_to_carb_re_6-26-08_draft_scoping_plan__08-01-08_.pdfOriginal File Name: comments to CARB re 6-26-08 DRAFT scoping plan _08-01-08_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 23:15:43No Duplicates.



Comment 229 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GerardLast Name: McCabeEmail Address: gmccabeesq@aol.comAffiliation: KPC GEMB ENERGY LLCSubject: GENERAL COMMENTSComment:Please find the attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/447-kpc_gemb_energy_llc_ab_32_scope_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: KPC GEMB ENERGY LLC AB 32 SCOPE COMMENTS.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 23:34:46No Duplicates.



Comment 230 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: WymanEmail Address: robert.wyman@lw.comAffiliation: Latham & WatkinsSubject: California Climate Coalition CommentsComment:Attached please find the California Climate Coalition comments onthe draft AB32 scoping plan, together with the California ClimateCoalition "California First" proposal.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/448-ccc_comments_on_arb_draft_scoping_plan_final.docOriginal File Name: CCC Comments on ARB Draft Scoping Plan FINAL.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 23:44:34No Duplicates.



Comment 231 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: WymanEmail Address: robert.wyman@lw.comAffiliation: Latham & WatkinsSubject: California Climate Coalition Comments - CA First ProposalComment:Attached please find the attachment to the California ClimateCoalition Comments (the "California First" proposal).Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/449-california_first_-_full_version.pdfOriginal File Name: California First - Full Version.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-01 23:46:00No Duplicates.



Comment 232 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EldaLast Name: MedeirosEmail Address: eldamedeiros@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:With regard to AB 32 I request that lesgislation:

 Make sure that low-income communities are not harmed.
• Use funds generated by AB 32 to invest in "green jobs" trainingand education programs in low-income communities.
• Prohibit giving away free pollution credits to companies. Makesure polluters pay the full cost of the pollution they create.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-02 09:27:20No Duplicates.



Comment 233 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KevinLast Name: CushingEmail Address: kevincushing@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment: It is important that low-income communities are not harmed, and soplease consider the impact on them in your deliberations.

 Use funds generated by AB 32 to invest in "green jobs" trainingand education programs in low-income communities.

 Prohibit giving away free pollution credits to companies. Makesure polluters pay the full cost of the pollution they create.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-02 15:02:21No Duplicates.



Comment 234 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KenLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: kjinnovation@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments re EJAC meeting of 7/30/2008 and the AB 32 Draft Scoping PlanComment:To the Environmental Justice Advisory Committee:

	I have a number of questions (enumerated below) and concernsabout ARB’s implementation of AB 32. Many of these issues havebeen addressed in my previous communications with ARB, but thesematters are also within the purview of the EJAC’s advisoryresponsibilities under AB 32. ARB has generally beennon-responsive to questions about the meaning and legalinterpretation of AB 32, and I encourage the EJAC to communicatewith ARB on these issues to bring them within the scope of the“open public process” called for by AB 32, and to clearlyestablish the legislative policy foundation for ARB’s regulatorystrategy.
...
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/455-kenjohnson_2008_08_04.pdfOriginal File Name: KenJohnson_2008_08_04.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-03 14:09:42No Duplicates.



Comment 235 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandallLast Name: KeenEmail Address: rkeen@manatt.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of the County of Los Angeles to the AB 32 Draft Scoping PlanComment:Comments of the County of Los Angeles to the AB 32 Draft ScopingPlanAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/460-county_of_la_comments_to_scoping_plan.docOriginal File Name: County of LA Comments to Scoping Plan.DOC Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 09:41:24No Duplicates.



Comment 236 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Karen Last Name: BaroldiEmail Address: kbaroldi@ocsd.com Affiliation: Orange County Sanitation DistrictSubject: Comment Letter on Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan Comment:Please find attached the Orange County Sanitation District'scomment letter on the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan. Thankyou.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/461-ocsd_ab32_scopingplan_comment_letter.pdfOriginal File Name: OCSD_AB32_ScopingPlan_Comment_Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 10:37:26No Duplicates.



Comment 237 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Joyce MLast Name: EdenEmail Address: comment@sonic.netAffiliation: West Valley Citizens Air WatchSubject: GeneralComment:West Valley Citizens Air Watch (WVCAW) Comments:

General 1) 
Reduction of Green House Gases (GHG) need to be linked in tandemto reductions in toxic air contaminants (TAC) and other harmfulair pollutants. We ask that California Air Resources Board (CARB)remain clear at all times not to trade off one for the other.While in many cases, reduction in one category will achievereduction in the other, this is not so across the board.

General 2) 
Even with increases in population, if California agencies, boards,the legislature and the governor are serious regarding GHGreductions, they can accomplish significant  reductions in  theamount of electricity needed to be generated to support Californiaresidents and businesses.

If GHG emissions is a critically serious situation for our planet,it is time to think outside the box. For example, consider thatwhen the engineered “energy crisis” of 2000 and 2001 was takingplace, and PG&E went bankrupt, the governor and legislature couldhave created out of it a regional public utility. After all, thepublic already subsidizes much of the infrastructure upon whichthe utility is built and electricity is after all a necessarypublic good.

Keeping the profit margin along with shareholders demanding everincreasing profits in the equation is diametrically opposed toreducing both the monetary costs to the public  and the amount ofelectric generation. Taking the profit motive out of the equationwill lead to lower prices and public buy-in of reductions forenvironmental protection. 

An illustrative example are the two electric generators inCleveland, Ohio, one public and one private. The public served bythe public utility pays lower electric costs and has more moneyleft in their bank accounts than those served by the privatefor-profit company. The electricity works the same. 

Another advantage of a public utility is transparency. Documentsregarding pricing and pollution would be available to the public-- should not the public be able to review these importantconsiderations? We think so.

General 3)
The Cap and Trade scheme has been found to have failed in theEuropean Union. Are we going to follow on with the same failedscheme? It’s a bad idea whose time has past. Let’s keep it there.

General 4)
Passive solar buildings, photovoltaics, wind power, insulation,substitution of lower Carbon Intensity Factor (CIF) materials,awareness and reduction in waste are some of the contributors tothis future reduction. Californians have already proven they canreduce their per capita use of electricity. Yet so much waste andunnecessary expenditure of electric power remains for the picking.This, with no reduction in quality or enjoyment of life. 

General 5)
West Valley Citizens Air Watch asks to be included as aStakeholder for purposes of AB 32 regulation development andrelated regulations and issues. We ask to be included in anymeetings, discussions, rule making and regulation developmentregarding cement kilns, cement production, uses of concrete andalternatives to limestone clinker, cement, and concrete.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 11:39:50No Duplicates.



Comment 238 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: FaustEmail Address: tfaust@redwoodrenewables.comAffiliation: Redwood RenewablesSubject: California Needs Residential Feed in TariffsComment:Over 450 Million citizens in Europe and elsewhere are successfullyusing a Feed In Tariff mechanism to stimulate their renewableenergy portfolio.  Feed in Tariffs make sense because you can usethe residential rooftop to make your own energy plus make enoughenergy to power your PHEV.  With new July 2008 technologydeveloped by MIT, you will be able to manufacture your ownhydrogen gas to heat your own home too. California has twice thesun of Europe yet we have no economic incentives to change thestatus quo.  With a FIT program in place Germany now produces moreRenewables than California.  By 2012 Germany will exceed a 20%production of Renewables by using their FIT.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 11:42:46No Duplicates.



Comment 239 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JacobLast Name: TobiasEmail Address: jtobias@sf.wrtdesign.comAffiliation: Subject: Land Use and Transportation ApproachComment:The plan is remarkably timid in its approach to land use andtransportation. Reducing automobile travel and creating morewalkable and transit-oriented developments will reduce emissions.It will also provide a wide array of other benefits, such asencouraging more active lifestyles, providing a range of housingchoices, and reducing dependence on expensive foreign oil. CARBneeds to do more to take advantage of a strategy with so manybenefits.
•	I support CARB's inclusion of better community design andreducing VMT, but the proposed reduction target for land use andtransportation of 2 million metric tons (MMT) of greenhouse gasesis way too low. The target should be at least 9-10 MMT. 
•	The plan has omitted critical measures to create a world classpublic transportation system and encourage innovativecongestion-relief programs that can ease people's commutes whilereducing emissions. 
•	Rather than adopting a one-size-fits-all approach, CARB shouldset firm targets for regions and authorize regions and localitiesto choose from a suite of policy tools to achieve the targets. 
•	CARB should adopt a series of key policy tools currently underconsideration, including the Indirect Source Rule,Pay-As-You-Drive Insurance, Congestion Pricing, and IncentivePrograms. These tools will help regions and localities achieve thetargets while generating revenues to implement greenhouse gasreduction strategies and programs. 
•	The plan should make it a top priority to invest in and sustainpublic transportation and programs to improve transportationefficiency and reduce congestion. 
•	Cities, counties and regions should be given incentives toconserve forests and working landscapes that sequester carbon,provide local food, reduce wildfire hazard and help native plantsand animals adapt to a changing climate.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 17:58:11No Duplicates.



Comment 240 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NormanLast Name: PedersenEmail Address: npedersen@hanmor.comAffiliation: Southern California Public Power AuthorSubject: Southern California Public Power Authority Comment on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached the Southern California Public Power AuthorityComment on Draft Scoping Plan submitted to tAir Resources Board on8/1/08Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/467-300226001nap08010801.pdfOriginal File Name: 300226001nap08010801.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-04 19:03:09No Duplicates.



Comment 241 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 242 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimaleeLast Name: PlankEmail Address: jimalee_p@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: draft AB32 Scoping planComment: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 theState to
increase renewable energy and reduce vehicle miles travelled.Please
consider these recommendations for inclusion in the Final ScopingPlan:
- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap.Polluters should
pay for their emissions, not be given free permits that subsidizecoal and
prolong the transition to cleaner energy.
- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to
provide a Dividend to compensate consumers. With gasoline at$4.50/gallon
and rising electricity prices, helping consumers deal with fueland
electricity costs is the best use of auction revenues.
- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help
fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Fees can also providefunding
sources for clean technologies, green jobs, energy efficiencyprograms, and
more.
Sincerely,

Jimalee PlankAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 09:49:06No Duplicates.



Comment 243 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 244 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 245 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 246 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HenryLast Name: GardnerEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Association of Bay Area GovernmentsSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/473-7_31_08_associationofbayareagovernments.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_31_08_associationofbayareagovernments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 11:43:39No Duplicates.



Comment 247 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ElizabethLast Name: GavricEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: California Association of RealtorsSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/474-7_16_08_californiaassociationofrealtors.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_16_08_californiaassociationofrealtors.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 11:46:23No Duplicates.



Comment 248 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 249 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Philip Last Name: RatcliffEmail Address: skazz999W@netscape.netAffiliation: Subject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:It seems that every day, I read another item about a huge chunk ofice breaking free from the Antartic ice self, or about open waterat the North Pole. Each year, the Arctic Sea ice forms later, andmelts earlier. 
The human race is gambling with its future, if it doesn't quickly,decisively, and resolutely attack global warming. I think that itwill take a catastrophic event to bring action from the nations,and by then it will be too late. Humanity must act before acatastrophic event gets its attention.     Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 12:37:32No Duplicates.



Comment 250 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: BusterudEmail Address: jwbb@pge.comAffiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric CompanySubject: Comments of PG&E on the CARB's Draft Scoping PlanComment:August 5, 2008	VIA ELECTRONIC FILING




Ms. Mary Nichols, Chairman
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD 
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Mr. James Goldstene, Executive Officer
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Mr. Chuck Shulock, Chief
Office of Climate Change
CALIFORNIA AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95812-2828

Re: 	Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s Comments on the AB 32Draft Scoping Plan

Dear Chairman Nichols and Messrs. Goldstene and Shulock:
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (“PG&E”) welcomes the opportunityto provide these initial comments on the California Air ResourcesBoard’s (“ARB”) June 2008 Draft AB 32 Scoping Plan (“Draft Plan”). Our comments are summarized in this letter and are set forth morefully in the attached document.  Although PG&E addresses the DraftPlan’s overall approach and strategy, please consider thesecomments preliminary as we await the ARB’s Supplemental Analysesand continue our review of the Technical Appendices released onJuly 22, 2008.  In particular, we believe that further analyses ofthe technological feasibility and cost effectiveness of theproposed measures will be essential to allow meaningful publicevaluation of the Draft Plan and its impacts.
 
PG&E and our customers share California’s desire to continueleadership on climate change, and this is why we were the firstinvestor-owned utility to support enactment of AB 32.  PG&E is agas and electric utility serving one in twenty Americans and iscommitted to leadership on climate change.  Our customers haveinvested and continue to invest in customer energy efficiency(“CEE”) programs and a clean electric generating portfolio, sothat our emissions are among the lowest of any utility in thenation.  During the 2009   2011 period alone, PG&E expects tospend nearly $1.9 billion of customer funded revenue for variousCEE programs that will save more than 5,784 gigawatt hours ofelectricity and 108 million therms of natural gas annually.  TheGHG emissions associated with the electricity we provide are amongthe lowest of any large utility in the country, approximately 40%of the CO2 emitted by the average utility.  Currently, over 50% ofthe electricity PG&E delivers to its customers comes from sourcesthat emit no greenhouse gases at all.

PG&E approaches AB 32 implementation guided by five keyobjectives: 

1.	Ensure environmental integrity through adoption and use ofmandatory, real and verifiable reductions;

2.	Manage costs to California consumers and businesses by pursuingcost-effective and technologically feasible reduction strategiesand a consumer-oriented allowance allocation approach; 

3.	Solidify California’s national leadership role on climatechange by creating a model program that can be integratedeffectively with future regional, national and internationalprograms;

4.	Equitably apportion reduction obligations to ensure that allsectors pay their fair share.  State-wide reduction obligationsshould be apportioned to ensure that no single source, sector, norits customers, assumes a disproportionate cost burden; and

5.	Rely as much as possible on market and flexible compliancemechanisms to encourage and accelerate the most efficient,cost-effective pathway to sustainable, available emissionreductions across all sectors.

With these objectives in mind, the following highlights some ofour initial over-arching comments on the Draft Plan.

A.	The Draft Plan Properly Takes a Comprehensive Approach ToAchieving GHG Reductions.

AB 32 calls for ARB to consider three critical questions as itimplements measures to meet the AB 32 goals:

1.	Will the emissions reduction measures work?  For example, arethey technologically feasible?

2.	Are the emissions reduction measures cost-effective?  Forexample, is each measure cost-effective compared to alternativemeasures or programs that could be undertaken to achieve the samequantity of reduction?

3.	Are the emissions reduction measures fair and equitable whencompared to the relative contribution of each source and sector tooverall GHG emissions in California?

PG&E recognizes - as does the ARB itself - that the Draft Plan ispreliminary in this respect and that a more complete plan willcome later this year.  We look forward to working with ARB tobetter define these key issues in the coming months.

 It is often said that there is no “silver bullet” to address thechallenge of climate change and that is why it is criticallyimportant for California to pursue all “technologically feasible”“cost-effective” options to achieve the AB 32 emission reductiontargets.  The Draft Plan takes an important first step toward thiscomprehensive approach, relying on a wide range of measures,including market mechanisms and programs.

B.	PG&E Supports the Draft Plan’s Endorsement of Cap and TradeMarket Mechanisms to Achieve Verifiable, Timely, andCost-Effective GHG Reductions.

PG&E supports and commends the ARB’s conclusion that a properlydesigned, multi-sector cap and trade program (and one ideallylinked to the Western Climate Initiative (“WCI”)) can achievereal, quantifiable, timely, and cost-effective GHG reductions(Draft Plan, p. 15).

Cap-and-trade leverages market forces to pursue and implement theleast-cost reductions.  Effective use of market mechanisms willdrive the development of the next generation of clean,highly-efficient technologies and practices.  Indeed, thechallenge demonstrated thus far in accurately determining costeffectiveness for a limited number of well established measuresillustrates why cap-and-trade is a superior approach fordelivering the most cost-effective reductions.  As required by AB32, integration with WCI or a national program will also begin toprovide the necessary harmonization of California’s market withemerging regional, national and, ultimately international carbontrading programs.  Although AB 32 requires that any cap-and-tradeprogram either must be “necessary” or “desirable” – we believe itis both.  (HSC § 38561(b).)  A well-designed market is “necessary”for leveraging lower cost reductions and “desirable” for spurringinnovation that may not come from traditional regulatoryprograms.

 
C.	The Scoping Plan Must Include Cost Effectiveness andTechnological Feasibility as Criteria for Evaluating ReductionMeasures.

PG&E supports several of the Draft Plan’s criteria for developingpreliminary recommendations for GHG reduction measures, such as:“Achieve the 2020 Cap”; “Maximize economic benefits and minimizeeconomic harm;” and “Provide leadership and influence othergovernments;” and “Assure that emissions reductions required ofeach sector are equitable” (Draft Plan, pp. 49, 50).  We believeit critical, however, for the final Scoping Plan to includecost-effectiveness and technological feasibility as core criteriafor evaluating GHG reduction measures as required by the AB 32statute (HSC § 38561(a)).  We look to the final Plan to moreexpressly evaluate cost effectiveness and technologicalfeasibility across all sectors and sources and provide data andanalyses to support each of the recommended reduction measures.

D.	Due to Uncertainties Associated With Some ProgrammaticMeasures, the Draft Plan Should be Open to Greater Reliance on theBroader Trading Market for Cost-Effective Emission Reductions.

As noted above, we support a comprehensive, multi-faceted approachto achieving AB 32’s targets.  It will take much effort across theCalifornia economy to achieve the ambitious objectives called forby AB 32.  We note, however, that the Draft Plan relies heavily onuncertain and potentially infeasible programmatic and regulatorytargets.  Further, we believe that an over-emphasis on fixedprogrammatic measures or regulatory programs could come at theexpense of developing a more robust and efficient regional,national, and ultimately international trading market, where morecost-effective reductions could potentially be found.

Although we share the goal of increased renewables, there are anumber of critical issues beyond our control that must beresolved:  (1) adequacy of supply; (2) adequacy and availabilityof transmission infrastructure; (3) how to integrate new renewableresources into the grid and manage over generation; and (4) renewalof existing federal Production Tax Credits (“PTC”) and InvestmentTax Credits (“ITC”).  For example, regardless of our sharedcommitment to increased renewables, if ITC and PTC are notextended, some developers may face significant delays or simplynot be able to proceed with their projects.  While PG&E agreesthat the state must address the barriers to 33% now, we believe itis extremely optimistic - given these challenges - to assume aspecific level of GHG reductions associated with a greatlyincreased RPS at this time.

Likewise, an expansion of CHP electric generation sources is onlya GHG reduction measure if the additional CHP has true efficiencyadvantages and is matched against existing thermal load.  Based oncurrently available information, PG&E questions whether capacityexists for the 30,000 GWH of CHP assumed by the Draft Plan torepresent GHG reduction opportunities.  Cost-effective andefficient CHP in reasonable quantities should need no supportingmandates, as both the industrial sector and the electricity sectorwill be part of the cap-and-trade market.  Indeed, regulatorymandates for CHP could conceivably increase GHG emissions byencouraging inefficient CHP, while a market-based mechanism suchas cap-and-trade would provide sufficient incentive for efficientCHP where “business as usual thermal load” exists.

The CEE targets assumed by the Draft Plan rely on extraordinarilyambitious government action, technology advancement, markettransformation, and unprecedented customer adoption and rebatelevels.  The numbers being relied upon in the 2012 – 2020 Plansissued by the California Public Utilities Commission are scheduledto be adjusted in 2010 and we would anticipate costs to increasesubstantially.  The ARB must consider and rigorously evaluatethese uncertainties in the Draft Plan CEE targets and consider abroader range of emissions reductions associated with CEE.  Mostimportant, if the state is to achieve its CEE targets, it isessential that all utilities – both investor owned (“IOU”) andpublicly owned (“POU”) – contribute their fair share of CEEsavings.  Additional targets for CEE should be applied first toPOUs before looking to expand already ambitious IOU programs. Finally, government codes and standards must be rigorous andstrictly enforced if we are to realize projected CEE savings.

PG&E is committed to our current leading energy efficiency andrenewables programs, but significantly increased CEE, renewablesand CHP mandates with specific, set-aside targets should bede-emphasized when outcomes are so uncertain, technologies are yetto be developed, and costs are indeterminate.  As mandates offerlittle choice in how to meet goals, they should be based onrealistic and accepted methodologies.  Again, ARB may want toconsider greater reliance on the ability of the market to delivercost-effective, innovative, and substantial emission-reductionopportunities and less reliance on programmatic measures whereCalifornia and California’s businesses are already taking a boldleadership.  By leveraging these market forces to achievereductions in a cost-effective manner, the Draft Plan will servemore nimbly and effectively as a map with multiple roads toachieving targets in 2020 and beyond.

E.	The Draft Plan May Place an Inequitable and Unfair Burden onthe California Electric Sector and its Customers.

State-wide reduction obligations should be apportioned under AB 32to ensure that no single sector, nor its customers, assumes adisproportionate cost or quantitative burden relative to theircontribution to state-wide emissions.  For example, PG&E isconcerned that the Draft Plan may place an inequitable complianceburden on utility sector customers by imposing programmaticmeasures that have not been shown to be cost-effective ortechnologically feasible.

In this regard, AB 32 requires ARB to adopt a regulatory programthat “takes into account the relative contribution of each sourceor source category to statewide greenhouse gas emissions,” and“consider[s] the significance of contribution of each source orcategory of sources to statewide emissions of greenhouse gases”and “design the regulations . . . in a manner that is equitable”(HSC §§ 38561(e), 38562(b)(1) and (9)).

PG&E believes ARB should approach the issue of inter-sector equityby ensuring that all sectors bear their fair share of overall GHGreduction costs, based on relative contributions to overallemissions regardless of which sector actually performs thereductions.

F.	The Use of Environmentally Sound and Verifiable Offsets Will beNecessary to Meet AB 32’s Targets in a Cost-Effective Manner.

PG&E strongly supports the use of offsets as an indispensable toolfor reducing GHG emissions outside a cap-and-trade system whilecontrolling the costs of regulated firms complying with emissionstargets.  To this end, it is important to maintain a balancebetween supply and demand and to ensure that sufficient liquidityis available in the cap-and-trade market.  These objectives willbe better achieved with a higher availability of quality offsets.

A robust offset program, governed by rigorous standards, willensure reductions achieved outside the cap are environmentallyequivalent to those that occur at emission sources subject to thecap.  Offset protocols should be thorough; and qualifying projectsthat meet the protocol standards should not be subject to furthercase-by-case review or discounting.  PG&E also believes thatensuring high quality offsets should be our collective focus.  Inthat spirit, the Draft Plan should clearly signal that -- as longas the offsets meet rigorous standards -- there should be nogeographic or quantitative limits on their use for compliancepurposes.

G.	A Successful Cap-and-Trade Program Will Need to Address KeyDesign Issues Including Allowance Allocation, Cost-ContainmentMechanisms, and Apportionment of Emissions Responsibility.

PG&E commends the ARB for its decision to include a cap-and-tradeprogram as one of the measures in the Draft Plan.  As the agencycontinues to work with the California Public Utilities Commission,the California Energy Commission, the 23 other states and provincesparticipating in the WCI process, as well as the other importantstakeholders, we look forward to more details and principles fordesign of the trading program.  For example, by incorporatingcost-containment mechanisms, such as an allowance price “collar”under a cap-and-trade program, policymakers and stakeholders canensure that long-term emission reduction goals are met, while atthe same time providing for an orderly transition to a low-carboneconomy through a greater degree of price predictability andreduced price volatility.

For electric sector participation in a cap-and-trade program, PG&Esupports the distribution of allowance value for the benefit ofelectricity consumers, while promoting investment in newlow-carbon technologies or programs that also benefit customersand the communities we serve.  This is because households andbusinesses at the end of the electricity supply chain, regardlessof the point of regulation, will ultimately bear the costs - inthe form of higher electricity prices - of a GHG cap-and-tradeprogram.  This is fully consistent with AB 32’s requirement thatgood-faith efforts to be made to make opportunities available todisadvantaged communities in California to benefit from measuresundertaken to reduce GHG emissions in the state (HSC § 38565). This is particularly important because low-income earners are alarge and growing segment of California’s population.  Therefore,electricity consumers should be entitled to the value inherent inthe allowances in order to partially offset increased costs, aswell as provide capital to help these consumers transition to alow-carbon economy.

Finally, the design principles for a regional or WCI-basedcap-and-trade program should include details on how Californiaintends to apportion its compliance responsibility among all thestates in a regional cap-and-trade program.  This becomesparticularly important for GHG emissions sources located outsideCalifornia, such as coal- and gas-fired power plants who exporttheir power to California but whose emissions would be regulateddirectly by the states in which they are located.

H.	The Draft Plan Inputs and Analyses of Technological Feasibilityand Cost Effectiveness Must be Clear and Available to the Public AsSoon as Possible. 

	PG&E understands that the modeling and analyses of costeffectiveness and technological feasibility are to be addressedand provided to the public in supplemental information prior toissuance of the next iteration of the Draft Plan.  However, inlight of the great importance of these analytical and modelingissues, we provide initial input in the attached commentsregarding possible ambiguities and deficiencies in the assumptionsin the Draft Plan.  Taken together, correcting these numbers woulddecrease the GHG reductions associated with the measures bymillions of tons.  The reductions are in addition to, and distinctfrom, the uncertainties in implementing the measures describedabove further underscoring the increased role market-basedmechanisms may need to play in meeting AB 32’s goals.

 
	Thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments.  We lookforward to working constructively with ARB, other state agencies,concerned stakeholders, and members of the public to tackle thechallenge of global climate change and to ensure the successfulimplementation of AB 32.

Very truly yours,

/s/

JOHN W. BUSTERUD

JWB:kp

Attachment
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/477-080508_comments_of_pg_e_on_draft_scoping_plan_00065452.pdfOriginal File Name: 080508_Comments of PG&E on Draft Scoping Plan_00065452.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 15:38:31No Duplicates.



Comment 251 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Helen Last Name: BourneEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/478-8_05_08_helenbourne.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_05_08_helenbourne.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 15:54:44No Duplicates.



Comment 252 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 253 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AimeeLast Name: BarnesEmail Address: aimee.barnes@ecosecurities.comAffiliation: EcoSecuritiesSubject: EcoSecurities Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see attachment for comments by EcoSecurities on draftscoping plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/480-ab_32_comments_ecosecurities_08-08.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Comments EcoSecurities 08-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 17:24:20No Duplicates.



Comment 254 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: The Honorable DaveLast Name: JonesEmail Address: assemblymember.jones@assembly.ca.govAffiliation: California State AssemblySubject: Cap & Trade and Land Use SectorComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment; the attached Worddocument addresses the cap and trade proposal and the contributionto be made from the Land Use Sector.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/481-scoping_plan_comments_8-04-08.docOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan comments 8-04-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-05 17:51:04No Duplicates.



Comment 255 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeoLast Name: MirasEmail Address: LeoM@environmentalhealth.orgAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Attached are the Environmental Health Coalition's comments on thedraft Scoping Plan. 

Thank YouAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/482-ab_32-_scoping_plan_comments2.docOriginal File Name: Ab 32- Scoping Plan Comments2.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 09:07:43No Duplicates.



Comment 256 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StevenLast Name: KellyEmail Address: steven@iepa.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of the Independent Energy Producers AssociationComment:Comments of the Independent Energy Producers AssociationAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/483-iep_comments_on_carb_climate_change_draft_scoping_plan__--__final__8-6-08__.docOriginal 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 11:47:40No Duplicates.



Comment 257 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnnemarieLast Name: VincentEmail Address: avincent@sacbreathe.orgAffiliation: Breathe California of SacramentoSubject: Support  with recommendations for the Scoping PlanComment:Breathe California of Sacramento Emigrant Trails is pleased toparticpate in the public commnent period.  We appreicate all thework that has gone into the development of this plan and lookforward to its adoption.   Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/484-scoping_plan_support_letter_08-08.pdfOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Support Letter 08-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 12:12:22No Duplicates.



Comment 258 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Dorothy Last Name: RockrockEmail Address: drothrock@cmta.netAffiliation: AB 32 Implementation GroupSubject: Scoping Plan & Appendices CommentsComment:RESENDING THIS MESSAGE -- LAST MESSAGE THE DOCUMENT WOULD NOTOPEN.

Attached please find a letter to Chairwoman Nichols on behalf ofthe AB 32 Implementation Group.  The AB 32 Implementation Group isco-chaired by Dorothy Rothrock with CMTA and Amisha Patel withCalifornia Chamber of Commerce.

If you have any trouble opening this attached document, please letme know.

Thank you.

Shelly Sullivan, Executive Director
AB 32 Implementation Group
(916) 858-8686Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/487-scoping_plan_comments_to_carb_8-6-08-1.docOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Comments to CARB 8-6-08-1.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 14:06:13No Duplicates.



Comment 259 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: William Last Name: WesterfieldEmail Address: wwester@smud.orgAffiliation: SMUDSubject: SMUDs CommentsComment:Submitted August 1. Please call Araceli if there are any questions. 916 732-6447Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/488-smuds_comments_on_po_and_ed_for_ab_32_dsp.pdfOriginal File Name: SMUDs Comments on PO and Ed for AB 32 DSP.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-06 14:49:12No Duplicates.



Comment 260 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: GrayEmail Address: citycouncil@roseville.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: City of Roseville comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:August 4, 2008

Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan

Dear Chair Nichols:

The City of Roseville is pleased to submit the following commentson the California Air Resources Board (ARB) Draft Scoping Plan(Scoping Plan).  We appreciate the scale and scope of this effort,and recognize that local governments will have an important role inmeeting the mandates of AB 32.  

The City of Roseville is proud to be the first city in theSacramento region to adopt the Sacramento Area Council ofGovernments (SACOG) Implementation Strategies to Achieve BlueprintProject Objectives, in 2005. Roseville also received the SACOGBlueprint Excellence Award, and the League of California CitiesHelen Putnam Award for Planning and Environmental projects, forthe City of Roseville Blueprint Implementation Strategies. Additionally the City is proactively complying with AB 32,finalizing the City’s operational inventory and exploring fundingopportunities for preparation of a Climate Action Plan.  The Cityhas already implemented a number of sustainable programs,including:

•	A Citywide “Green Team” develops innovative programs andpolicies to address land use and green building, utilities, greenenergy, transportation, public outreach, and recycling.
•	Energy Efficiency Incentive and Rebate Programs (includingphotovoltaic and efficient appliance rebates)
•	Innovative recycling programs (the first city in the region witha Styrofoam recycling program)
•	City of Roseville General Plan has been updated to addressGlobal Climate Change, and identify existing policies that reducegreenhouse gas emissions
•	The City’s BEST Homes program utilizes rooftop solar electricgeneration technology, high energy efficiency, water efficiencyand shade trees as a standard feature in homes. Through BESTHomes, Roseville Electric offers developers up to $8,600 inrebates for each participating dwelling unit. In fiscal year2007/2008 over 20% of new home permits participated in theprogram.

These and many other programs to help us meet the challenge ofreducing greenhouse gases while being fiscally and environmentallyresponsible are documented in the City’s Sustainability InitiativesReport (attached)


General Comments

Local government must retain clear land use authority
We are concerned that ARB has received numerous comments, bothwritten and verbal, from environmental interests and other partiesrequesting more emphasis on land use control in the Scoping Plan. We urge you to equally consider the input of local governments, asthe entities that actually process development projects from startto finish, and negotiate all of the associated complexities, on adaily basis.  As a City that is actively implementing theBlueprint principles, the reality is that the process is notsimple or quick.  Local governments know the needs, goals andlimitations of their individual jurisdictions and regions, andmust remain empowered to implement programs that best meet theirunique situations.  Diminishing land use authority would detractfrom the ability of local governments to meet those local goalsand needs, and would in all likelihood stymie rather thanfacilitate Blueprint development.

The State should provide incentives, not penalties
The Scoping Plan recognizes that many cities, such as Roseville,are progressive and already moving in the direction of AB 32compliance.  The Scoping Plan identifies “Community Design” as anarea for which local governments must account for environmentalimpacts associated with project siting and design.  While localgovernments can influence development design to a certain extent,the reality is that developers will only build projects that willbe purchased by willing customers and that are profitable.   Inorder to effect the desired change, incentives must be provided tothe development community.   Moreover, it is impractical to suggestthat levying fees on new development or utilities will achieve thedesired ends, as it would drive up the cost of development, and bea disincentive to investments in innovative design.

Regional targets should be flexible
There are a multitude of forces to which local governments mustrespond in their own ways.  These include the Regional HousingNeeds Allocation (RHNA) requirements, the extent of greenfieldopportunities and build out in each community, the pace of newdevelopment as dictated by the economy, and many other factors. The City of Roseville is not opposed to the proposed concept of aregional target; however we are concerned about the potentialimplications if regions are unable to meet targets should they bemade mandatory.  Mandatory targets do not recognize thevariability of conditions among local jurisdictions and should notbe required as part of the Scoping Plan.

The City’s programs illustrate the success of the incentive-basedapproach.  The City’s recent “Cash for Grass” program, to helpproperty owners convert from grass to a water-efficient landscape,demonstrated the overwhelming public interest and desire for theseprograms; there was not adequate funding to meet the demand.  

Infrastructure funding must be provided
The Scoping Plan does not identify a funding source to provide forthe recommended “increased emphasis on urban infill development.”This is essential for local governments given the infrastructurecosts often associated with redevelopment projects.  Infill andredevelopment projects could also provide opportunities fordevelopment-oriented incentives such as relief from CEQAmitigation requirements, exemption from state agency review fees,shortened comment periods, etc. 

Thank you again for the opportunity to submit these comments forthe public record. If you have any questions, or would likeadditional information about actions being taken in the City ofRoseville, please do not hesitate to contact Terri Shirhall, inthe Planning and Redevelopment Department, at (916) 774-5422.

Sincerely,

 
Jim Gray
Mayor
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/489-rv_sustainability_initiatives_report_2007.pdfOriginal File Name: RV Sustainability Initiatives Report 2007.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-07 10:44:48No Duplicates.



Comment 261 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GretchenLast Name: HardisonEmail Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.orgAffiliation: Subject: City of Los Angeles Comments on the Draft AB32 Scoping PlanComment:The attached file contains the City of Los Angeles comments on thedraft AB32 Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/491-comments_draft_ab32_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments Draft AB32 Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-07 13:46:37No Duplicates.



Comment 262 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Norman Last Name: PlotkinEmail Address: norm@pzallc.comAffiliation: Subject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:The following comments were received by OCC on August 4th:


Please find attached comments of the California IndependentPetroleum
Association (CIPA) regarding both the Draft ScopingPlan/Appendices and Oil
and Gas Subsector of the Industry Sector.  CIPA appreciates theopportunity
to submit these comments and is happy to address any questions.

Norman Plotkin
Plotkin Zins & Associates
925 L Street, Suite 1490
Sacramento, CA  95814
916.446.5900
916.781.3903
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/492-cipa_comments_to_carb_on_draft_scoping_plan_8-4-08.docOriginal File Name: CIPA Comments to CARB on Draft Scoping Plan 8-4-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-07 13:54:29No Duplicates.



Comment 263 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanilaLast Name: OderEmail Address: doder@usc.eduAffiliation: Subject: AgricultureComment:The global warming contributions of livestock are not limited tothe methane they produce. The effect of trampling on soils'ability to capture carbon is not yet clear (seehttp://www.biologicaldiversity.org/news/center/articles/science-07-13-2008.html),but the attached article (Teepe) suggests intact soils capturecarbon better than trampled soils.

For this reason, CARB should follow this issue and look into eliminating livestock grazing from state public lands.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/493-teepe_et_al.pdfOriginal File Name: teepe et al.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-07 16:06:22No Duplicates.



Comment 264 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LisaLast Name: NovotnyEmail Address: lnovotny@lakewoodcity.orgAffiliation: City of Lakewood, CASubject: City of Lakewood comments on draft scoping planComment:Please refer to the attached document for the city of Lakewood'scomments on the draft scoping plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/494-lakewood_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: Lakewood scoping plan comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-07 17:02:31No Duplicates.



Comment 265 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KyraLast Name: RossEmail Address: mmckelvey@cacities.orgAffiliation: League of California CitiesSubject: League of California Cities Comments on Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached are the League of California Cities official comments onthe ARB Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/495-scoping_plan_comment_letter_8aug08_final__2_.pdfOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Comment Letter 8aug08 FINAL _2_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 09:43:12No Duplicates.



Comment 266 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YvetteLast Name: RinconEmail Address: yrincon@cityofsacramento.orgAffiliation: City of SacramentoSubject: City of Sacramento Comments on Local Govt Appendices SectionComment:Please find attached the City of Sacramento's comments on the LocalGovernment section of the appendices. We will submit comments onother sections before the October 2, 2008 deadline.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/496-ab_32_appendices_city_of_sac_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Appendices City of Sac Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 11:47:04No Duplicates.



Comment 267 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: SandlerEmail Address: mike@carbonshare.orgAffiliation: Subject: How would you like your climate allocation: Dividend, Tax Credit, or Share?Comment:
Dear ARB, 

Please see the attached file on the subjects of:
- How to spend the revenues from an auction
- Two types of consumer compensation
- Carbon Share 
and 
- How would you like your climate allocation: Dividend, TaxCredit, or Share?

Background information is available at www.carbonshare.org.

Sincerely,

Mike Sandler
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/497-forgov8-8-08.pdfOriginal File Name: forgov8-8-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 13:05:32No Duplicates.



Comment 268 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JillLast Name: WhynotEmail Address: jwhynot@aqmd.govAffiliation: SCAQMDSubject: SCAQMD Staff Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached are comments provided by South Coast Air QualityManagement District staff.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/498-jamesgoldstene_brw_080808.docOriginal File Name: JamesGoldstene BRW 080808.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 13:25:52No Duplicates.



Comment 269 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KristopherLast Name: CollingsworthEmail Address: surfingmkc@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Where is John Galt?Comment:CARB and the short-sighted lemmings who think this is a good ideaare going to be wondering who will be left as the producers ofgood and services in this great state.

The day is near when those politicians in their ivory towers willhave to exit their buildings and wonder where has the tax revenuefor California gone?

If you people think the debate is over on man made global warming,you had better get ready for a shock of your lives... even the mostdubious of politicians and public policy makers cannot refute theempirical data that is continuing to show the earth is now in acooling phase.  But, hey, go ahead and fool yourselves so yousleep better at night thinking you have saved the world fromitself.  In fact, I hope you sleep well tonight because you willsoon become insomniacs wondering, "what the hell did we do?"

Not even John Galt can save you fools from yourself now.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 15:19:42No Duplicates.



Comment 270 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarcLast Name: FontanaEmail Address: marcf4u@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Land Use Should be addressed to reduce CO2Comment:Thank You CARB for the opportunity to attend your AB-32 DraftScoping Plan workshop today and for the great job on creating thedraft plan.

I have the following comments:

 * I agree with many of the speakers who said that Land Use is avital area that should be addressed in the plan.  My suggestion isthat local governments should be required to submit an anticipatedGreen House Gases environmental impact report for any new largedevelopment project and not exceed CARB limits before they canproceed with development.


 * I would like to see some specific language that commitscommunities to include their plans for bicycle and pedestriantraffic as well as accessibility to Mass transit from all parts ofthe community.

 * I'm a supporter of subsidizing ZEVs and PHEVs via feereductions or rebates to encourage the adoption of cleanvehicles.

 * The State should strongly encourage and promote theinstallation of Solar Thermal water and space heating inbusinesses and residences. This investment has a potential of afaster return on investment than PV.  It should also continue tosupport and encourage Solar PV installation for homes andbusinesses.

 * No Nukes Please !  I don't care how revolutionary the latestnuclear technology is, if it produces radio active waste, has thepotential for a disaster and requires a lot of water, it's toorisky. Safer and more renewable alternatives exists today whichcan meet our needs. We don't need Nuclear to meet our targets.

Sincerely,


Marc Fontana
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 17:03:55No Duplicates.



Comment 271 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JulieLast Name: Rynerson RockEmail Address: jrynersonrock@lusd.sbcounty.govAffiliation: San Bernardino CountySubject: CARB Climate Change Draft Scoping PlanComment:See attached comment letter.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/501-sbco_comment_ltr_draft_arbscoping_plan_final.pdfOriginal File Name: SBCo_Comment Ltr_Draft ARBScoping Plan_Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 17:22:09No Duplicates.



Comment 272 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: IrvinLast Name: DawidEmail Address: irvindawid@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: I attended SJ hearing, 8/8/08Comment:Here are my writtten comments (to supplement what I stated in SanJose)

Thank you for doing this outreach as well as for drafting thisscoping plan to reduce global warming here in CA.

My concerns lie with the Land Use AND Cap & Trade or CaliforniaCarbon Trust parts of the plan:
•	Land Use – Jerry Hill mentioned yesterday’s SF Chronicleeditorial, “The Planning Void”(http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/08/07/EDC61267N3.DTL)which indicated that reductions of only a “scant 2 million metrictons through better land use decisions (will be achieved in thecurrent draft)….Incredibly, that would be less than the(reductions that the) air board plans to achieve from encouragingproper tire inflation.”
•	The editorial described SB 375, a regional land use andtransportation bill that allows ARB to set reduction targets.  Ibelieve that bill has the potential to do to land use,transportation, and regional planning what AB 32 itself has doneto climate change.
o	I had attended the Land Use Sub-Group Action Team workshop inOakland, convened by the Energy Commission and ARB, and I was veryencouraged – I learned a lot as well!
	I was highly impressed  by one particular slide using the 3-legged stool metaphor for achieving GHG reductions intransportation:
•	More fuel efficient vehicles, e.g. Pavley
•	Low carbon fuel standard
•	Land use and transportation improvements that result in reducedVMT – and that was mentioned to be the ‘weakest’ of the 3 legs andit shows!  This ‘leg’ needs strengthening!

Many preceding speakers also spoke to strengthening the land useelement, including neighborhood amenities like small grocerystores to walk to.  However, that means providing the consumerbase to make them survive financially, and that means addingdensity to existing neighborhoods, which is very controversial,especially but not solely in affluent communities. While "all landuse is local" prevails in our state, if we are to get people out oftheir cars so as to reduce GHG emissions, ARB is going to have toconsider this problem. 

Hopefully SB 375 will be the key to tackling this challenge!

Moving on to:

•	 Cap & Trade or California Carbon Trust: 
o	Clearly the fact that carbon is currently ‘unpriced’ is a major,if not the major cause of global warming.  
o	I would like to see the alternative of a carbon tax considered.
This then brings up the issue of where to apply the carbonrevenues.

•	I would like to see what NASA’s Jim Hansen calls a `carbon taxand 100% dividend’ (http://www.columbia.edu/~jeh1/mailings/20080604_TaxAndDividend.pdf),similar to the Cap & Dividend mentioned earlier, considered wherethe carbon tax is returned to all California residents in the formof a carbon dividend deposited directly into their bank accounts –sort of like the Alaska Permanent Fund in reverse.  Alaska sharesall oil and gas revenues with its citizens.  A carbon dividendwould reward citizens who use less fossil fuels because they wouldspend less in carbon taxes….while all citizens would receive thesame dividend.

•	Many preceding speakers repeated, “We should be making polluterspay”, presumably referring to Big Oil, the Hansen Cement Plant, thepower generators, Big Agriculture.
o	I prefer to use the line, “Make consumers pay”….For example, tojust look at two areas where consumers would be accountable:
	to be accountable for my transportation choices:
•	The vehicle I drive
•	How much I drive
•	How fast I drive
•	The fuel I use.
	To be accountable for my housing choices
•	Where I live, which often determines how much I must drive
•	How much energy I consume in my house

To sum up, strengthen the land use component, greater emphasis onreducing vehicle miles traveled; consider other options to cap &trade that price carbon but are more ‘seamless’, that make thecosts evident and less elusory and easy to avoid.

Finally, consumers, as well as polluters, need to be heldaccountable for our choices.

Thanks for coming to San Jose today!  Obviously you know theway:-)!

.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 18:27:27No Duplicates.



Comment 273 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: KirschEmail Address: stk@propel.comAffiliation: Subject: Incentivize utilities to build an IFR nuclear reactorComment:The only way to stop climate change is to eliminate coal.

the only way to do that is to prove you can build a power plantthat is cheaper than a coal plant, but with zero emissions.

the only thing that does that is the IFR which was scuttled in1994  by Clinton who called it unnecessary.

James Hansen just found out about it and he thinks it is extremelypromising.

GE has a commercial design called the S-PRISM that is ready to bebuilt.

We should build one in California and show the world out of thismess.

See 

http://www.skirsch.com/politics/globalwarming/ifr.htm

It's an amazing story of government foresight and stupidity.

California can't solve the climate crisis alone. The draft plandoes nothing to show the world how to replace coal plants. That'scritical. otherwise we win the battle in california, but lose thewar. This is one war we cannot lose.

Please read the link.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-08 18:59:02No Duplicates.



Comment 274 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MargaretLast Name: GrolleEmail Address: grolle@juno.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:
• Make sure that low-income communities are not harmed.
• Use funds generated by AB 32 to invest in "green jobs" trainingand education programs in low-income communities.
• Prohibit giving away free pollution credits to companies. Makesure polluters pay the full cost of the pollution they create.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-09 16:14:22No Duplicates.



Comment 275 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Chris Last Name: BellizziEmail Address: Chris13b@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: Bellizzi Tree ServiceSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Good Morning Members of  CARB,(I WAS SPEAKER #62 but could notstay)
  I participate in these preceedings with high hopes that thedemocratic process will work, but I realize being the pragmatist Iam that any positive work done will be subverted by 
well funded lobbyists of the powerful petrolueum producers.
  My 30+ years of Rock Climbing and being an Outdoor Enthusiasthas had me in sections of the California’s Sierra’s where there isevidence of Global Warming. My fist hand experience has raised mymoral imperative to step out of my “comfort zone” to help remedythe situation.
  I have been an environmentalist since age 10 and as such havedeveloped a strong love of our Planet Earth and the people whopopulate it.
  When time came for a career path I took my love of climb rocksto love of climbing trees and Bellizzi Tree Service was formed in1983.Currently we are the only “green”
Tree Service in Silicon Valley.45% of our fuel is 100% RenewableBio-Diesel. I drive a Bio-Diesel bug that gets 52 MPG and my wifedrives a Prius. Our combined CO2 out put is about 10,000 pound peryear about ¼ th of the average Californian.
You may be wondering where this all going. I think I have a uniqueperspective
being an Environmentalist, Businessman, Consumer and a SolarPowered homeowner in Saratoga California. Every issue thatconfronts California confronts me in micro.
   The issues that CARB need to address are wide ranging andcomplex.  
I would like to see a larger percentage of renewable energy forthe Renewable Portfolio Standard.  
I would like to see the ZEV requirement for production percentagesof new vehicles reinstated.
I believe our reduction in GHG will come thru a mix ofconservation, efficiency, PHEVS, EVS and high efficiencyBio-Diesel Vehicles.   
I would like the Low Carbon Fuel Standard issued.
I would like to see an immediate carbon tax on all regular dieselwith a corresponding rebate for locally produced Bio-Diesel thruCARBS emergency action order. In my opinion it is repugnant thatpeople who try and do better by the environment are penalized ahigher price per gallon while dirty Regular diesel gets cheaperand cheaper.
I would like to see the importers of the largest industry segmentof GHG emissions held to higher standards while the cost oftransition to low carbon society not be borne by
sectors of the economy that can ill afford the transition orlitigation.
I would like to see a clean cars feebate for hybrid that alsoincluded cars that are purchased locally and running 100%Bio-Diesel and get 40-52 miles per gallon , not ship across theocean in ships burning bunker diesel fuel.
I would like CARB to factor total life cycle in their Clean CarRebates, with the fact that places around the world are stripmined for Nickle-Cadnium or Lithium Ion Batteries
I believe CARB likes the direction the country Germany is going asleader in Solar Photovoltaic and Wind, but yet they do not embracethe fact Germany has a Bio-Diesel mandatory mix of diesel fuel ofB10.
For the lay people, that means they only pay for 80% imports andmake 10% of their Bio-Diesel locally. They also drive many TurboDiesel Injected vehicles that typically on the highway outperformHybrids.PLease allow hihg efficiency Bio-Diesel vehichles tothrive in state of California
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-09 18:42:27No Duplicates.



Comment 276 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SandraLast Name: SkolnikEmail Address: skolniks@pacbell.netAffiliation: Subject: Not far enoughComment:When is enough enough?  Business comes first and the heck withpeople?  While each sector of our society has its own bestinterests in mind, the issue is the well being and health of allof its citizens as well as the environment we live in.  

The climate issues and global repercussions are serious and havebeen confirmed by experts in the fields, as well as manifested inour environment - it is not up to business persons to claimwhether there is or is not global warming, and it is not up to thestate to constantly appease business.  It would seem that we needto be more aggressive in the steps and timetable it will take toreduce human affects on the environhment.  While we are projectingout 12-42 years, the environment continues to deteriorate -compounding the problem.  The environment waits for noone -government, lawyers or business.


The plan needs to be strengthened and expanded.  Polluters shouldpay - it is not a 'right' to do business in California - it shouldbe considered a privilege.  Businesses that practice good socialand environmental practices should be rewarded and those thatdon't should be penalized.  I agree that California workers shouldbe trained in new technologies.  Polluting companies that use theargument that they will create new jobs to justify continueunneeded development and tax breaks is a manipulative trick - whoare new jobs being created for?  Californianans?  Or will itcreate the need to import more workers, develop more precious landand create continuing overpopulation which will compound theproblems we already have?

Maximum tax credits should be given to energy efficient researchand consumer purchases, including cars, appliances.  The oilindustry should not receive public welfare, while alternativeenergy research goes begging for money.

Finally, I do not see provisions for preservation and protectionof natural resources and wildlife that depends on them.  How willthis plan address the need for financial support of our parks andnatural resources?

Thank you.  



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-10 14:21:08No Duplicates.



Comment 277 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DR ANNLast Name: DUNCANEmail Address: aduncan701@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: CLEAN UP THE AIRComment:I am a victim of dirty air and dangerous particulates in the air inLos Angeles.  My doctor has diagnosed me with silicosis,bronchiectesis, and pseudomonas.  No one can pin point its originother than to say it is in the air.  My immune system iscompromised and I am subject to bronchitis many times a year dueto a weakened immune system.

I urge the California  Air Resources Board  to include a strongerfocus on measures to reduce emissions from driving  thatcontribute the largest percentage of greenhouse gases  inCalifornia.  The plan should include a much more aggressivestatewide goal for reducing vehicle trips and measures to promoteprogressive action by local governments.  The plan should alsoinclude additional strong regulatory measures on industrialsources to reduce emissions form petroleum refineries, powerplants, cement manufacturers, and others sources.

It is vitally important the plan demonstrate that the variety ofproposed measures will  not only make rapid progress towardreducing greenhouse gases, but will also  provide local benefitsto communities in terms of improved air quality and public health. 

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns to strengthenthese key strategies in the AB 32 draft scoping plan.

 


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-10 14:36:34No Duplicates.



Comment 278 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NicoleLast Name: SmithEmail Address: nsmith@lgpatlaw.comAffiliation: IP Attorney & Concerned ConsumerSubject: Clean Energy for Grid & TransportationComment:Dear CARB:

Thank you for the time and effort put into the Draft AB 32 ScopingPlan.  Your efforts put California on the forefront of dealing withthe major problems of energy and climate change plaguing us today. Certainly, it is no easy task to create a solution when so littleis known about the efficacy, efficiency and long-term viability ofpossible solutions.

Clean Energy Sources for the Grid:  Examine Wind Energy

Currently, the draft scoping plan is vague in terms of which cleanenergy solutions CARB will pursue.  Perhaps this is for politicalreasons or perhaps the scoping plan is vague because not much isknown about how clean energy solutions compare to each other withrespect to power capacity, environmental impact, reliability, andnational security.  

There are many possible solutions being promoted in today’smarketplace, not all of which have realistic, long-term viability. For this reason, I urge CARB to closely review unbiased researchcurrently being done in universities in California and across thecountry.  For example, Stanford’s Atmosphere/Energy program in theschool of Civil & Environmental Engineering is comparing variousclean energies in search of energy solutions that are efficient,safe and have long-term viability.

Wind energy, though long treated as a fringe energy source, isemerging as the most powerful and efficient clean energy sourceavailable.  Wind turbines harvest electrical energy that isexponentially greater than the velocity of the wind.  Consequentlywind energy is an “underdog” power solution that warrants furtherinvestigation and incentives.

Clean Energy for Transportation:  Electric Vehicles

As you know, transportation is the largest single contributor toCalifornia’s carbon emissions, accounting for circa 40% of thestate’s emissions.  Carbon emissions are reduced by cars usingelectricity, such as the hybrid gas-electric vehicles.  Carbonemissions are reduced further by vehicles using a plug in, hybrid,gas – electric system.  Carbon emissions are eliminated completelyby all electric vehicles, such as the Tesla and the electricvehicles produced almost a decade ago.  

Currently, no new all-electric cars are on the market for lessthan $100,000.   I urge you to create corporate and consumerincentives for all-electric vehicles and plug in hybrids enablingmore consumers to afford electric vehicles and promoting theproduction of more electric vehicles.

Thank you for your time and effort in tackling the major problemsfacing us today.  It is my sincere hope that CARB is not swayed bylobbyists promoting corporate causes but instead intertwines itselfwith solutions and research conducted by unbiased sources pointingCARB towards efficient, long-term energy solutions.  

I wish you all the best of luck and wisdom as your actions willhave lasting impact.

Sincerely, 
Nicole Smith



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-10 21:20:25No Duplicates.



Comment 279 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CynthiaLast Name: van EmpelEmail Address: cvanempel@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Land use and transportation, agriculture, cap and tradeComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Scoping Planand its appendices.  A great deal of effort and expertise havebeen expended to develop this plan in such a short period of time. I have been a land use, transportation, and environmental plannerfor over 20 years and have watched the debate over climate changeduring that time with great interest.  It has now becomeimperative that influential governments, such as California, takedecisive action.

Business as usual for the last 60 years has created today’sproblems in California.  Business as usual has resulted in poorand declining air quality in an increasing number of air basins. Although strides have been made toward better air quality inCalifornia, the price has been paid almost exclusively bystationary sources:  industries such as architectural coatings,furniture manufacturing, and agriculture.  Significantly, it hasbeen California's inability to establish controls on vehicleemission standards and development practices that has preventedthe achievement of federal and state air quality standards,resulting in significant public health costs and premature deathsfor thousands of Californians.  Government regulations have provenover the years the only meaningful way to make significant progresstoward achieving important public goals.  Literally nothing is moreimportant than reducing greenhouse gas emissions and I urge you torequire compact, automobile-independent development to speed thestate toward achieving the worthy goals of AB 32.

As California's population rises from 35 million in 2000 to 55million in 2000, approximately 33 percent of the new growth inCalifornia is expected to occur in the San Joaquin Valley.  TheDepartment of Finance projects the population of the San JoaquinValley to grow from 3.3 million in 2000 to 5.3 million in 2020 to9.4 million in 2050.  The San Joaquin Valley has an ample supplyof valuable farmland that serves as a reservoir of cheap land forautomobile-dependent suburban sprawl.

The target of a two percent reduction in greenhouse gas emissionsdue to “business-as-usual” development patterns is far too low. My own calculations indicate that a target reduction in greenhousegas emissions from land use-transportation of more than 11 percentfor the San Joaquin Valley and more than 5 percent for the rest ofthe state are achievable by 2020 by simply requiring (1) infilldevelopment (2) in locations planned for more intensive“alternative” transportation:  bus, rail, bicycling, and walking. Using this strategy, the improvements would be significantly higherin 2050.

Reducing emissions from residential development does not involvenew or special technologies, but simply requires changing theproduct type offered and its location.  This is not an unknowntechnology:  there are thousands of examples, both new and old, ofurban development and housing product types that supportnon-automobile transportation.

The cap-and-trade strategy is commonly used in situations wherepollution reduction occurs via new  technologies and only a smallnumber of regulated parties are initially able to take advantageof the new technologies, allowing trading.  This is inherentlyunfair, since California has consistently required industry andagriculture to reduce air pollution emissions over the years,while requiring no changes in transportation and developmentpatterns, an enormous potential source of emission reductions.

Which brings me to another point:  the draft scoping plan failedto account for the transportation of foodstuffs into California toreplace food that would have been grown on agricultural land thatwas converted to agricultural uses.  California has recentlybecome a net importer of food, the transport of which results ingreenhouse gas emissions and increased food costs to Californians,while also undermining California's economy.  The more agriculturalland that is allowed to convert to urban or suburban development,the greater greenhouse gas emissions result from foodtransportation and the greater the drain on personal income andthe state economy--and the greater the loss of carbonsequestration potential from agricultural soils and products. Eliminating greenfield development and maintaining the currentsupply of agricultural land will reduce the distance food musttravel to market, reducing greenhouse gas emissions and foodcosts, while preserving an important sector of the economy.  It isnot insignificant that California's demand for agriculturalproducts increases concomitantly with the population, so the statecan ill afford to allow the continued conversion of agriculturalland to houses.

I believe that the carbon fee strategy (page 41) imposes an unfairburden on the citizenry after encouraging--or at least notdiscouraging--private interests to build in a manner thatinherently results in high greenhouse gas emissions.  The proposalallows land developers to continue business as usual, consuminglarge quantities of agricultural land to createautomobile-dependent developments, then to penalize the people whobuy into these automobile-dependent developments by charging themcarbon fees for behaving the only way they can in theirautomobile-dependent developments.  It is fairer and more sensibleto require development to occur in a manner that fully supportsalternative transportation and then penalizes with carbon feesindividuals who opt not to use alternative modes of transportationthat are now convenient due to the low-energy(non-automobile-dependent) development pattern in which theylive.

To support the necessary sea-change in transportation and landdevelopment and to make the most effective use of dwindling publicinfrastructure dollars, California should cease fundingtransportation projects that increase roadway capacity forautomobile travel and aggressively move toward funding railtransportation (freight and passenger), bus travel, and bicyclefacilities, while maintaining the state's current roadwayfacilities for personal automobiles.

I believe that any voluntary measures to reduce greenhouse gasemissions should receive zero emissions credit.  Reducinggreenhouse gas emissions will require substantial changes in theway we live and only a small number of Californians are likely tochange voluntarily.  In order to create incentives for change, thestate will need to fund transportation and energy alternatives thatare simply more attractive than continuing to live the way we dotoday.  Once Californians see that their alternative future is notso scary, but creates many new, attractive alternatives tocontemporary living, people will be more willing to change theircurrent lifestyles to a less energy-intensive lifestyle.

The Draft Scoping Plan assumes an expansion of the state'srenewable energy portfolio to 33 percent and also depends upon theuse of "low-carbon fuels" to achieve greenhouse gas emissionreductions in the transportation sector.  This strategy fails toaccount for the likely shift away from petroleum-based fuels fortransportation as supplies dwindle and prices increase and towardelectricity or other alternative fuel sources, thus overestimatingthe transportation sector GHG reductions from "low-carbon fuels"and underestimating the need for renewable energy sources.  Irecommend aggressively pursuing research and development ofalternative, renewable energy sources, while creating asignificantly more compact development pattern, which willposition California as a world leader in energy technology, whilereducing California's consumption of energy.

Cindy van Empel, M.A., AICPAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 10:39:31No Duplicates.



Comment 280 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: WundermanEmail Address: lstraub@bayareacouncil.orgAffiliation: Bay Area CouncilSubject: Bay Area Council Encourages CARB to Adopt SB 375Comment:August 7, 2008

Ms. Mary Nichols
Chair, California Air Resources Board
P.O. Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

RE: Draft Climate Change Scoping Plan

Dear Ms. Nichols:

The Bay Area Council applauds the work the Air Resources Board hasdone to date in steering the state towards meeting the goals laidout in AB 32.  We are particularly supportive of yourrecommendation for a comprehensive cap and trade program and wehope that business can lead in the development of innovativeapproaches to make this system work.

We have concerns however that that Climate Change Draft ScopingPlan does not sufficiently address one major piece of the puzzle,that being more efficient land use.  

As co-signators, with the Urban Land Institute (ULI), ofCalifornia 2020 Responsible Land Use: A Path to a SustainableCalifornia by 2020, we feel strongly that if we are to meet theambitious AB 32 greenhouse gas reduction targets, especially thoseset for 2050, we need to immediately begin addressing theinefficient land use patterns which have forced so manyCalifornians into automobiles and onto our freeways.  While TheDraft Scoping Plan lays out a clear strategy on how to reduce thecarbon impact of those drivers through cleaner fuels and  bettermass transit options  it  does little to address how we can changethose transportation patterns and reduce vehicle miles travelled(VMT) through better, more efficient land use.

We have also been working with Senator Darrell Steinberg for overtwo years on ensuring that California 2020 principles areincorporated in SB 375 and we are very pleased that the cities,the environmental community and the home builders have now reachedagreement on how to develop California in a smart and sustainablemanner going forward.

We have developed a horizontal suburban state with large housingsubdivisions linked by large freeways to distant job centers andservices traversed by people in large SUVs.  We feel that while itis important to address that large SUV and its emissions, it isequally, if not more important to address the land use patternsthat are at the core of this problem.  As our overall VMT grows,new technology will not be able to keep pace with the emissionsproduced by all those additional miles travelled.  We need to getpeople out of their cars and if they do have to drive we need toreduce the length of those trips.  This can only be achieved bydeveloping a regional planning focus and altering our land usebehavior.


A study in the Bay Area by the Metropolitan TransportationCommission found that for people who both live and work withinhalf a mile of a rail or ferry stop, 42 percent of them commute bytransit. For those who neither work nor live within such proximity,the number falls to 4 percent. Elsewhere, individuals living inhigher-density neighborhoods that include convenient access totransit, as well as pedestrian and bicycle-friendly features,reduce their driving by 15 to 50 percent. 

We need to incentivize and facilitate Transit OrientedDevelopment, as well as remove barriers and impediments to urbaninfill development where homes are built close to retail, servicesand jobs. We need to develop a plan that will reduce VMT bybuilding dense multi-family housing closer to services and jobs,and we need to focus on getting people out of cars.

We would like to suggest that the Bay Area region be put forwardfor a regional pilot program on how best to reduce VMT throughbetter land use and more efficient transit alternatives.  The BayArea is the ideal place for such a program since we have anabundance of urban infill and TOD opportunities and the politicaland popular will is here to see the necessary changes made inorder to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

It can take decades to effect meaningful land use changestherefore we encourage you to adopt the policies laid out inCalifornia 2020 and SB 375 and address this issue as soon aspossible. We look forward to working with you to make California acleaner healthier place for all its citizens.  The official letteris attached.

Sincerely,


 

Jim Wunderman
President & CEO
Bay Area Council

Cc:  Members, California Air Resources Board
Metropolitan transportation Commission
Association of Bay Area Governments
Bay Conservation and Development Commission
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/512-carb_letter__3_.docOriginal File Name: CARB letter (3).doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 12:08:40No Duplicates.



Comment 281 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: HainesEmail Address: david.e.haines@shell.comAffiliation: Subject: Shell Exploration & Production submission AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan Comment:Please find attached a submission that addresses our concernsrelated to the lack of language regarding Carbon Capture & Storage(CCS).  

Thank you for your attention to this attachment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/513-shell_exploration___production.pdfOriginal File Name: Shell Exploration & Production.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 12:48:34No Duplicates.



Comment 282 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Val Last Name: SanfilippoEmail Address: sanfiv@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Make SDGE install residential solar roofs for local powerComment:Talking Points for Global Warming Scoping Plan Hearings

I want to thank CARB for producing the nation's most comprehensiveplan to date for reducing the pollution that causes global warming.However, I urge CARB to strengthen parts of the plan that areweak.

The scoping plan recommends that a third of our electricity comefrom renewable sources like wind and solar by 2020. I stronglyurge you to keep this vital component in the final plan. (Clickhere for more information on the renewable electricity standard.)

The scoping plan recommends that CARB consider a "Clean CarDiscount" program (sometimes called a "feebates" program), forreducing global warming pollution from cars and trucks. Instead ofjust considering a Clean Car Discount, CARB should recommendimplementing a Clean Car Discount program as one important part ofthe solution to reduce global warming pollution from our cars andtrucks. (Click here for more information on the "Clean CarDiscount" or feebates program.)

While the scoping plan includes a cap and trade program—a marketbased plan to limit global warming pollution—it is currently fartoo lenient. For instance, it allows 100 percent of the emissionreductions to come from offsets, so instead of reducing their ownpollution, polluters can just meet the requirements by paying forpollution-reducing projects elsewhere. The use of offsets forcompliance in a cap and trade system must be carefully limited toa very small fraction of required reductions. Offsets should neverbe used to comply with direct regulations, like the renewableenergy or clean car standards. (Click here for more information onthe cap and trade program.)

The state's global warming plan should deter pollution and rewardclean energy. A cap on pollution must require polluters to pay fortheir “allowances” based on how much they pollute, so that we canlevel the playing field and encourage cleaner sources of energy.Allowances should not be given away for free. (Click here for moreinformation on cap and trade allowances.)

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 13:19:41No Duplicates.



Comment 283 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatrickLast Name: GriffithEmail Address: pgriffith@lacsd.orgAffiliation: Subject: CORRECTED - LACSD Comments on ARB's Scoping PlanComment:Please refer to these comments in lieu of those submitted by ouragency on August 1, 2008.  This submittal is the CORRECTED versionedited to remove typos and improve the clarity of our suggestions.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/516-corrected_lacsd_comments_on_arb_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Corrected_LACSD_Comments_on_ARB_Scoping_Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 13:45:01No Duplicates.



Comment 284 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatrickLast Name: GriffithEmail Address: pgriffith@lacsd.orgAffiliation: Subject: GENERAL comments on the ARB Scoping PlanComment:These comments from our overall letter speak to our generalconcerns on the Scoping Plan:

1.	It appears that the 111th Congress will pass some type ofclimate change program modeled perhaps after the proposals ofSenators Boxer-Lieberman-Warner and/or Representative EdwardMarkey.  We strongly believe that CARB must take affirmative stepsin Washington and insert itself into the legislative process toassure that our early actions here in California will be protectedor that our program here will be deemed equivalent.  It would be asignificant disadvantage to California if the starting point of afederal program were drawn such that California business wouldhave to re-reduce their GHG emissions.  One area (of many) thatCARB should focus on in Washington is to make sure that any billthat does work its way through Congress has sufficient freeallocations assigned to early action programs contained in Stateprograms.

2.	The California GHG regulatory program should be considered atransitional program and should be designed to fit into aneventual federal GHG program that can reasonably be expected tohave allocations, auctions, credits and offsets.

3.	Many stationary sources in California are already at BACT orBARCT levels and little room remains to do better.  In SCAQMD’s2007 AQMP, for example, Multiple Component Sources Control MeasureMCS-01 will move most combustion sources in the South Coast AirBasin from BARCT to BACT during the 2010-2023 timeframe.  Hencethere will be very little opportunity for further in-plantemissions reductions given that BACT is the best that can be done. Most stationary sources therefore, very early into the ScopingPlan regulatory cycle, will be forced to rely heavily on offsetsto meet declining caps under a cap-and-trade (C&T) program.  Theuse of offsets will be critical to survive the early stages of aC&T environment.  These offsets must not be arbitrarily limitedeither numerically or geographically.

4.	The yet-to-be released Environmental Impacts appendix should beexpanded to serve as the CEQA document for GHGs for the entireprogram as laid out by the Scoping Plan. It is not productive forlocal governments, for instance, to re-hash arguments in favor ofa project that is implementing a measure contained in the ScopingPlan when CARB, better than anyone else, understands the bigpicture and how the specific action fits into the scheme ofthings. CARB should weigh in on behalf of the local government indefending actions with all state agencies that are consistent withthe Scoping Plan as part of the obligations imposed by thelegislature as a result of AB 32. If an outright CategoricalExemption cannot be negotiated by CARB, then any actionsconsistent with the Scoping Plan and requiring environmentaldocumentation could rely upon the documentation prepared for theScoping Plan to satisfy at least the GHG portion or aspect of theassociated project EIR. CARB should prevail upon OPR and the RAthat compliance with the Scoping Plan covers a project’s GHGissues, if any, under CEQA.

5.	Local governments will need ARB assistance implementing many ofthe Scoping Plan proposals, as many of them will be controversialand unpopular with constituents.  The public may not fullyunderstand or appreciate the nexus between the proposed projectsand its GHG benefits.  Frequently there is community opposition tosuch projects as waste-to-energy or high density, mixed-use infillprojects, for example.  CARB needs to allocate resources topartner with the local governments that are making good faithattempts to implement the goals and objectives of the ScopingPlan.

6.	ARB should consider an escape clause if things under theScoping Plan simply become too expensive or cumbersome forCalifornians.  The escape clause should be triggered by obviousindicators, such as the price of consumer goods.  If the hurdlesbecome too formidable, California needs to have the opportunity tore-visit the program to avoid voter backlash.

7.	The Scoping Plan should contain a discussion of what willhappen to California’s program in the event of federalpre-emption.

8.	Facility audits for the purpose of identifying criteria airpollutants and toxic air pollutants (C-103) is simply notappropriate in a GHG-targeted effort.

9.	Estimates of co-benefits associated with a specific controlmeasure are elusive.  This is further complicated in that severalair districts have already claimed as theirs any co-pollutantsreduced as a result of state climate change strategies (seeSCAQMD’s 2007 AQMP Control Measure MOB-07 where co-benefits offuel efficiency improvements and renewable energy sources accrueto the benefit of the SCAQMD). Co-benefit calculations in thefootnotes in the cost estimates at the bottom of each controlmeasure in the cases above is very likely zero.

10.	Implementation should start slowly, akin to putting one’s bigtoe into a tub of hot water before jumping in, so as not to causeirreversible effects by a rush to action.  No justification hasbeen offered for the need to “quickly transition” (Page 18) from asystem where the state provides some free allowances to a systemwhere the majority of the allowances are auctioned in the tradingmarket.  This is especially true if an auction system isimplemented.  At the outset of a program this large and with suchpotential financial impacts, only a small amount of allocationsshould be auctioned initially and then gradually increased untilthe regulators and the regulated entities become acclimated, andthe market matures.

11.	ARB should referee the CAT state agencies as they implementtheir GHG plans to ensure that the Scoping Plan’s over-archinggoals are accomplished and that agency carbon shadows areminimized.  There is a real possibility that other state agenciesin their zeal to charge ahead with GHG reduction programs mayactually be exacerbating the conditions the Scoping Plan isattempting to control.  Only time will tell in some of thesesituations.  A good example would be in water resources, forexample, if the SWRCB mandated a fixed percentage of waterrecycling to occur at each an every wastewater treatment plant inCalifornia.  This mandate might not be appropriate at certainfacilities where for a variety of reasons the GHG emissionsassociated with the recycling technology outweigh the emissionsbenefits of the produced water.

12.	Reciprocating engine installation and operation in Californiaas a result of various AQMPs and distributed generationlegislation and regulations have all but removed this prime moveras a viable motive force in the South Coast.  We urge the ARB notto insist upon across the board electrification as this willseriously impact California’s ability to respond to emergenciessuch as earthquakes.  Portable equipment will be needed to dig usout and stationary equipment will be needed in the event centralutility plants and/or transmission lines are knocked out.

13.	Superposing C & T atop command and control rules for the samesource categories could increase the overall program cost. Commandand control strategies should be used as backstops, to be phased inonly if C & T doesn’t achieve the required targets within aspecific period of time.

14.	Permitting actions for projects that are consistent with theScoping Plan should receive some form of streamlined processing orat the minimum, expedited processing, so that the project can getunder construction as soon as possible.

15.	Aside from a brief mention on pages 54 and 57 of the documentthat they will be considered in the final Scoping Plan, the draftScoping Plan is essentially silent on small business impacts.  Theoffering of incentives by utilities will not be a universal panaceaas the businesses in question are so varied in nature.  We thinkthe most effective way to protect small businesses in California,the most potent job creating engine in the state, is to structuresome type of free allocation program or provide funds from thesale of allocations for small business grants to purchasetechnology to comply the spirit of the Plan.

16.	Introduction, Part A, Section 2, Pages 2-3: The textdescribing AB 32 should include HSC §§ 38560.5(e) and 38562(b)(9)directing the ARB to take into account the relative contributionof each source or source category.  The text should also mentionHSC §§ 38560.5(b) and 38562(c) directing the ARB to establish amarket-based mechanism to effect the emissions reductions.

17.	Introduction, Part A, Section 2, Page 3: The ARB should domore than issue a policy statement encouraging voluntary earlyactions.  Thus far, there are scant assurances that these actionswill be protected under the Scoping Plan.  Providing emissionreduction estimates of these actions could be a useful first stepto promoting early reduction measures once people see theirpotential.

18.	Introduction, Part A, Section 3, Page 4: The text mentionsthat the Climate Action Team Members submitted more than 100greenhouse gas reduction measures in March 2008.  Please make thisavailable as an appendix.


19.	Preliminary Recommendations, Section C, Boiler and EngineEfficiency, Page 40:  The ARB should recognize, as the SCAQMD hasin their Rule 1146, that there is often an inverse relationshipbetween boiler efficiency and more stringent criteria pollutantemissions standards.  ARB should recognize that a state-wide callfor increased efficiency could bump up against criteria pollutantlimitations in non-attainment areas; areas that probably containthe majority of the state’s stationary sources. On Page 4-22 ofthe June 2008 Draft Environmental Assessment for Rule 1146(boilers above 5 MMBTUH) the SCAQMD recognizes that theinstallation of ultra-low NOx burners decreases boiler efficiency,thereby increasing fuel use which in turn increases CO2 emissions.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 13:53:47No Duplicates.



Comment 285 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 286 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RuthLast Name: McCormickEmail Address: rmccormick@bcse.orgAffiliation: Senior Policy AssociateSubject: BCSE Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find the comments of the Business Council forSustainable Energy on the California Scoping Plan. For questionsor comments, please contact Ruth McCormick in the Council'soffices at 202.785.0507 or by e-mail at rmccormick@bcse.org.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/519-bcse__fnl_ca_ab32_8.11.08.pdfOriginal File Name: BCSE_ FNL_CA AB32_8.11.08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 14:48:49No Duplicates.



Comment 287 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: CarneyEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Union of Concerned ScientistsSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/520-8_1_08_unionofconcernedscientistsdisc.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_1_08_unionofconcernedscientistsdisc.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 15:06:45No Duplicates.



Comment 288 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Michael T.Last Name: MeachamEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City of Chula VistaSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/521-8_01_08_cityofchulavista.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_01_08_cityofchulavista.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 15:08:44No Duplicates.



Comment 289 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TiffanyLast Name: RauEmail Address: Tiffany.Rau@hydrogenenergy.comAffiliation: Hydrogen Energy International LLCSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan – Comments on Carbon Capture and StorageComment:On behalf of Hydrogen Energy International LLC, please accept theattached comments on the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan, June2008 Discussion Draft.
These comments will focus specifically on the role of carboncapture and storage(CCS) in enabling California to achieve thegreenhouse gas emission reductions required by AB 32.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/522-hecommentsab32scopingplanaug1108.pdfOriginal File Name: HECommentsAB32ScopingPlanAug1108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 15:09:47No Duplicates.



Comment 290 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TaylorLast Name: MillerEmail Address: TMiller@sempra.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan Appendices 8-11-08Comment:Sempra Energy Scoping Plan Appendices 8-11-08Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/523-secomments_8-11-08.pdfOriginal File Name: SEComments 8-11-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:39:00No Duplicates.



Comment 291 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StaciLast Name: HeatonEmail Address: sheaton@rcrcnet.orgAffiliation: Regional Council of Rural CountiesSubject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan, June 2008 Discussion Draft and AppendicesComment:Attached please find RCRC's comments on the AB 32 Scoping Plan,June 2008 Discussion Draft and Appendices. Please contact me at916-447-4806 if you have any questions. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/524-slh.081108.ltr.draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: slh.081108.ltr.Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:41:39No Duplicates.



Comment 292 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArtLast Name: LeahyEmail Address: kessner@octa.netAffiliation: Orange County Transportation Authority Subject: OCTA Comments on the Draft Scoping Plan & Appendices Comment:Attached you will find the Orange County Transportation Authority's(OCTA)comments regarding the Draft Scoping Plan and Appendices.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/525-octa_draft_scoping_plan___appendices_comment_letter__081108_.pdfOriginal File Name: OCTA Draft Scoping Plan & Appendices Comment Letter (081108).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:44:39No Duplicates.



Comment 293 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AudreyLast Name: ChangEmail Address: achang@nrdc.orgAffiliation: NRDCSubject: NRDC General Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:NRDC respectfully submits these non-sector-specific comments on theDraft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/526-nrdc_general_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: NRDC General Comments on Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:55:34No Duplicates.



Comment 294 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WilliamLast Name: RostovEmail Address: wrostov@earthjustice.orgAffiliation: EarthjusticeSubject: Draft Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:See attached letter.  The three attachments to the letter will besent by mail.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/527-final_draft_scoping_plan_letter_to_arb_for_cbd_wr_081108.pdfOriginal File Name: Final draft scoping plan letter to ARB for CBD wr 081108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 16:57:05No Duplicates.



Comment 295 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Melissa Last Name: Mullarkey Email Address: mmullarkey@recycled-energy.comAffiliation: Recycled Energy Development, LLCSubject: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan, Pursuant to AB 32Comment:Comments to the Draft Scoping Plan.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/528-carb_dsp_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB DSP Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 17:34:32No Duplicates.



Comment 296 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Richard Last Name: DixonEmail Address: chang@scag.ca.govAffiliation: S. Cal Association of GovernmentsSubject: SCAG's Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:NOTE: The following letter from the Southern California Associationof Governments (SCAG) President Richard Dixon was also mailed tothe ARB.

August 11, 2008



Mary D. Nichols, Chairman
California Air Resources Board
1001 "I" Street
P.O. Box 2815 
Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Ms. Nichols:

On behalf of the Southern California Association of Governments, Iam pleased to submit these preliminary comments on Climate ChangeDraft Scoping Plan.  The Draft Scoping Plan begins to describe thetremendous challenge that has been given to your board under AB 32. 

SCAG, as you know, is a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO)charged with preparing transportation, air quality, and otherplans under various State and Federal laws.  We are also a memberorganization comprised of 167 member cities and six counties inthe Southern California region.  We have been a partner with youragency in planning for clean air for nearly four decades.

We are encouraged that the Draft Scoping Plan recognizes thepotential for regional planning and collaboration to achieve airemissions benefits.  Of note, the Draft Scoping Plan proposes twomillion metric tons of CO2 equivalent reductions to be achieved bylocal agencies through regional blueprint planning processes in2020.  
We recognize, however, that while the Draft Scoping Plan andAppendices lay out broad parameters under which regional targetsfor greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions might work, thereare many significant issues that would need to be fully addressedin order for our members to move this measure forward.  Majorexamples include the appropriate level of the local government GHGreduction target (and any potential associated vehicle milestraveled reduction target), the technical methods to establish andverify emissions reductions, accountability measures, andcommitment to incentives and funding for local participation.  

Please note that a one-size-fit all approach may not beappropriate, and urge you to work with SCAG to further considerthe breadth and complexity of the Southern California region, andto coordinate with us in your outreach to the variety ofstakeholders here.






ARB staff has been accessible to SCAG staff, and I appreciate thewillingness of your staff to work with us on discussing theseissues.  Nevertheless, I strongly encourage you to have additionalfocused discussions with MPOs around the State and withrepresentatives of local governments.

Finally, please be aware that while we are submitting preliminarycomments to respond to the August 11 deadline, we have not to dateconvened a full policy review and discussion involving SCAG’sRegional Council.  To that end, a Climate Change Workshop has beenscheduled for September 4, 2008, the next meeting date of the SCAGRegional Council.  It is our intention to submit further commentsto you after the Workshop, but in advance of anticipated adoptionof the Scoping Plan in November.  

I am pleased that ARB will participate in the Climate ChangeWorkshop discussion with the Regional Council when it meets onSeptember 4.  The Workshop will provide an opportunity for directdiscussions with representatives of SCAG member cities andcounties.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the DraftScoping Plan.  We look forward to working with you on thisimportant effort.

Should you have any questions regarding this letter, pleasecontact Mr. Hasan Ikhrata, Executive Director, at (213) 236-1944for further information.

Sincerely,
 
 
RICHARD T. DIXON
President
Southern California Association of Governments




Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/529-climate_change_-_scag_comments-081108.pdfOriginal File Name: Climate Change - SCAG Comments-081108.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 17:50:47No Duplicates.



Comment 297 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BobLast Name: EpsteinEmail Address: Bob@e2.orgAffiliation: Environmental EntrepreneursSubject: E2's Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:To ARB,
Thank for the opportunity to submit comments on the Draft ScopingPlan. Attached please find E2's comments.
Respectfully,
Diane Doucette
E2Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/530-e2c2_comments_scoping_plan_draft_aug11.docOriginal File Name: E2C2 Comments Scoping Plan Draft Aug11.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-11 18:43:52No Duplicates.



Comment 298 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: HunterEmail Address: hunter@ieta.orgAffiliation: IETASubject: IETA's comments on Draft Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Attached please find the International Emissions TradingAssociation's (IETA's)comments on the California Climate ChangeDraft Scoping Plan and Appendices.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/531-carb-ietacommentsaug-11-2008.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB-IETAcommentsAug-11-2008.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 07:29:20No Duplicates.



Comment 299 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: BradyEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Con10u, Inc.Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/532-8_05_08_jamesbradycon10u.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_05_08_jamesbradycon10u.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 09:16:49No Duplicates.



Comment 300 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JulioLast Name: AlvaradoEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Alvarado and AssociatesSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/533-8_06_08_alvaradoassociates.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_06_08_alvaradoassociates.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 09:18:42No Duplicates.



Comment 301 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StevenLast Name: SmithEmail Address: Steven.B.Smith@Saint-Gobain.comAffiliation: Subject: Draft Scoping Plan Appendices CommentsComment:Attached please find our comments on the Draft Scoping PlanAppendices.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/534-ca_ab32_draftscopingplanappendices_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: CA AB32 draftscopingplanappendices comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 09:18:58No Duplicates.



Comment 302 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Deborah Last Name: SableEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Woodland Hills-TarzanaSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/535-7_31_08_woodlandhillstarzanachamber.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_31_08_woodlandhillstarzanachamber.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 09:23:10No Duplicates.



Comment 303 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RoseLast Name: ParishEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: North Bay Black Chamber of CommerceSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/536-8_04_08_northbayblackchamber.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_04_08_northbayblackchamber.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 09:25:07No Duplicates.



Comment 304 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Peter Last Name: Cooper Email Address: pcooper@calaborfed.orgAffiliation: California Labor Federation’s Workforce Subject: Labor and AB 32Comment:Dear California Air Resources Board,

We’re writing to let you know about a new Labor Center report: 
*California**’s Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: A BackgroundPaper for Labor. *This background paper analyzes AB 32, the GlobalWarming Solutions Act of 2006, a landmark law which aims todramatically reduce California’s greenhouse gas emissions.

The paper focuses on AB 32’s potential impact on California jobsand workers, and highlights ways that California labor unions canengage in the implementation process to promote both loweremissions and good jobs. 

To download a copy of the briefing paper, please visit:
http://laborcenter.berkeley.edu/greenjobs/AB32_background_paper08.pdf
http://laborcenter.berkeley.edu/greenjobs/

As you probably know, the AB 32 implementation process is already
underway, and labor’s participation in these debates can play an 
important role in shaping how AB 32 ultimately affects workingfamilies in California. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/537-labor_ab32_background_paper08.pdfOriginal File Name: Labor_AB32_background_paper08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 13:53:43No Duplicates.



Comment 305 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DerekLast Name: WalkerEmail Address: dbwalker@edf.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: EDF - General CommentsComment:Please accept the attached general comments from EnvironmentalDefense Fund on the AB 32 draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/538-edf_-_general_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: EDF - General Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 14:57:49No Duplicates.



Comment 306 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Stephen Last Name: BurnsEmail Address: Stephen.Burns@chevron.comAffiliation: ChevronSubject: Chevron Comments on AppendicesComment:Please see attached. Thank you. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/539-ab32_draft_scoping_plan2.pdfOriginal File Name: AB32 Draft Scoping Plan2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 15:50:27No Duplicates.



Comment 307 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: AntoneEmail Address: jantone@ysaqmd.orgAffiliation: Yolo-Solano Air Quality Mgmt. DistrictSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan - Public EducationComment:Thank you for the oppotunity to comment on the Draft Scoping Plan
Much of our society's motor vehicle dependence is both culturaland psychological.  An aggressive public education campaign shouldbe developed to encourage less motor vehicle dependance, especiallyfor short trips.   This campaign should include the GHGreduction/air quality benefits, energy independence, money savingand health benefits of less motor vehicle dependance.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 16:16:31No Duplicates.



Comment 308 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RichardLast Name: LyonEmail Address: rlyon@cbia.orgAffiliation: CBIASubject: Comments: scoping Plan & AppendiciesComment:thank you for the opportunity to offer these comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/541-cbia_final_carb_comments.zipOriginal File Name: CBIA Final CARB Comments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 16:41:17No Duplicates.



Comment 309 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: billLast Name: magavernEmail Address: bill.magavern@sierraclub.orgAffiliation: Subject: SIERRA CLUB CALIFORNIA COMMENTS ON APPENDICES TO AB 32 DRAFT SCOPING PLANComment:See attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/542-sierra_club_california_comments_appendices_ab_32_scoping_plan_final.docOriginal File Name: Sierra Club California Comments Appendices AB 32 Scoping Plan final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-12 17:13:26No Duplicates.



Comment 310 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GerardLast Name: McCabeEmail Address: gmccabeesq@aol.comAffiliation: KPC GEMB ENERGY LLCSubject: General Comments on the APPENDICESComment:KPC GEMB ENERGY LLC IS PLEASE TO SUBMIT THE ATTACHED COMMENTS ONTHE APPENDICESAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/543-kpc_gemb_energy_llc_ab_32_scope_appendix_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: KPC GEMB ENERGY LLC AB 32 SCOPE appendix COMMENTS.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-13 07:17:341 Duplicates.



Comment 311 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichelleLast Name: PasseroEmail Address: MPassero@tnc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Please replace TNC Scoping Plan comments with this PDF versionComment:Hello,

I just sent a Word version of TNC's Draft Scoping Plan comments. Could you please upload the attached pdf version instead?

Thank youAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/545-tnc_draft_scoping_plan_comments_final__8_13_08.pdfOriginal File Name: TNC Draft Scoping Plan Comments Final  8 13 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-13 13:47:41No Duplicates.



Comment 312 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RTPA GroupLast Name: CaliforniaEmail Address: CalRTPA-owner@yahoogroups.comAffiliation: Regional Transportation Planning AgencieSubject: Regional Transportation Planning Agencies Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Attached are comments from the Regional Transportation PlanningAgencies regarding the Draft Scoping Plan. We look forward toworking with CARB staff to address these issues in the final plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/546-ab32_scoping_plan_rtpafinalcomments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB32 Scoping Plan RTPAFinalComments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-13 16:49:39No Duplicates.



Comment 313 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AliLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Kern County Black Chamber of CommerceSubject: AB 32Comment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/547-8_08_08_kerncountyblackchamber.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_08_08_kerncountyblackchamber.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:32:08No Duplicates.



Comment 314 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatriciaLast Name: WattsEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: FCI Management ConsultantsSubject: AB 32Comment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/548-8_7_08_fcimanagementconsultants.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_7_08_fcimanagementconsultants.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:37:44No Duplicates.



Comment 315 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CathyLast Name: KarlstadEmail Address: Cathy.Karlstad@sce.comAffiliation: Southern California EdisonSubject: Southern California Edison's Comments on Draft Scoping Plan AppendicesComment:Attached are SCE's comments on the Draft Scoping Plan Appendices.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/549-sce_comments_on_draft_scoping_plan_appendices.pdfOriginal File Name: SCE Comments on Draft Scoping Plan Appendices.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:38:17No Duplicates.



Comment 316 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: DuranEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Hispanic Chamber of Commerce Subject: AB 32Comment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/550-8_08_08_jamesduranhispanicchamber.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_08_08_jamesduranhispanicchamber.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:39:39No Duplicates.



Comment 317 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BeckyLast Name: BondEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: CREDO actionSubject: AB 32Comment:please see attached letter. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/551-8_08_08_credopetitioncover.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_08_08_credopetitioncover.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:43:15No Duplicates.



Comment 318 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FranciscoLast Name: AlvarezEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: American GI ForumSubject: AB 32Comment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/552-8_8_08_americangiforumactual.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_8_08_americangiforumactual.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:45:53No Duplicates.



Comment 319 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Anna Last Name: GreenleafEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:please see attached letter Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/553-7_29_08_greenleaf.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_29_08_greenleaf.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 10:52:09No Duplicates.



Comment 320 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarlLast Name: FarringtonEmail Address: carl.farrington@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: South Coast Interfaith CouncilSubject: Public Awareness and Involvement with the PlanComment:As members of a social concerns committee of an interfaithorganization we wish to comment on the need for (1) greater publicawareness of and knowledge about California's Climate Change Planand (2) greater public involvement with reducing greenhouse gasemissions.
 
Faith communities and civic organizations such as Rotary Clubscould be very effective in creating public awareness and helpingthe public become better informed.  They could aim first at theirown members.  They could also sponsor forums with invitedspeakers.  They can also prod their larger organizations at thecounty, state and national levels.  They could petition theirlocal city government to adopt resolutions aimed at highergovernmental levels and at their own residents and businesses.
 
To stimulate greater public involvement in reducing emissions andconserving energy religious and civic groups could urge people tohave a strong sense of responsibility about recycling and disposalof harmful materials.  These groups could disseminate informationabout conserving water and energy and help people become moremindful of conservation practices.  They could prompt localgovernments to find means to give commendation to good citizenshipand also create ordinances with penalties for bad behavior. 

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 13:12:34No Duplicates.



Comment 321 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Duc Last Name: VuEmail Address: dvvu@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Effective Solution for Global WarmingComment:Dear Sir/Madame:

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to comment on the AB32,which may be the first in the nation to try to solve the urgentclimate change issue, which can be a catastrophe to our lives andthe earth.

Congratulations to you, as always, the leading State in the UnitedStates of America, and maybe the world, in protecting theenvironment.

However, the AB32 is NOT effective to solve the climate change orglobal warming issue when it doesn't mention about the methane gasfrom raising cattle for meat, and the organic farming which is farmore less carbon footprint than conventional farming with all kindof chemicals.

I was a resident of Santa Cruz, California during 1979-1986, andstill have many of my family members in Los Angeles, CA, and allof my wife's immediate relatives are living in San Jose, CA, so Iam very fond of the State of California, which is always myfavorite state.

Attached is a document for many citizens to read and be more awareof the dire situation of our earth, and most importantly, knowingthe solution which they play a vital role to be part of thesolution.

May God bless America always.

Duc VuAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/555-some_facts_on_global_warming.docOriginal File Name: Some_FACTS_ON_GLOBAL_WARMING.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 13:35:57No Duplicates.



Comment 322 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Sandy Last Name: CajasEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Regional Hispanic Chamber of CommerceSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/556-8_12_08_regionalhispanicchamberofcommerce.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_12_08_regionalhispanicchamberofcommerce.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 14:00:59No Duplicates.



Comment 323 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Willie Last Name: GalvernEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: American GI ForumSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/557-8_06_08_americangiforumwglavern.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_06_08_americangiforumwglavern.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 14:04:55No Duplicates.



Comment 324 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Helen Last Name: GalvernEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: American GI ForumSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/558-8_06_08_americangiforumhgalvern.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_06_08_americangiforumhgalvern.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 14:05:49No Duplicates.



Comment 325 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KateLast Name: WhiteEmail Address: kwhite@uli.orgAffiliation: Urban Land InstituteSubject: Comments on Scoping PlanComment:please see letter attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/559-uli_ca_to_carb_8-08.pdfOriginal File Name: ULI CA to CARB 8-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 14:37:23No Duplicates.



Comment 326 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VickiLast Name: StaschEmail Address: vickistasch@comcast.netAffiliation: citizen in Tulare County, bike commuterSubject: no focus on carbon free commutingComment:In reviewing the document I see little mention of pedestrian orbicycling as viable ways to address reduction of green house gasesand I highly recommend these be added.  In addition communityplanning that allows for connectivity for walkers and bicyclistsneeds to be included. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 15:52:01No Duplicates.



Comment 327 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Steven Last Name: KellyEmail Address: steven@iepa.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of the Independent Energy Producers AssociationComment:These are the comments of the Independent Energy ProducersAssociation regarding Appendix C of The CARB Climate Change DraftScoping Plan. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/561-iep_comments_on_appendix_c_-__final-8-14-08.docOriginal File Name: IEP Comments on Appendix C -  FINAL-8-14-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 17:06:55No Duplicates.



Comment 328 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: LuevanoEmail Address: mluevano@globalgreen.orgAffiliation: Global Green USASubject: Comments re: draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attachementAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/562-gg_letter_to_carb_re_draft_scoping_plan.docOriginal File Name: GG Letter to CARB re draft Scoping Plan.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 17:34:04No Duplicates.



Comment 329 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Charlotte W.Last Name: MyersEmail Address: charlotte@interfaithpower.orgAffiliation: California Interfaith Power & LightSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan - General CommentsComment:Attn:  Chairperson Mary Nichols

    Please find our comments attached

          Charlotte W. Myers
          California Interfaith Power and LightAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/563-cipl_comments_on_ab32.docOriginal File Name: CIPL Comments on AB32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-14 17:52:31No Duplicates.



Comment 330 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LindaLast Name: WeinerEmail Address: linwiner@earthlink.netAffiliation: American Lung Association of CASubject: Health and Medical Organizations Comments on Draft Scoping PlanComment:HEALTH NETWORK FOR CLEAN AIR


August 15, 2008

Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the California Air ResourcesBoard:

As health and medical organizations, we are extremely concernedabout the crisis of global warming and the reality that globalwarming will lead to serious public health problems and increaserates of illness, hospitalizations and premature death.  Ourhealth professionals are on the front lines dealing with thedirect effects of global warming in daily interactions with theaffected public and patients in hospitals and emergency rooms.  Weare especially concerned about impacts to vulnerable individualsincluding seniors, people with heart or lung disease, children andinfants. We greatly appreciate the hard work of CARB staff indeveloping the draft-scoping plan to implement AB 32 and addressthese problems, but believe the plan needs substantialstrengthening.

Air pollution already drives high mortality and morbidity numbersand global warming will only make this situation worse.  The stateis currently experiencing up to 24,000 premature deaths, 350,000asthma attacks, thousands of hospitalizations and emergency roomvisits, and millions of missed school and work days fromrespiratory and cardiac illnesses caused by pollution.  Inaddition, research shows that children in polluted areas of thestate are growing up with reduced lung capacity due to pollutionexposures that slow and stunt lung growth and development.  

Global warming will pose a range of other health challenges to ourcommunities at the same time we are dealing with the severe airpollution problems.  Global warming is expected to increasesickness and death from heat waves and weather extremes, waterpollution, increased and more widely distributed vectorpopulations, increased potential for food-borne illness and otherenvironmental challenges.  

Clearly, public health must be a key consideration in thedevelopment of the scoping plan and other AB 32 relatedimplementation activities.  In order to make this happen, thereneeds to be a much higher level of engagement with the publichealth community, through both public health agencies andorganizations.  While we appreciate that CARB has committed to doa public health analysis of individual scoping plan measures, weare concerned that this is only a beginning. We urge the board totake the following actions:  

1)	Establish a broader role for the public health community in thedevelopment of the scoping plan and broader implementation of AB32.   State and local public health agencies and organizationsshould have a formal and ongoing role in reviewing plans andstrategies for greenhouse gas reduction and provide input on boththe broader public health impacts of the mix of proposed measures(including gaps where additional measures could improve publichealth benefits) and the specific health benefits and concernsrelated to individual measures.  Public health input is needed atevery step in the process of developing mitigation measures andstrategies to reduce global warming, both prior to and after theadoption of the scoping plan.  When implementation begins, publichealth support can facilitate the public and community supportneeded for the local and regional changes.

2)	Change the priorities and commitments in the scoping plan tobetter reflect public health concerns and provide a higher levelof public health protection:

•	Elevate the priority of significant shifts in transportation andland use in the scoping plan.  

Given that 40% of greenhouse gases emanate from vehicles andvehicles are also a strong source of smog precursors, contributingto respiratory and heart disease, the state should place a muchhigher priority on efforts to reduce personal driving andcommercial transportation.  Promoting use of transportationalternatives such as walking, biking and public transit will leadto healthier lifestyles, less obesity and less chronic illness andinjury.  

•	Establish measures to promote healthier communities including astronger focus on reduction of vehicle miles traveled.
The scoping plan must include a stronger statewide goal forreducing vehicle emissions and stronger measures to promotetransit and changes in land use and transportation patterns thatreduce personal driving.

•	Set strong regional goals for greenhouse gas reduction
As part of the push toward healthier communities, the state shouldestablish strong regional goals to spur local action backed up byincreased state resources to revise local and regional plans tosupport AB 32 goals.

•	Take a cautious approach toward cap and trade
CARB should approach market-based measures cautiously, limit theiruse and apply appropriate safeguards to ensure emission reductionsare real, verifiable, surplus and permanent.  In addition, CARBshould ensure that pollution sources pay for emission allocationsrather than allow free distribution.  Cap and trade must not leadto further adverse impacts on communities alreadydisproportionately impacted by the regulated industries andsectors, chronic disease and injury, and little or no access tohealth care.

•	Focus on local health benefits of scoping plan measures,especially with regard to environmental justice communities.
The plan must not only prevent creation of pollution “hot spots”and real “heat islands”, but should also demonstrate that measureswill improve air quality and health conditions in localcommunities.  Communities especially affected include those nearports, goods movement, power plants, agricultural and otherindustrial pollution sources.

•	Direct revenues to assist community-level mitigation efforts.
CARB should ensure that additional state revenues raised throughgreenhouse gas fees or cap and trade programs are directed toassist local community global warming mitigation and adaptationefforts, especially in environmental justice communities.

3)	Engage the public health community in development of strategiesfor public outreach and messaging on global warming and mitigationstrategies.  Building public support for mitigation strategieswill be critical to the success of the state’s efforts.  Publichealth forces have considerable expertise and experience inreaching out to and educating diverse communities, as well ashelping structure the policies and environments to motivate andsupport healthy behavior change.

The CARB scoping plan currently estimates health benefits valuedat $2 billion, including reductions of premature deaths, asthmaattacks and respiratory symptoms. While these numbers aresignificant, we believe these health benefits could be increasedsignificantly by strengthening the plan as discussed above andfocusing on measures with large air quality co-benefits.

Californians are in the middle of a public health crisis asevidenced by high levels of air pollution related illness, chronicdisease associated with obesity and physical inactivity, and otherhealth issues.  The serious environmental challenges brought on byglobal warming will quickly overwhelm health service systems,particularly for low-income communities. Reducing global warmingis a vital strategy that will help Californians breathe easier andprevent suffering from lung and heart disease, as well as promotecommunity and transportation design change that can reduce therisk of chronic disease and injury. 

We look forward to working with you toward the development of astrong, health protective, greenhouse gas reduction plan.

Sincerely, 

Bonnie Holmes-Gen, Senior Policy Director
American Lung Association of California

Donna Gerber, Director, Government Relations
California Nurses Association/National Nurses OrganizingCommittee

David Claman, M.D., President
California Thoracic Society

Bruce Pomer, Executive Director
Health officers Association of California

Michael DeLollis, M.D., Chair, Community Health Committee
Fresno-Madera Medical Society

Elina Green, MPH
Long Beach Alliance for Children with Asthma

Kevin Hamilton, RRT, RCP, Co-Director
Medical Advocates for Healthy Air (Fresno)

Allyson Holman, Chair
Merced-Mairposa County Asthma Coalition

Evan Krasner, M.D., Executive Director
Physicians for Social Responsibility, San Francisco

Marice Ashe, JD, MPH, Director
Public Health Law & Policy

Joel Ervice, Associate Director
RAMP (Regional Asthma Management and Prevention)

William S. Sandberg, Executive Director
Sierra Sacramento Valley Medical Society

Steve Heilig, MPH, Director Public Health & Education
San Francisco Medical Society



















Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/565-health_network_org_scoping_plan_comments.docOriginal File Name: Health Network Org Scoping Plan Comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-15 14:30:40No Duplicates.



Comment 331 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoanLast Name: ClayburghEmail Address: joan@sierranevadaalliance.orgAffiliation: Sierra Nevada AllianceSubject: Sierra Nevada Alliance Comments on Scoping PlanComment:Attached is our general comments on the CARB Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/566-alliance_ab32_scope_comments_final.docOriginal File Name: Alliance AB32 Scope Comments FINAL.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-15 15:46:27No Duplicates.



Comment 332 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: Vander SluisEmail Address: mvander@pcl.orgAffiliation: Planning and Conservation LeagueSubject: Planning and Conservation League Comments on AB 32 DSPComment:Attached are the comments from PCL on the AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/567-pcl_comments_on_ab_32_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: PCL Comments on AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-15 16:12:54No Duplicates.



Comment 333 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AudreyLast Name: ChangEmail Address: achang@nrdc.orgAffiliation: NRDCSubject: Letter from Coalition of Environmental, Public Health, and Renewable Energy groupsComment:We respectfully submit these comments from a broad coalition ofgroups giving our suggestions on the Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/568-coalition_letter_re_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Coalition Letter re Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-15 16:39:30No Duplicates.



Comment 334 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RachelLast Name: Dinno-TaylorEmail Address: Rachel.Dinno@tpl.orgAffiliation: Trust for Public LandSubject: TPL's Scoping Plan commentsComment:Please accept the attached comments from the Trust for Public Landon the Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/569-tpl_comments__draft_scoping_plan__ghg_benefits_of_urban_parks.pdfOriginal File Name: TPL comments (Draft Scoping Plan) GHG Benefits of Urban Parks.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-15 16:43:36No Duplicates.



Comment 335 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HollyLast Name: FosterEmail Address: foster22@cox.netAffiliation: Citizen's Climate LobbySubject: Thank you for AB32Comment:I wanted to start by saying I attended the 8/15 meeting in SanDiego and am very grateful for everything the state is doing inthis regard.  I just have a couple comments/suggestions:

1) Public Transportation - build it with meaningful placement andtime travel options and people will use it.  Also in this regardCa has always been a leader in technology and a wide variety ofcompanies have the technology and ability to allow people to workfrom home but have not went forward with this.  Some tax breaks tocompanies offering work from home options may jump start thisprocess and will take many cars off the road.

2)Some money should be set aside for research and development ofrenewable resources.  I think a state trust to hold funds frompolluters is a great idea and these funds should remain in set formeeting the goals of AB32 and the 2050 goals.   Additional moneymay need to come from bonds but the economic development shouldmake the bonds easy to repay.

3)A few concerns were mentioned about this initiative notfurthering costs to the poor.  Many will not be able to make theinvestment in buying their own solar panels and we have manyrenters in the state.  Is is just as important for theseindividuals to do their part.  The way to make this happen is towork with the energy companies to get them on board with utulizingrenewable resources.  There are very few companies but they are outthere that will pay for the solar panels on your roof and thiermaintenance and you just pay the same bill you always paid.  Thisbenefits the energy companies because in the long run thisproduces more energy then the cost of the equipment so that istheir incentive.  Individuals will work with this arrangementbecause they are used to it.  Most cable companies own andmaintain the equipment that provide that service.  They will bepart of the solution without the up front cost that many poor andmiddle class families just can't afford.
To make this work there may have to be changes to how companiessell tie into the grid?  I have heard that is true on a nationallevel.

4)Fire prevention should be a part of AB32 because fires feed intothe cycle of global warming by having less vegetation to breath inthe CO2 and then causing more fires.

5) Since this is a long term problem the education dept shouldincorporate global warming legislation in the state educationframework.

Thank you so much!
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-17 11:52:49No Duplicates.



Comment 336 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Theresa Last Name: AcerroEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Southwest Chula Vista Civic AssociationSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/572-8_18_08_tacerro.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_18_08_tacerro.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-18 11:47:10No Duplicates.



Comment 337 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Patti Last Name: KrebsEmail Address: iea@iea.sdcoxmail.comAffiliation: Industrial Enviromental AssociationSubject: AB 32 Scopping Plan CommentsComment:Please see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/573-ab_32_scopping_plan__letter9.docOriginal File Name: AB 32 Scopping Plan  Letter9.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-18 14:35:06No Duplicates.



Comment 338 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GlennLast Name: MosierEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: UBS Financial Services Inc. Subject: Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/574-8_15_08_ubs.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_UBS.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-18 15:29:21No Duplicates.



Comment 339 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Bonnie Last Name: Holmes-GenEmail Address: bhgen@alac.orgAffiliation: American Lung Association of CaliforniaSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan CommentsComment:



August 18, 2008


Mary Nichols, Chairman
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Chairman Nichols:

Re: American Lung Association of California Recommendations OnDraft Global Warming Solutions Act Scoping Plan 

The American Lung Association of California appreciates theCalifornia Air Resources Board’s (CARB) tremendous dedication andeffort to develop the draft Scoping Plan as a key step forwardtoward implementing AB 32 and creating a more sustainable energyeconomy.  Without dramatic changes in our society and economy toreduce global warming, California’s already severe pollutionproblems will only get worse and health costs will continue toclimb higher.  While the draft plan represents an important firststep, we are urging the board to incorporate strengthening changesto substantially boost air quality, greenhouse gas reduction andpublic health benefits.

The public health crisis in California caused by the state’sdependence on polluting petroleum fuels is a key reason why wemust move forward quickly with the strongest possible greenhousegas reduction measures. Moving away from petroleum fuels throughstrategies to clean up vehicles and fuels, change land usepatterns, and promote alternative transportation modes and othergreenhouse gas reduction strategies will not only help achieve thestate’s 2020 and 2050 targets, but will also provide tremendousco-benefits by attacking California’s smog and toxic air pollutionproblems.  With asthma at epidemic levels and thousands ofpremature deaths, hospitalizations and illnesses caused by airpollution each year, California must take strong action.  

The American Lung Association appreciates that the draft scopingplan incorporates some strong elements.  We are pleased to see asignificant commitment to renewable power production in Californiathrough the inclusion of a goal of achieving 33 percent of thestate’s power through renewable sources.  We are also pleased thatthat the plan has a strong foundation in regulatory approaches thatprovide the most certainty with regard to achieving greenhouse gasemission reductions and providing the most accountability to thepublic.  However, additional measures must be incorporated tosignificantly strengthen the plan.

As we have commented during the public hearings on the scopingplan, we strongly believe that protection of public health shouldbe the key criteria to evaluate the various policy tools andstrategies that are part of the scoping plan, as well as thebroader implementation efforts under AB 32.  In order to givepriority consideration to public health, the board must ensurethat the plan:  

1)	Places a high priority on measures that can achieve thegreatest public health benefits and measures that can provideearly reductions and improve air quality in communities alreadysuffering from high levels of exposure to smog and toxic pollutionfrom ports, goods movement, agricultural and industrial pollutersand other hot spots.
2)	Contributes to faster progress toward meeting state and federalclean air commitments for smog and particle pollution, and includesno elements that allow for backsliding on achievement of state andfederal air quality standards.
3)	Maximizes the air quality and public health co-benefits of allregulations and strategies for greenhouse gas reduction includedin the plan.
4)	Meets all requirements of AB 32 (Nunez/Pavley) for analysis ofair quality impacts and impacts to disadvantaged communities.

We urge the board to adopt the following specific changes in theplan to ensure the plan meets the above criteria:

Public Health Analysis and Benefits

Establish a formal process for public health review and input intothe scoping plan.  We appreciate that CARB intends to publish anappendix outlining the public health impacts and benefits of theplan and believe this is an extremely important step.  In order tobe effective, the analysis must estimate the statewide and localimpacts of both regulatory and market-based measures included inthe plan, especially with regard to environmental justicecommunities.  However, we believe that CARB needs to alsoestablish a formal and ongoing process to review the prioritiesand overall public health impacts and implications of the scopingplan throughout its development and implementation as well asreviewing individual measures. We believe it is important for CARBto include representatives of key state and local public healthagencies and organizations in this process.

The scoping plan must provide local public health protections. Many communities in California, in particular low-incomecommunities and communities of color, live in close proximity tomultiple sources of pollution, including ports, goods movement,agricultural and industrial pollution sources and experiencehigher health impacts. The plan must not only preventdisproportionate impacts or creation of “hot spots”of pollution asrequired by AB 32, but must also provide benefits to localcommunities such as additional resources and mitigation measuresto speed up air quality progress.




Transportation and Land Use

Boost  greenhouse gas emission reductions from transportation andland use sectors.  Transportation is the largest contributor toglobal warming and air pollution in California, representing 38%of greenhouse gas emissions and over 80% of nitrogen oxideemissions that contribute to smog and particulate pollution.  Carsand light trucks make up the majority of the greenhouse gasemissions from the transportation sector.  The state must committo stronger transportation measures to meet the 2020 target and tolay the groundwork for the more challenging 2050 greenhouse gasreduction target.

Set a  higher bar for reduction of vehicle miles travelled or“VMT.”
With current growth and development patterns, VMT is expected toincrease by 70% over the next 30 years.  This level of growth invehicle use would cancel out progress made in reducing greenhousegas emissions through introduction of cleaner vehicles and fuels.The plan’s current goal of achieving 2 million metric tons ofgreenhouse gas reductions from VMT reduction is far too low.  Thestate should set a higher goal of at least 10 million metric tonsand provide the leadership and support to help local governmentschange land use and transportation patterns to achieve the goal.

Establish strong regional greenhouse gas reduction targets:  Thebest way to ensure that local governments make the changesnecessary in land use and transportation planning to supportcompact and more efficient development patterns and reduced VMT isto establish strong regional targets for greenhouse gas reduction. These regional targets must include a mechanism to hold cities andcounties accountable for achieving their share of emissionreductions. 

Include measures to expand public transportation systems: Expanding California’s public transportation system, providingfull funding of public transportation in the state budget thisyear and providing consistent ongoing funding are criticalmeasures to promote reduced need for driving.  An increasedemphasis on public transit is important to support local andregional agency efforts to change transportation and land useplans in order to emphasize smart growth strategies. Unfortunately, the current draft makes little mention of publictransit.

Include indirect source rules as well as additional measures toreduce vehicle trips:  Communities across the state can benefitfrom using indirect source rules to ensure that the greenhouse gasand air pollution emissions from developments are calculated andmitigated.  This is another strategy to promote compactdevelopment patterns, transportation options such as walking andbicycling, less driving and healthier, more livable communities. 

Accelerate efforts to introduce zero emission vehicles:  CARBshould establish more aggressive goals for introducing new purezero emission vehicles such as battery electric vehicles and fuelcell vehicles into the vehicle fleet, especially in the 2015 -2020timeframe. CARB should also establish requirements for automakersto expand use of electric drive technologies across the newvehicle fleet, including conventional hybrid and plug-in hybridtechnologies, in new vehicles.


Market Mechanisms

Take a cautious and slow approach to market-based measures:  CARBshould approach market-based measures cautiously, limit their useand apply appropriate safeguards to maximize air quality andhealth benefits.  Measures should be carefully designed to providereal, quantifiable and surplus reductions, maximize criteria airpollutant co-benefits, provide near-term benefits to localcommunities in terms of emission reductions and mitigation funds,limit use of offsets, include a strong enforcement program andensure that pollution sources pay for emission allocations ratherthan allowing free distribution.  Any cap and trade programadopted by CARB must include, from the start, a requirement forpollution sources to pay for all emission allocations through anauction with the revenues applied toward public interestprojects.

CARB should also be very cautious about linking to other state orregional cap and trade programs such as the Western ClimateInitiative (WCI).  While we appreciate the value of developingregional approaches to reducing greenhouse gas emissions,California should not accept weaker cap and trade or offsetrequirements in order to join a regional market. Beforeconsidering linkage with other programs including WCI, CARB shouldensure that these programs contain strong safeguards, includingthose listed above.

Offsets must be limited to avoid reduction of air quality andcommunity benefits:
In order to achieve AB 32 goals, California will have to drivedevelopment and implementation of new, innovative cleantechnologies that can achieve the maximum level greenhouse gasreduction. We are tremendously concerned that offsets, especiallythose generated outside of the state, will reduce the incentivefor California’s industries to transition to less carbon intensivemanufacturing and production technologies.  If offsets are going tobe allowed, they should be limited to a small percentage of afacility’s greenhouse gas reduction requirements.  In addition,CARB needs to address how offsets would be evaluated and monitoredon an ongoing basis to ensure they are real, verifiable, permanentand surplus.

We are also extremely concerned about the direction provided inthe current draft of the scoping plan regarding offsets Thecurrent proposal implies that sources in a cap and trade programwould be able to cover 100 percent of their required (cap andtrade) emission reductions by purchasing offsets rather thanreducing emissions.  This would be completely unacceptable from apublic health perspective.  If CARB does pursue an offsetsprogram, we urge CARB to ensure that companies can only countoffsets toward meeting a small percentage (less than 10%) of therequired emission reductions.

Direct revenues to public interest programs, includingcommunity-level mitigation efforts.
CARB should ensure that additional state revenues raised throughgreenhouse gas fees or cap and trade programs are directed toassist global warming mitigation and adaptation efforts includingenergy efficiency, especially in environmental justicecommunities.  We also join the Coalition For Clean Air and otherorganizations in recommending that a fixed percentage of revenuesfrom market-based programs should be directed toward theestablishment of a “community benefits fund” to assist communitiessuffering from disproportionate air pollution impacts.

Goods Movement

Incorporate stronger measures to reduce greenhouse gases fromgoods movement.
We believe there are significant opportunities for CARB toaccelerate reductions of greenhouse gases from the goods movementsector, which is responsible for 20% of greenhouse gas emissionsin the transportation sector as well as substantial adverse airquality and health impacts to communities near ports, railyardsand other goods movement facilities.  The serious health impactsand projected tremendous increase in goods movement activity atthe ports calls for a greater level of effort to reduce criteriapollutant, toxics and greenhouse gas emissions.  The opportunitiesrange from electrifying vehicles, vessels and equipment such asswitching locomotives, trucks, yard hostlers and tugs andincreasing on-dock rail for more efficient container transport toincorporating efficiency measures and low carbon technologies intonew port projects and developing more efficient containers andfreight handling and operations at ports.  We urge CARB toincrease the scoping plan’s commitment to reducing emissions fromgoods movement measures to assist in efforts to meet both shortand long-term greenhouse gas reduction targets.

Industrial Sector

Strengthen regulatory requirements on industrial pollution.
CARB should include in the scoping plan additional strongregulatory measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in theindustrial sector, such as petroleum refineries, power plants, andcement plants.  Industrial sources account for 20% of the state’sgreenhouse gas emissions and also contribute significantly tolocal and statewide air quality problems.  We believe the stateshould not rely solely on market measures to reduce emissions fromthis sector.  Furthermore, additional regulatory measures on thesetypes of facilities will provide important air quality and healthbenefits to the communities where they are located.

Energy

Maintain a strong commitment to a 33% renewable portfolio standard(RPS) Since electricity makes up 23% of greenhouse gas emissions inCalifornia, pursuing renewable energy sources is extremelyimportant.  We strongly support CARB’s commitment to a 33% RPS.  Both investor-owned and publicly-owned utilities must invest inmore renewable energy sources, including wind, solar, andgeothermal resources. Increased use of renewables will decreaseCalifornia’s reliance on fossil fuels and reduce greenhouse gasemissions from the energy producing sector.

Public Outreach and Education

A strong outreach and education program is critical to the successof the state’s greenhouse gas reduction efforts.  We urge CARB toadopt a comprehensive public outreach and education program toassist in the AB 32 implementation effort and to seek formal inputand assistance from the public health community in developing thisprogram. The state can build on highly successful social marketingcampaigns to reduce tobacco use as well as programs it haspreviously established such as “Spare the Air” and “Flex YourPower” campaigns.

In conclusion, the American Lung Association appreciates CARB’seffort to date on this groundbreaking state greenhouse gas planand looks forward to continue working with you to ensure the planis strong, health protective, and provides a solid framework forsuccess in reaching the state’s 2020 and 2050 goals. 

Sincerely,

Bonnie Holmes-Gen
Senior Policy Director

Linda Weiner
Director, Air Quality Advocacy and Outreach


Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/575-alac_comments_august_18_final.docOriginal File Name: ALAC comments August 18 Final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 08:28:22No Duplicates.



Comment 340 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoseLast Name: SolacheEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Lynwood Unified School DistrictSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/576-8_14_08_solache.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_14_08_solache.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 09:49:44No Duplicates.



Comment 341 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GeorgeLast Name: ColeEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Oldtimers FoundationSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/577-8_14_08_oldtimers.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_14_08_oldtimers.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 09:51:25No Duplicates.



Comment 342 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JosefinaLast Name: HerreraEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Federacion De Clubes ChihuahuensesSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/578-8_14_08_herrera.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_14_08_herrera.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 09:53:31No Duplicates.



Comment 343 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 344 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanettLast Name: SanchezEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Lynwood latino CoalitionSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and AppendeciesComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/580-8_14_08_jsanchez.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_14_08_jsanchez.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 09:56:31No Duplicates.



Comment 345 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 346 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandyLast Name: HayesEmail Address: randy.hayes@worldfuturecouncil.orgAffiliation: World Future CouncilSubject: Feed-in TariffsComment:In order to hit the targets and timelines (to save this fragileplanetary climate system) we need policy arrangements that:
- Guarantee renewable energy access to the grid for small, medium,and large providers
- Pay a decent price to the energy provider, whether that is anindividual home owner, small business, farmer, or major powerplant 
- Guarantee the policy program for a solid number of years (forexample a 20 year program)
- Have flexibility to adjust prices from time to time.
- Phase out the program over the 20 years.
The FEED-IN TARIFF approach similar to Germany, Spain, andSwitzerland it the kind of approach that can deliver the abovearrangements.

One can hardly ask for too much when it comes to developing a zerowaste, closed loop, sustainable prduction and consumption societythat is powered by renewable energy. We had better not ask for toolittle if we want future generations to have a dignified life.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 09:58:33No Duplicates.



Comment 347 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LizaLast Name: TranEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Spectacular Design, IncSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/583-8_11_08_spectaculardesign.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_11_08_spectaculardesign.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 13:27:34No Duplicates.



Comment 348 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Jared Last Name: RiveraEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: LA Voice PicoSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and AppendeciesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/584-8_11_08_lavoicepico.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_11_08_lavoicepico.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 13:29:45No Duplicates.



Comment 349 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.This comment was posted then deleted because it was unrelated to the Workshop item or it was a duplicate.



Comment 350 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MonicoLast Name: SevillaEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Norwalk Youth Soccer LeagueSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and AppendeciesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/586-8_15_08_msevilla.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_msevilla.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 13:46:27No Duplicates.



Comment 351 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: LeeEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: San Diego Sierra ClubSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/587-8_15_08_dleesierra.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_dleesierra.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 14:03:37No Duplicates.



Comment 352 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EleanoraLast Name: RobbinsEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: San Diego State UniversitySubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/588-8_15_08_drrobbins.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_drrobbins.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 14:05:22No Duplicates.



Comment 353 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Nancy Last Name: McClearyEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: League of Women VotersSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/589-8_15_08_nmcclearylwv.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_nmcclearylwv.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-19 14:06:42No Duplicates.



Comment 354 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeronLast Name: RabinowizEmail Address: leronr@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Eco-Eating benefits: transport, water, electric & agricultureComment:A vegetarian (vegan) diet is by far the best solution to globalwarming. 
Almost all of your outlined green house gasses sectors areaffected by the production of an animal diet which is veryintensive on our planet and our human health, since a meat diet islinked to the cause of many diseases costing our health industrybillions. Moreover, more potent then CO2 is nitrous oxide (almost300x more potent) which is caused by a meat diet. Don’t take myword for it, below are scientific evidence showing

UN report - livestock’s long shadow
http://www.fao.org/newsroom/en/news/2006/1000448/index.html

Eco-Eating-Eating as if the Earth Matters
http://www.brook.com/veg/
 
Howard Lyman, LL.D.
http://www.vegsource.com/lyman/

New York Times
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5YkNkscBEp0

Paul McCartney - Devour the Earth
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0b2k98YLSnk

a sacred duty
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Y9RxmTGHZgE
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 06:35:19No Duplicates.



Comment 355 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ThomasLast Name: HeiderEmail Address: hohi@arcor.deAffiliation: Subject: Love for our PlanetComment:Save our planet!
Be green! Go veg!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 09:44:17No Duplicates.



Comment 356 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JaneLast Name: PhamEmail Address: jplotuspearl@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Veganism:  Immediate Solution to Climate Change Comment:Albert Einstein once said,  “Nothing will benefit human health orincrease the chances for survival of life on earth as theevolution to a vegetarian diet.”

I'm totally taken by surprise that Veganism/Vegetarianism andOrganic Farming were not listed nor considered as immediate,effective solutions to climate change within your plan. 

Aren't there enough evidence and scientific research pointing tomeat consumption being the leading cause of global warming. Infact, roughly 80% of it is. 

Together, we can reserve the detrimental environmental damage asquickly as within three months if the entire earth population wereto observe veganism/vegetarianism.   

C'mon, wake up, leaders. Please start answering the call. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 09:59:55No Duplicates.



Comment 357 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Amy Last Name: TranEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Chinese-Vietnamese American AssociationSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/593-8_11_08_amytran.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_11_08_amytran.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 15:57:38No Duplicates.



Comment 358 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Annette Last Name: MarronEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: California School Employees AssociationSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/594-8_11_08_annettemarron.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_11_08_annettemarron.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 15:59:19No Duplicates.



Comment 359 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Diane Last Name: PeraltaEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Alhambra Teachers AssociationSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/595-8_11_08_dianeperalta.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_11_08_dianeperalta.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 16:00:41No Duplicates.



Comment 360 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VirginiaLast Name: TaEmail Address: virginialotus@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: ConsiderComment:Please include Veganism/Vegetarianism and Organic Farming on yourtactics against global warming!

I hope my opinion matters in some way.  I thinkVeganism/Vegetariaism and Organic Farming will help against globalwarming, and save our planet in so many ways!

It's not as hard at all, if you know what to eat and make. Pleaseconsider this!

-Virginia Ta, Utah.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-20 20:55:37No Duplicates.



Comment 361 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LesaLast Name: HeebnerEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Councilmember, City of Solana BeachSubject: Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/597-8_15_08_cityofsolanabeach.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_15_08_cityofsolanabeach.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-21 14:02:54No Duplicates.



Comment 362 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristineLast Name: SeghersEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:ARB has received over 30 letters similar to the attached exampleAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/598-8_6_08_keepthescopingplanstrongformletter.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_6_08_keepthescopingplanstrongformletter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-21 14:35:00No Duplicates.



Comment 363 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JasonLast Name: BarboseEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Environment CaliforniaSubject: Global Warming SolutionsComment:ARB has received approximately 41,000 of the attached postcard Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/599-7_24_08_environmentcaliforniapostcards.pdfOriginal File Name: 7_24_08_environmentcaliforniapostcards.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-21 14:38:05No Duplicates.



Comment 364 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BradleyLast Name: BakerEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Sonoma Mountain VillageSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/600-8_20_08_sonomamountainvillage.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_20_08_sonomamountainvillage.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-22 11:42:34No Duplicates.



Comment 365 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonLast Name: WinnEmail Address: donsta@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: We can solve 80% of global warming by using animal-free products!Comment:Switching to a vegetarian or vegan diet is the easiest and fastestway to combat global warming. Green technologies are too slow todevelop since our time toward the point-of-no-return is within acouple of years. We know the solution to solve global warming,please help spread this solution! Thank you!! 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Og1DVnUp7joAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-23 02:01:48No Duplicates.



Comment 366 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NeilLast Name: taEmail Address: whereisneil@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Time to actComment:Please act now for a cleaning air and sustainable energy.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-24 09:36:20No Duplicates.



Comment 367 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StaceyLast Name: MeinzenEmail Address: staceymeinzen@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan CommentComment:Dear CARB,

Thank you for your efforts to protect the natural resources ofCalifornia through climate protection measures.  Please considerthe following recommendations for the Final Scoping Plan:

1. The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters must pay for their emissions instead of continuing toenjoy private profits at public cost.  The atmosphere belongs toall of us.

2. The plan should specify that all auction revenues will be usedto provide a dividend for consumers.  This will help consumersdeal with rising fuel and electricity costs.

3. CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuel companies canalso fund clean technologies, green jobs, energy efficiency andconservation (building retrofits), etc.

Sincerely,

Stacey MeinzenAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-26 14:00:33No Duplicates.



Comment 368 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BarryLast Name: VesserEmail Address: barryv@saber.netAffiliation: Subject: Please include Cap and Divdend as preferred alternative in the Scoping PlanComment:Dear CARB,

Thank you for your work on the Draft AB32 Scoping Plan to reduceCalifornia's GHGs by 2020, especially in setting goals for theState to increase renewable energy and reduce vehicle milestraveled.  This is such an exciting opportunity for California toshow the rest of the country what must be done.  Please considerthese recommendations for inclusion in the Final Scoping Plan:

- The State should auction 100% of permits under the cap. Polluters should pay for their emissions, not be given freepermits that subsidize coal and prolong the transition to cleanerenergy. Scientists are telling us that the need to act is urgent!

- The Scoping Plan should specify that all auction revenues willbe used to provide a Dividend to compensate consumers.  Withgasoline at $4.50/gallon and rising electricity prices, helpingconsumers deal with fuel and electricity costs is the best use ofauction revenues.  I support the Cap & Dividend approachformulated by Peter Barnes in his numerous books on the subject.

- I support CARB's proposal for Carbon Fees on fossil fuelcompanies to help fund CARB's implementation of AB32. Carbon Feescan also provide funding sources for clean technologies, greenjobs, energy efficiency programs, and more.

Sincerely,

Barry Vesser
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-26 18:22:31No Duplicates.



Comment 369 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanielLast Name: DouglassEmail Address: douglass@energyattorney.comAffiliation: Direct Access Customer CoalitionSubject: Draft Scoping Plan - DACC CommentsComment:The attached comments are submitted on behalf of the Direct AccessCustomer Coalition.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/606-dacc_ghg_comments_-_final.pdfOriginal File Name: DACC GHG Comments - FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-26 21:29:02No Duplicates.



Comment 370 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HomerLast Name: CarlisleEmail Address: hcarlisle@apta.comAffiliation: American Public Transportation Assoc.Subject: APTA comments re Transportation Sector and Land Use and Local Government Sector emissionsComment:Please see attached comments. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/607-apta_carb_scoping_plan_comments_082608.pdfOriginal File Name: APTA CARB Scoping Plan comments 082608.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-27 08:50:10No Duplicates.



Comment 371 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JulieLast Name: BoltonEmail Address: dr.jbolton@charter.netAffiliation: Long Beach DHSSSubject: built environment & health benefitsComment:I write as family physician from Long Beach and a consultant ondiabetes and obesity prevention for the Long Beach DHHS and wishto point out how CARBS changes to the built might affect thehealth of my city beyond the obvious respiratory benefits toreducing air pollution.

First know Long Beach has one of the highest rates of diabetes andobesity in the state in both adults and children. This is a majorpublic health problem. Like physicians and public heathdepartments everywhere we struggle daily to reverse the trend aswell as find resources to treat diabetes - a costly disease

Twenty-four percent of our 5-19 year old children are overweightand the majority of these will be overweight as adults at highrisk for diabetes. Our children are also unfit. In Long Beach,more than 25% of children in 5th grade and 45% of 9th graders didnot score in the healthy fitness zone on the California physicalfitness test. The problem is multi-factorial but a lack ofphysical activity is important.

If CARB’s built environment made families feel it is safe to letthere children bike or walk to school this would help turn thetide of childhood obesity.  How much is unsure but consider thatin 1960 more than 60% of children walked or biked to school. Today that number is only 13% - many people don’t have saferoutes. If built environment changes double the number of childrenwho walk to school it would increase fitness and decrease obesity. For example, if a 60 pound child, a walking a mile each way to andfrom school they would burn an extra 100 calories per day. Overthe school year, that extra 100 calories per day would equal fivepounds of energy expended. In a small child 5 pounds may be enoughto make an overweight child normal weight and more fit. 

How would the CARB changes affect our adults? In Long Beach, 25%of adults are obese and 38% are overweight. Currently, Long Beachhas a rate of diabetes approaching 10% - which is almost twice therate of 1999 and higher than the LA county average. 

If even 10% of our adult population were able to change theirmethod of transportation to and from auto to walking we couldpotentially reverse the trend in obesity. For example a 15 minuteone way walk, the average 150 pound person would burnapproximately 200 extra calories per day. Over the course of ayear, those individuals that would burn 52,000 calories more thanthey would have otherwise – 52,000 calories is equal to 15 pounds!

This is of course only speculative but it demonstrates thepotential benefit adoption of the Global Warming Solutions Actcould have to an unaddressed area of health. A detailed statewideanalysis of how changes in the built environment affect theobesity epidemic and diabetes must be included for a completepicture to emerge.  If these measures would avert even a smallportion of the costs associated with treating diabetes andobesity, millions of dollars could be saved annually. Finally, itmust be emphasized that the costs averted translate to sufferingprevented – by preventing diabetes and its consequences–blindness, kidney failure, limb amputation, and early death. 
Thank you
Dr. Julie Bolton 
Public Health Physician Consultant
City 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-27 11:02:04No Duplicates.



Comment 372 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NormanLast Name: PedersenEmail Address: npedersen@hanmor.comAffiliation: Southern California Public Power AuthorSubject: SCPPA Straight Talk about Climate ChangeComment:Please find attached a document authored by the Southern CaliforniaPublic Power Authority ("SCPPA") and entitled "Straight Talk aboutClimate Change."  The document concisely presents SCPPA's views onAB 32 implementation by the ARB.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/609-straight_talk_about_climate_changewchart__2_.pdfOriginal File Name: Straight Talk about Climate Changewchart _2_.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-27 17:43:36No Duplicates.



Comment 373 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: CorrEmail Address: enlightened@hotmail.comAffiliation: All for AllSubject:  Vegan = climate change cessation = happyComment:
Vegan = climate change cessation = happy

At the moment, the amount of grain fed to livestock each year inthe US alone total are enough to feed 840 million people. This ismuch more than the number of people starving in the world today.

Also, the amount of greenhouse gases emitted by livestock is morethan 18% of total world greenhouse gas emissions.. Moreover, theemission from livestock has a comparatively high level of methanecontent (nitrous oxide also) ~ and methan is a much strongercontributor o globl warming. The methane cycle is faster then theCO2 cycle however, so a reduction in methane production would seea much faster shift in climate change factors than a reduction inCO2 (cycle of over 50 years). 

Given the immediacy of the threat ~ according to the IPCC(international panel on climate change ~ the UN's highest body onclimate change - the reports of whch are agreed line by line byover 150 member states) going vegetarian is the single biggestcontribution that an individual can make to averting climatechange. 

Vegan = climate change cessation = happy



When I came to know all this information, I felt very stronglythat it was worth sharing. I trust you feel the same. 

Of course not everyone can shift to vegetarian fast... noteveryone has the will to carry out their own wishes... sopromotion of meat-reduction is the easier option... but maybe thepromotion of vegetarianism will really wake a lot of people up(aim higher than the target), and certainly cause a shift inthinking; the very shift in thinking required to help shift ourclimate consciousness. It's no longer the time to eat lives, butto save lives.

Millions are awaiting forthright leaderhip; Wishing you thestrength to steer well.

Vegan = climate change cessation = happy

CC
enlightened@hotmail.com 


Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/610-aw_650__dr._rajendra_pachauri_ipcc__-_table.docOriginal File Name: AW 650 (Dr. Rajendra Pachauri IPCC) - table.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-27 18:36:33No Duplicates.



Comment 374 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: XiaohongLast Name: HuangEmail Address: huangxhm@yahoo.com.cnAffiliation: Subject: include Veganism/Vegetarianism and Organic Farming on CA's tactics against global warmingComment:Go Vegan, Be Green, Save the PlanetAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-27 18:52:31No Duplicates.



Comment 375 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AseemLast Name: KawatraEmail Address: aseemkawatra@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Reducing our carbon foot print - preventing global warmingComment:To whom it may concern
there is an increasing body of research from scientists andgovernment a like that point to the livestock industry as a majorcontributing factor to global warming. Such reports include the UNFood and Agriculture Organization's "Livestock's Long ShadowReport". In the light of this emerging evidence I would suggestthe promotion of vegetarianism as an important strategy to preventglobal warming and protecting our planet. And it is the schools andgoverments that have the resources and capability of really makinga differnece by educating the public on how our diet can affectthe world around us. I sincerely hope that the world's leaderswill take up the nobel mission to help protect the enironment aswell as the health of the people.
Thank you for your time
Mr. Aseem KawatraAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 01:00:50No Duplicates.



Comment 376 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: WangEmail Address: iwxi@163.comAffiliation: Subject: Encourage Veganism to hold Climate ChangeComment:Thanks a lot for your great efford on holding the Globle Warming.As UN FAO conclude livestock is the main reason of Globle Warming,So I hope Veganism could be paid enough attention by all thegoverment.

1. Livestock production is a great waste of food and resources,the resource to feed 1 beef eater could feed 20 vegeterian. Forthe growing Food Crisis, I think I could also say that one beefeater cause 19 famine refugees.

2. Livestock is also the main pollution source, their excrementpollute our soil, our water and our air. It already cause manydisaster to our beautiful earth. What is more, it causeddeforestation and desertification. ("Livestock's Long Shadow",FAO). Our so called technology like Hormone, chemical fertilizerand pesticide also badly damage the body of the earth. So pleaseencourage Organic Farming as well.

3. Meat eating is the leading cause of most disease. That is whyfor a rich country like America, "rich disease" rate is so high.(see "China Report", T.Colin Campbell, PhD)

4. Nowaday breeding way is quite cruel and inhuman. That is notthe way that should happen in a "civilized society". Slave wasliberated, Black was liberated, Women was liberated. Now it istime for animal.

Goverment is the most important and efficient role to lead peopleto know the fact and push positive movement. I wish you could makea better world with your faith and braveness.

Charles Darwin: There is almost no difference in mentalisticbetween human and advanced animals, low level animals feel happyand pain precisly, they have joy and sadness, just like we humando.

Albert Einstein: I think life style of vegeterianism has atremendous positive effect on human characteristic in a naturalway, it bring enomous benifits to mankind. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 02:41:39No Duplicates.



Comment 377 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: carlyLast Name: martynEmail Address: spiritoflife@lycos.co.ukAffiliation: Subject: why are you not actively promoting the vegetarian diet !Comment:A meat eater riding a bike leaves a bigger carbon footprint than avegan driving a Hummer. Our best personal action is to adopt avegan-vegetarian diet & lifestyle to address global warming.Google "Livestocks Long Shadow" & UN 2006 report "Cattle rearingworse for global warming than all automotive industries combined".DEFRA (UK) now suggests to the public to adopt a vegan diet. Greengroups need stop ignoring this crucial issue and begin to educatethe public the time for action is Now. For all sentient beingssake please actively promote this solution..

Thank you 
God Bless us all with the wisdom and courage
to make the right choices at this very important time 
in all our lifes.
we come with nothing into this world and we leave with nothing
it would be nice when we look back from up above knowing that weplayed our little part in helping save this wonderful planet.
So Lets all be a Hero and Go Veggie Go Green and Save thisPlanet!!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 03:44:38No Duplicates.



Comment 378 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kathleen Last Name: HoganEmail Address: dublinquanyin@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Climate Change - Global WarmingComment:Dear CA legislators,

KOBE — Experts gathering for the Group of Eight environmentministers meeting in the city known for its high-quality beef havea suggestion on how to reduce greenhouse gas emissions: Eat lessbeef.

"One way to combat climate change is reducing meat consumption,"said Ragendra Pachauri of the International Panel on ClimateChange at a symposium Saturday, the opening day of the three-dayclimate meeting in Kobe.

A 2006 report by the U.N. Food and Agriculture Organization madeclear the environmental costs of excessive beef consumption. Sincethen, both the U.N. and environmental nongovernmentalorganizations, including, not surprisingly, vegetarian groups,have touted the environmental as well as the health benefits ofavoiding filet mignon and hamburgers.

According to the U.N. report, the livestock sector internationallygenerates 18 percent more greenhouse gas emissions, as measured incarbon dioxide equivalent, than the transport sector.

Furthermore, the livestock sector also damages the ecosystem, asit is a major contributor to land and water degradation. And theproblem is expected to get worse. The U.N. noted that global meatproduction is projected to more than double from 229 million tonsin 1999 to 465 million tons by 2050.

The livestock sector now uses 30 percent of the Earth's landsurface. Most of the use consists of permanent pastures. But 33percent of the global arable land is now used to produce livestockfeed, the report said. One result is deforestation, as old-growthforests that absorb large amounts of carbon dioxide are cleared tocreate new grazing areas.

In Latin America, some 70 percent of forests in the Amazon regionhave been turned over to grazing, the U.N. said.

. . . .

Full Story on Japan Times:

http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20080526a2.html

Please include Veganism/Vegetarianism and Organic Farming in yourpolicies against global warming.

Thank you.


Your's sincerely

Kathleen Hogan
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 03:51:08No Duplicates.



Comment 379 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JennyLast Name: NgaiEmail Address: jngai30@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Veganism/Vegetarianism and Organic Farming to tackle climate changeComment:Dear Legislators

I am proposing strongly for the CA legislators to includeVeganism/Vegetarianism and Organic Farming to tackle climatechange. As all evidence show, livestock industry contributes atleast 18% of greenhouse gas emissions and scientists have showedthat veganism/vegetarianism can halt at least 80% of carbonemissions. Please refer to the report "Livestock's Long Shadows"by the UN.

As global warming is now an urgent threat to the whole globe, I amencouraging the CA legislators to look at the above suggestionsseriously. Your courageous decisions can save billions of peoplein this century.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 04:26:56No Duplicates.



Comment 380 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: YongbingLast Name: WangEmail Address: ywanggolden@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Veganism/Vegetarianism and Organic FarmingComment:Dear Legislator:

In regard of global warming solution, vegetarianism/veganism andorganic farming are the greatest solution. It helps people live ahealthy, sustainable, and above all concious and noble life. Thegovernment's action is critally important in leadin our nation andpeople towards wise choices.

We thank you cery much for your noble job.

Sincerely,


Sairy WangAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 05:37:24No Duplicates.



Comment 381 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndyLast Name: HamiltonEmail Address: andy.hamilton@sdcounty.ca.govAffiliation: San Diego Air Pollution Control DistrictSubject: San Diego APCD Comments on Scoping PlanComment:Attached are the comments of the San Diego County Air PollutionControl District on the Draft Scoping Plan, submitted byDirector/Air Pollution Control Officer Bob Kard.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/618-sandiego_apcd_scopcomments_8-27-08.pdfOriginal File Name: SanDiego APCD ScopComments 8-27-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 09:11:59No Duplicates.



Comment 382 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FENGLast Name: ZHAOYANGEmail Address: fenglight@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Go Veg, Be Green.Save Our Plant! Comment:Go Veg, Be Green.Save Our Plant! Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-28 17:16:09No Duplicates.



Comment 383 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Steve Last Name: GilletteEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Capstone Turbine CorporationSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and AppendeciesComment:please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/620-8_22_08_capstone.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_22_08_capstone.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-29 11:28:20No Duplicates.



Comment 384 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Aaron Last Name: GreenEmail Address: aaron@vica.comAffiliation: Valley Industry & Commerce Association Subject: Comments on AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:
August 29, 2008

Ms. Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95812

SUBJECT:	AB 32 Scoping Plan – Comments 

Dear Chairwoman Nichols,

On behalf of the Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA),we are writing to submit our comments on the recently released AB32 Scoping Plan. We compliment you and the staff of the CaliforniaAir Resources Board (CARB) for the time and energy that you havespent on the composition of this important document.

VICA has discussed the plan with our members at length and hasadopted a set of principles that we believe should be applied tothe AB 32 Scoping Plan. These principles and policies are vitalaspects of ensuring that the plan is both effective and equitableto all those impacted by the implementation of AB 32.

Enclosed is VICA’s AB 32 Scoping Principles document. We requestthat you and your staff review the principles and incorporate theminto the finalized plan. VICA looks forward to partnering with CARBas the implementation process of AB 32 moves forward. 

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Casavan		                Brendan L. Huffman
Environment & Energy Committee		President & CEO
Co-Chair

(attached and below)



VICA AB 32 Scoping Principles:

Position:  The Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)supports the following principles and practices as they relate tothe AB 32 Scoping Plan (released on June 26, 2008):

1.	The market mechanisms and fee structures in the Plan should bedesigned to return revenues to the sectors and regions from whichthey originate.  The Plan should protect against theredistribution of wealth and should focus revenues on reducingemissions and emission reduction costs, encouraging technologydevelopment and providing alternatives.

2.	The Plan should place more emphasis on public transportationand rail transport as a means of reducing greenhouse gas emissionsfrom mobile sources, which account for nearly 40% of the emissionsin the State.

3.	Tax credits should be provided for investments in energyefficiency and renewable energy.

4.	In a cap and trade system, VICA supports allocation of creditsinstead of auction, especially during the first 10 years of theprogram, to give producers time to implement changes.

5.	Emissions reduction programs should be phased in gradually inan effort to allow producers to adjust to new mandates to avoidshocks to any particular market.

6.	More incentive based measures should be included in the Plan toinduce not only compliance, but also encourage producers to gobeyond 2020 targets.

7.	The Plan should acknowledge and provide some form of credit forearly actions.

8.	The Plan as currently proposed focuses primarily on stationarysources and business for achieving the targets. Emission reductionrequirements should be applied to all sectors in proportion totheir contribution to the State’s inventory to avoid overburdeningindividual sectors.  

9.	The use of offsets for compliance should not be limited to 10%. Offsets provide cost-effective emissions reductions and encourageinnovation in all sectors.  All verified offsets should be allowedto be used for compliance.


10.	The Air Resources Board should be the lead implementationagency for AB 32.  The Plan should require that actions andprograms developed by local or regional agencies are consistentwith the State program and avoid duplication of effort.

11.	When calculating cost effectiveness of a project, only greenhouse gas emissions should be used and not co-benefits. Includingco-benefits in the cost-effectiveness calculations skews resultsand may end up favoring technologies with low greenhouse gasbenefits.  

12.	Instead of imposing mandatory audits and controls, the planshould allow the market to decide how best to develop andimplement the most productive and cost-effective means of reducinggreenhouse emissions.  

13.	Projects that comply with AB 32 guidelines should not berequired to do a separate CEQA review or be subject to additionalmitigation for greenhouse gases.

14.	Eliminate the water sector public goods charge.  This chargeunfairly burdens urban water users and attempts to duplicatemeasures already being implemented by water providers.  



Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/621-ab_32_scoping_principles.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Scoping Principles.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-29 13:23:24No Duplicates.



Comment 385 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KhanhmeiLast Name: WongEmail Address: kwmei@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:As caring citizens of this great nation, we are deeply concernedabout global warming and its consequences to our planet.

NASA scientists recently discovered that Arctic ice has beenmelting significantly more quickly than expected due to globalwarming. In fact, they predict that all Arctic ice could be goneby the summer of 2012 – a catastrophe beyond imagination. 

It is now well accepted that the warming of our planet is aconsequence of the greenhouse gases generated during various humanactivities. According to the United Nations Food and AgricultureOrganization, the animal livestock industry is responsible for 18%of all greenhouse gas emissions. This is even higher than thegreenhouse emissions from all forms of transportation combined!

Given this fact, one of the most effective solutions to the globalwarming crisis would be to reduce our consumption of meat.  We feelthat if more people understood the dire consequences of the meatbased diet, they would be willing to make the sacrifices necessaryfor the common good. Reduction of meat consumption would also bringwith it benefits to the environment as well as to the health of ourcitizens. People need to be informed of this! Of course, reductionof meat consumption is only one approach, and must be combinedwith efforts toward sustainable and renewable energy. 

We urge that the U.S. Government seriously explore strategies andmake effective policies toward preventing the worst scenario fromhappening in four years. Only in this way can this great nation,which has been such an influential world leader, continue to be aprosperous home for all the many generations to come. For moredetailed information on global warming and greenhouse gasesemitted by raising livestock, please read the enclosed reprint of“Rethinking the Meat-Guzzler” by Mark Bittman (January 27, 2008New York Times). Thank you for your noble efforts to savemankind.


Sincerely yours,


Concerned Citizens
Dr. Khanhmei Wong
(www.suprememastertv.com)
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-29 15:08:53No Duplicates.



Comment 386 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: rubyLast Name: wangEmail Address: rubywang.happy@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: fastest way to save our planetComment:Animal farming is the number 1 contributor of global warming, whichis also the causes of many disease, such as heart disease, cancer,diabetes, cohn disease, osteoporosis, multiple schlerosis, andmany more. Government should strongly suggest its citizen's toadopt eco-friendly diet - vegetarian diet.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-29 15:33:38No Duplicates.



Comment 387 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name:  EveLast Name: FengEmail Address: feng_yee@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: PLEASE INCLUDE VEGANISM/VEGETARIANISM Comment:CA legislators should really include Veganism/Vegetarianism andOrganic Farming on your agenda against global warming.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-08-30 13:40:46No Duplicates.



Comment 388 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RyanLast Name: BellEmail Address: ryan.bell@acgov.orgAffiliation: Alameda CountySubject: Comments from Alameda County and Sacramento CountyComment:Attached are the comments on the AB32 Scoping Plan from Alameda andSacramento Counties.  Thank you for your consideration of theseissues.  Please feel free to contact us if to discuss any of thesepoints further. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/625-comments_from_alameda_county_and_sacramento_county.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments from Alameda County and Sacramento County.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 09:48:45No Duplicates.



Comment 389 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: C. SusieLast Name: BerlinEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Northern California Power AgencySubject: AppendeciesComment:Please see the attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/626-8_30_08_northerncaliforniapoweragency.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_30_08_NorthernCaliforniaPowerAgency.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 10:53:07No Duplicates.



Comment 390 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Ellie Last Name: BoothEmail Address: ebooth@covantaenergy.comAffiliation: Covanta EnergySubject: Comments on the Scoping PlanComment:Please accept the attached comments on Section C of the CARBScoping Plan Appendices.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/627-covanta_energy_comments_final.docOriginal File Name: Covanta Energy comments final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 11:25:49No Duplicates.



Comment 391 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarolynLast Name: CasavanEmail Address: ccasavan@wcenviro.comAffiliation: West Coast Environmental and EngineeringSubject: Additional Suggestions for AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Attached is a comment letter with suggestions for additions to theScoping Plan.  

o	Proposed reporting for passenger vehicles
o	GHG emission reduction rating system
o	Public transportation and our transportation planning process.

The first and third of these suggestions have been submittedseparately under Transportation.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/628-ab32_suggestions_8.29.08.docOriginal File Name: AB32 Suggestions 8.29.08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 12:19:13No Duplicates.



Comment 392 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: YarbroughEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Sustainable and local food systems reduce carbon emissionsComment:Please see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/629-8_01_08_wecallontheairresourcesboardformletter.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_01_08_wecallontheairresourcesboardformletter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-02 14:23:27No Duplicates.



Comment 393 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RalphLast Name: MoranEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: BP America, Inc.Subject: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan Comment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/630-8_14_08_bp.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_14_08_BP.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-03 12:57:06No Duplicates.



Comment 394 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandalLast Name: FriedmanEmail Address: Randal.Friedman@navy.milAffiliation: United States Navy/DoDSubject: DoD Comment LetterComment:Attached please find the military's comment letter on the ScopingPlan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/631-ab32_draft_scoping_dod_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB32 Draft Scoping DoD Comments.PDF Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-03 15:42:27No Duplicates.



Comment 395 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmyLast Name: KyleEmail Address: adkyle@berkeley.eduAffiliation: University of California, BerkeleySubject: Addressing Public Health in the AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Note that detailed comments are posted as a PDF attachment.

In June, the ARB released a draft scoping plan to identify andassess strategies to achieve the goals of AB 32.  The scoping plandoes not, however, consider public health when analyzingalternatives or assessing strategies. 

By thinking about public health during design, ARB may be able toincrease the net benefits to the people of the State and costeffectiveness overall.  Major actions to reduce greenhouseemissions and transition to cleaner and more sustainable energycan produce health benefits.  

The ARB could incorporate public health in seven areas:  

1.  Incorporate public health into policy objectives -- 
The plan should consider advancement of public health in theanalysis and selection of strategies.  Public health benefits haveconsiderable value.  Strategies that also maximize health benefitscould increase cost effectiveness because they achieve greatergains (more benefit per cost expended).

2.  Focus on energy solutions as much as pollution control --
The solutions to climate change depend as much on the creation ofnew energy and conservation technologies as on pollution control. These deserve more emphasis, particularly in terms of incentives. 

3.  Recognize the role of communities -- 
The interrelated factors of community design, location offacilities and transportation, activity patterns, and quality ofthe built environment are decided at the local level andprofoundly affect greenhouse emissions and public health.

4.  Allocate resources to help adaptation to on-going change forthe vulnerable -- 
The plan should provide a way to allocate resources to helpvulnerable communities and individuals adapt to change that isoccurring. 

5.  Enhance and support the capacity of the people to takevoluntary actions -- 
The plan should consider how to empower and support individual,voluntary actions by people to reduce emissions and energydemand.

6.  Emphasize post-combustion technologies --
The plan should emphasize moving beyond combustion to adopt cleanand sustainable renewable energy sources that avoid the emissionsand health concerns inherent to combustion.

7.  Provide assessment of “cap and trade” and other economicincentives -- 
The plan should provide an assessment of public health issuesembedded in choice of “cap and trade” strategies and theirvariants, compared to other approaches.

The initial suggestions herein could be developed further inconsultation with experts and stakeholders in the relevant areas. Much is known about how to advance public health in the areasdiscussed here. 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/632-addressing_public_health_in_ab_32.pdfOriginal File Name: Addressing Public Health in AB 32.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-04 09:52:00No Duplicates.



Comment 396 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnaLast Name: SandovalEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Bay Area Air Quality Management DistrictSubject: AB 32 ImplementationComment:Please see the attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/633-9_03_08_baaqmd.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_03_08_BAAQMD.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-05 14:45:50No Duplicates.



Comment 397 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Steve Last Name: ChurchEmail Address: schurch@arb.ca.govAffiliation: ETAACSubject: Climate Change Draft Scoping Plan Comment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/634-9_05_08_etaac.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_05_08_ETAAC.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-08 08:50:30No Duplicates.



Comment 398 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JimLast Name: HawleyEmail Address: jhawley@technet.orgAffiliation: TechNetSubject: TechNet comments on AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please find enclosed TechNet's comments on the AB 32 Scoping Planand Appendices.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/635-ab_32_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-08 15:30:02No Duplicates.



Comment 399 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: zhangLast Name: mingEmail Address: go_home5@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Go VegComment:Global warming is the biggest threat to our planet and all sentientbeings in the earth now. It is tested that the noble way ofliving--Vegtarian is the key to cope with this kind of crisis. So,we all advocate that Go Veg,Be Green, To save our planet!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-10 06:11:14No Duplicates.



Comment 400 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CraigLast Name: TranbyEmail Address: craig.tranby@lacity.orgAffiliation: City of Los AngelesSubject: City of L.A. Comments on AppendicesComment:Please find attached the City's comments on the draft Scoping PlanAppendices which are in addition to the previously submittedcomments on the draft Scoping Plan.  Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/637-city_of_la_comments_on_scoping_plan_appendices.pdfOriginal File Name: City of LA comments on Scoping Plan appendices.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-10 14:26:55No Duplicates.



Comment 401 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Michael Last Name: AguirreEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: City Attorney, City of San DiegoSubject: cap and tradeComment:please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/638-8_27_2008_sandiegocityattorney.pdfOriginal File Name: 8_27_2008_sandiegocityattorney.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-10 14:52:46No Duplicates.



Comment 402 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: louisLast Name: blumbergEmail Address: lblumberg@tnc.orgAffiliation: The Nature ConservancySubject: AB 32 cap and trade, distribution of allowances, funds for adaptation for natural resourceComment:am attempting to attach letter in Word format. seems problematictechnically. will send by surface mail.

               
	
September 12, 2008

Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resources Board
1100 I Street
Sacramento, CA  95814

Re:  Principles for Climate Change Adaptation Funding for Fish andWildlife and Their Habitats in the AB 32 Final Scoping Plan
Dear Mary:
Climate change poses an unprecedented threat to the futuresustainability of human communities, fish and wildlife habitat,and the natural communities we depend upon for our food, ourdrinking water, recreational opportunities such as fishing,hunting, boating and hiking, the strength of our local economies,and our quality of life.
California’s natural and human communities are alreadyexperiencing impacts from climate change.  For example, recentresearch shows that climate change is threatening the survival ofthe Bay Checkerspot butterfly, the Desert bighorn sheep,California’s iconic Joshua tree, the Pika, and many more species. Other research shows that we are already experiencing an increasein temperature and changes in the cycle of water.  Scientistsdoing work in California predict that these and other impacts willincrease in scale, scope, and magnitude.  However, neither Statenor Federal agencies have the resources they need to respond tothe massive new threat of global warming.  With major paradigmshifts in how our Federal and State agencies will need to manageland and water resources, additional funding to address the newthreats on natural resources will be vital.  Consistent with ourearlier input, we are recommending that 20% of the revenue from anauction of allowances in the AB 32 cap and trade program bedirected to helping natural resources adapt to climate change.
While the state works to minimize impacts by maximizing reductionof emissions of greenhouse gases, California must simultaneouslydesign, fund, and implement a comprehensive adaptation program toensure that people, plants, animals, and fish survive theunavoidable impacts of climate change and that the naturalcharacter of California that we pass on to future generationsbears some resemblance to that we have enjoyed..

In the context of responding to climate change, the goal ofadaptation is to reduce the risk of adverse environmental outcomesthrough activities that increase the resilience of ecologicalsystems to climate change. Here, resilience refers to the amountof change or disturbance that a system can absorb withoutundergoing a fundamental shift to a different set of processes andstructures.  Fortunately, using forests and other natural resourcesto mitigate climate change by reducing or avoiding emissions and/orincreasing sequestration, also produces companion benefits forclimate change adaptation.
Following are a set of design strategies based on scientificprinciples for a natural resource climate change adaptationprogram for California connected to AB 32 implementation:
1.	Dedicated Annual Funding Based on an Auction System.   Thecap-and-trade component of AB 32 implementation, and the companionWCI cap-and-trade should include an auction system for thedistribution of emissions allowances, moving as quickly aspossible to 100% of allowances auctioned.  Proceeds from thisauction system should be devoted to appropriate public interestpurposes, including actions to address the harmful impacts ofclimate change on public health, infrastructure, communitywell-being, and the natural environment.

2.	Auction Proceeds for Resilience-based Ecosystem Management andProtection.  At least twenty percent (20%) of the proceeds fromthe cap-and-trade auction system should be dedicated to theresiliency of all ecosystems types, the ecological processes thatsupport them, the associated habitats, and plants and fish andwildlife that are threatened by climate change.  The program scopeshould include the full spectrum of ecosystems and habitats,including terrestrial, freshwater aquatic, estuarine, coastal, andmarine. Development of adaptation strategies must include thepromotion and protection of ecosystem services, supporting thecritical role that these systems play in abating risk andenhancing resilience and protection of human and natural systems.

3.	Broad Authority for Resilience-based Ecosystem Management andProtection Auction proceeds in the Final Scoping Plan shouldensure dedicated funding for these purposes to help state, tribaland local resource agencies and their partners enhance theresilience of ecosystems at the system, habitat and species level,in the face of an altered and rapidly changing climate. Eligibleactivities should include land acquisition for habitat migrationcorridors and for buffer zones to protect lands, rivers, streamsand estuaries; the protection of large intact landscapes; andrestoration, planning, research, monitoring, education andland-owner assistance activities that are carried out pursuant toa comprehensive resiliency-based state adaptation strategy

4.	Eligible Agencies.  Agencies eligible for auction proceedsunder the Final Scoping Plan are those state, tribal and localagencies and non-governmental organizations with authority andresponsibility for maintaining the ecological health of protectedlands, waters, plants, and fish and wildlife and their associatedmajor habitats (forest, freshwater and coastal).   

5.	Inter Agency Coordinated State Strategy.  To maximizeeffectiveness and efficiency, state, tribal and local resourceagencies should collaborate and coordinate their actions through acomprehensive state adaptation strategy and incorporate climatechange adaptation considerations into existing planning processesand continuing programs to the fullest extent possible.

6.	Federal Coordination.  The activities of California’s state,tribal and local resource agencies should be coordinated withpriorities and programs developed by federal resource agenciespursuant to any national climate change adaption strategy that isdeveloped.   By adopting a state adaptation strategy consistentwith any federal guidelines, California will be well-positioned tocapture funding that may pass through federal fish and wildlifeagencies for state adaptation work.

7.	Cost-Share Requirements.  In order to ensure full and effectiveutilization of funds dedicated to fish and wildlife conservationunder this program, states and other non-federal entitiesreceiving auction proceeds for conservation actions should, wherefeasible, provide a relatively small cost-share payment towardthose projects.  This cost-share requirement should supersede anycost-share requirement in the program through which the adaptationstrategy is delivered.

8.	State Climate Change Ecosystem Assessment Research.  Thescientific capacity of the state resource agencies to evaluate andaddress the impacts of climate change on ecosystems and plants,fish and wildlife should be enhanced and coordinated.  Capacityshould be developed and enhanced through existing agency centersand resources such as the California Resources Agency and Cal EPA,and their various departments and divisions including theCalifornia Energy Commission and its Public Information EnergyResearch Program.  Research, data and resources should be madepublicly available for use by the academic, nonprofit, tribal andlocal communities to carry out additional research. 

We appreciate your leadership on this matter and look forward toworking with CARB on the implementation of AB 32.

Sincerely, 

 	         		

Louis Blumberg			Kim Delfino			Dan Taylor
The Nature Conservancy		Defenders of Wildlife		Audubon California

cc:	Lynn Terry
Edie Chang
	Kevin Kennedy
	Robert Duvall




Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/639-ab32_adaptation_-_tnc_aud_dw_final.docOriginal File Name: AB32 Adaptation - TNC AUD DW final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-12 14:02:19No Duplicates.



Comment 403 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KyleLast Name: BoudreauxEmail Address: kyle_boudreaux@fpl.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on CARB Draft Scoping PlanComment:The attached are the comments of FPL Energy Business Management toCARB's Draft Scoping Plan Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/640-fpl_energy_response_to_california_air_resources_board_draft_scoping_plan_and_appendices_final.docOriginal File Name: FPL Energy Response to California Air Resources Board Draft Scoping Plan and Appendices final.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-12 14:02:41No Duplicates.



Comment 404 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kyle Last Name: BoudreauxEmail Address: kyle_boudreaux@fpl.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments to CARB Draft Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:The attached .pdf is our response to CARB's Draft Scoping Plan andAppendices.  If you have any questions, please feel free tocontact us at any time.  Please disregard our previous submissionon  9/12 as there was an error in that document caused by softwareissues. 
 
Thank you

Kyle BoudreauxAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/641-fplenergy_comments_to_carb_draft_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: FPLEnergy Comments to CARB Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-12 14:25:15No Duplicates.



Comment 405 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: triLast Name: phanEmail Address: raiden4eva@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Be VegComment:being a vegetarian is the fastest and most important way to preventglobal warming. Land are being deforested to raise livestock andfood for livestocks. Energy/water is wasted farming a meat diet. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-14 17:47:35No Duplicates.



Comment 406 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Louis Last Name: BlumbergEmail Address: lblumberg@tnc.orgAffiliation: The Nature ConservancySubject: AB32 AdaptationComment:See attached comment letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/643-ab32_adaptation_tnc_aud_dw_final.pdfOriginal File Name: AB32 Adaptation TNC AUD DW final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-15 09:17:53No Duplicates.



Comment 407 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephenLast Name: FinneganEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Automobile Club of Southern CaliforniaSubject: AB 32 Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/644-9_16_08_aaa.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_16_08_AAA.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-15 16:50:32No Duplicates.



Comment 408 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarlaLast Name: DinEmail Address: din@apolloalliance.orgAffiliation: California Apollo AllianceSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/646-ca_apollo_alliance_comment_letter_to_carb_final.docOriginal File Name: CA_Apollo_Alliance_Comment_Letter_to_CARB FINAL.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-18 15:53:18No Duplicates.



Comment 409 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DominicLast Name: DiMareEmail Address: sharjer@lawpolicy.comAffiliation: Alliance for Retail Energy MarketsSubject: Comments to the California Air Resources Board-AB 32Comment:On behalf of the Alliance for Retail Energy Markets, please findthe attached comments regarding AB 32. If you have any questionsregarding this document, please contact me at the number providedabove.

Regards,

Dominic F. DiMareAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/647-arem_comments_to_carb_on_the_draft_scoping_-september_19.docOriginal File Name: AReM Comments to CARB on the Draft Scoping -September 19.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-19 10:08:48No Duplicates.



Comment 410 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: FrantzEmail Address: ini@lightspeed.netAffiliation: Association of Irritated ResidentsSubject: general comments but Agriculture issues are the emphasisComment:Cap and Trade will not be effective because market based mechanisms will quickly fall apart when they are this complex.  Keep itsimple.  A carbon fee is needed and every heavy user of fossilfuel needs to be regulated including Agriculture or the wholescheme will fall apart.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/648-presentation_to_carb_and_public_on_ab_32.docOriginal File Name: Presentation to CARB and Public on AB 32.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-21 10:29:49No Duplicates.



Comment 411 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristineLast Name: SeghersEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:ARB has received approximately 200 of the attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/649-9_17_08_formletter_iurgeyoutostrengthen.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_17_08_formletter_Iurgeyoutostrengthen.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-24 15:27:20No Duplicates.



Comment 412 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: LeeEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: San Diego Sierra Club Subject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan and AppendeciesComment:Please find the attached comment from the Global Warming Committeeof the San Diego Sierra ClubAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/650-9_15_08_globalwarmingcommittee.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_15_08_globalwarmingcommittee.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-24 15:30:38No Duplicates.



Comment 413 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Avinash Last Name: KarEmail Address: akar@nrdc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Support for Regulatory Measures for Petroleum Refineries and the Industrial Sector Comment:Attached please find comments of environmental, environmentaljustice, and health groups regarding regulatory measures in thescoping plan for refineries and the industrial sector.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/651-support_for_regulatory_measures_for_refineries_and_industrial_sector_9_24_08.pdfOriginal File Name: support for regulatory measures for refineries and industrial sector 9 24 08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-25 10:03:12No Duplicates.



Comment 414 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AvinashLast Name: KarEmail Address: akar@nrdc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Updated Letter & Attachments Supporting Regulatory Measures for Refineries/Industrial Sec.Comment:Attached please find an updated version of the letter we submittedon September 24, with additional sign ons, as well as maps andtables with information about where refineries are located inCalifornia and the populations that they impact, as promised inthe previous version of the letter.
 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Thank you.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/652-carb_letter.zipOriginal File Name: CARB Letter.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-26 14:27:27No Duplicates.



Comment 415 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NancyLast Name: KimEmail Address: nancykim7@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: California Global WarmingComment:We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program.

Cap-and-trade puts an absolute limit on pollution from some ofCalifornia's largest sources and guarantees the environmentalresults we need.

Our message: CARB should include as many sources as possible in acap-and-trade system. We support CARB's preliminary thinking that80% of California's global warming pollution would be under acap-and-trade system by 2020.
#
We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissions fromdevelopment projects.

What is an ISR? Developers measure indirect (mostly vehicle andenergy use) pollution from construction and operation of projectsand ensure that equivalent reductions occur so the project'simpacts are limited.

Our message: CARB should require California's local air districtsto develop ISRs to control emissions from new developments.
#
We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increase cleanenergy in our state.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:40:36458 Duplicates.



Comment 416 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmosLast Name: HobbyEmail Address: akhphd@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Act responsibly and protect us.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:46:32No Duplicates.



Comment 417 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MargueriteLast Name: ShusterEmail Address: shuster@fuller.eduAffiliation: Subject: Please support strong global warming actionComment:Dear Ms. Nichols:

To protect California's future and to do our part with respect toglobal warming, we need to take strong and immediate action.  Isupport the following steps:

1.  We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program. CARB shouldinclude as many sources as possible in a cap-and-trade system. Wesupport CARB's preliminary thinking that 80% of California'sglobal warming pollution would be under a cap-and-trade system by2020.

2.  We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissionsfrom development projects.  CARB should require California's localair districts to develop ISRs to control emissions from newdevelopments.

3.  We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increaseclean energy in our state.  I support CARB's preliminaryrecommendation that the state immediately adopt a 33% RPS by2020.

Thank you,
Marguerite Shuster
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:46:50No Duplicates.



Comment 418 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LisaLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: lisa.thomas@blueshieldca.comAffiliation: Subject: CA Global WarmingComment:As this state being one of the largest emitters of Green Housegases of this country more needs to be done to drastly cutemissions NOW.  The technology for a better way has been aroundfor decades but was ignored in lieu of the pursuit of greed andcorruption.  Change must happen NOW, not 3 or 10 or 20 years fromNOW if the beloved planet we live on is to continue to support usin a viable manner. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:46:54No Duplicates.



Comment 419 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JonLast Name: AnderholmEmail Address: xunbio@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Immediate and Urgent Action NeededComment:Dear CARB,

For our health... the health of our environment... we areintricately connected....
The Climate change is the most urgent most disastrous calamityfacing our planet...
California needs to lead the way... we're drying up...
Nature is telling us to move ahead with climate protection ...
All necessary measures need to be considered and taken...

Best,  Jon Anderholm           Cazadero, CaliforniaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:47:30No Duplicates.



Comment 420 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Chatham HLast Name: Forbes JrEmail Address: cforbes@dbcontrol.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please keep a strong environmental plan in place to ensure a cleanhealthy California and planet Earth.  It is time that everyone beaccountable for protecting the resources of the world we live in.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:47:57No Duplicates.



Comment 421 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DeniseLast Name: GlassEmail Address: riverwalkgsmd@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warmngComment:Do all that can be done to slow or global warming.  This issue islarger than anything mankind has ever had to deal with.  It couldbe the end of us if we do not do all that is possible.  It isbigger than politics, or trade agreements, or money.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:50:01No Duplicates.



Comment 422 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoshuaLast Name: SteinEmail Address: joshuas@berkeley.eduAffiliation: Subject: A.B, 32 Scoping PlanComment:To: The California Air Resources Board,

I urge you to make the development of renewable sources of energyas well as energy conservation the centerpieces of your blueprintfor cutting global warming pollution.

thank you, Joshua Stein
    Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:51:12No Duplicates.



Comment 423 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LoraLast Name: LoweEmail Address: lorawoodslowe@aol.comAffiliation: noneSubject: Energy StandardsComment:
**Our current goal of 10% renewable energy by 2010 iscontemptible.  In the year Green Mountain was allowed (under"deregulation") to sell energy here they exceeded our present goalby about 30%.  Since we're supposedly deregulated, why not allowthem back?  They came through for us as our present monopolieshaven't.

We need cap & trade.

We need (an ISR) to control emissions.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:52:01No Duplicates.



Comment 424 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MurielLast Name: ZimmermannEmail Address: mmzimm@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I want to share with you my concerns about the plans currentlybeing drafted by CARB.  My hope is that you will include theseconcerns:
     Control emissions from development projects by requiringlocal air districts to develop Indrict Source Rules (ISRs).
     Include in your cap and trade program as many sources aspossible, reaching 80% of California's global warming pollution by2020.
     Increase clean energy by adopting a 33% renewable portfoliostandard by 2020.

Thank you for considering my comments.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:52:53No Duplicates.



Comment 425 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoannaLast Name: WelchEmail Address: joannawelch@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:California needs to take a lead in solving the effects of GlobalWarming.  Since CA is basically a state that gets a lot ofsunshine, every business and house should have solar pv's.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:53:06No Duplicates.



Comment 426 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: joyceLast Name: banzhafEmail Address: joycebanzhaf@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Air quality/greenhouse gasesComment:Please keep the most stringent controls possible on air pollutantsincluding greenhouse gasses.  Arctic summer ice is expected to begone in a few years, melthane is venting there.  There is littletime.  This is the top priority.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:54:31No Duplicates.



Comment 427 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: daveLast Name: alexanderEmail Address: dalexander3@raytheon.comAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air Comment:Please support the implementatin of A.B.32 Scoping PlanAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:56:33No Duplicates.



Comment 428 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ScottLast Name: SandusEmail Address: s_sandus@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CLEAN POWERComment:I urge you to set higher clean air standards for CA.  I think thehigher the better!  We need to creat jobs in this industry andremove ourselves from the old way of doing thingsAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:56:35No Duplicates.



Comment 429 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MillieLast Name: BarrettEmail Address: barrettranch@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Make a commitment to make California one of the leaders in thecountry to take firm action on global warming.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:57:19No Duplicates.



Comment 430 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CharlaLast Name: MorganEmail Address: charlamorgan@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Stop Global Warming Actions in CaliforniaComment:Please do everything you can to make California a leader in usingalternative, renewable energy--energy that does not result inglobal warming. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:57:24No Duplicates.



Comment 431 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: carolLast Name: sangsterEmail Address: joansangster@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: strong global warming action need in CAComment:Dear Ms. Nichols,

Please include in your AB 32 Scoping plan these important issues:

California needs a well designed cap and trade program.

California needs an indirect source rule to control emissions fromdevelopment projects.

California needs a new renewable portfolio standard to increaseclean energy in our state.

Thank-you for making California, and our planet, cleaner.

Carol SangsterAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 12:58:59No Duplicates.



Comment 432 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesLast Name: RobertsEmail Address: jamesrroberts@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Renewable Energy PlanComment:CA ARB,

I'd like to express my desire to see more renewable energyprojects in California, new incentives for plug-in hybrid cars,tax incentives for solar power and wind power, and the politicalability for the average taxpayer, not just super large energycorporations to create their own energy dependent to the ecoregionthey live in. 

Please make policy decisions that favor ecological sanity overmoney, and economic incentives in the direction of rewardingrenewable energy use. Concomitantly, I'd like to see legislationcarry forward that ultimately penalizes pollution, global warmingcarbon dioxide increasing technologies, and fiscal recklessness.

James R. Roberts
  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:00:57No Duplicates.



Comment 433 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: roseLast Name: henleyEmail Address: shamusonyou@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: CLEAN AIRComment:KEEP THE AIR CLEAN FOR ALL OF US! Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:01:02No Duplicates.



Comment 434 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonnaLast Name: ShareeEmail Address: dsharee@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: global warmingComment:Please support A.B. 32 Coping Plan.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:03:05No Duplicates.



Comment 435 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarlaLast Name: SternEmail Address: carlastern@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Support Strong Global Warming IniciativesComment:Please support strong California Global Warming iniciatives. Wedesperately need to do all we can to immediately reverse thedamage that we have done to our life supporting planet.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:03:17No Duplicates.



Comment 436 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KirkLast Name: MargoEmail Address: kirkmargo@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: 33% RPSComment:
Hello. I support the 33% RPS as recommended. Thank you > KirkMargo


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:05:29No Duplicates.



Comment 437 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RaylineLast Name: DeanEmail Address: RaylineLDean@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: Need to keep air cleanedComment:Need to keep the air cleaned Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:05:36No Duplicates.



Comment 438 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusanLast Name: HathawayEmail Address: susanhathaway@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Support strong global warming measuresComment:California needs strong measures to combat global warming, despitethe federal government's determination to increase it.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:09:35No Duplicates.



Comment 439 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LorenLast Name: AmelangEmail Address: loren@pacific.netAffiliation: Subject: Thoughts from "Northwest Nowhere"Comment:I have two main points to make:

1. Cap-and-Trade is a great idea, but only so long as _all_allowances are sold at market rates. We must avoid Europe'sinitial mistake of handing out allowances for free in proportionto existing emissions. Start California's program by requiringemitters to purchase all their allowances! 

2. Please don't forget those of us who live off-grid when energyincentives are designed. Most of the existing incentives arelinked to displacing centralized utility power, and provide noassistance for off-grid energy. But in fact, there are hundreds offamilies out here in Mendocino, Humboldt, and other rural countieswho run their own small, inefficient, and dirty private generatorsfor hundreds of hours per year to supplement their solar ormicro-hydro systems. That is undoubtedly some of the "dirtiest"power produced in the state, and should be a prime target forincentives! 

Thank you for your consideration,

LorenAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:13:16No Duplicates.



Comment 440 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MadeleineLast Name: Fisher-KernEmail Address: metropet2000@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: California acts and the nation followsComment:The state of California has been at the forefront of major andpositive change continually.  This is a time to do it again. Global Warming is a growing threat to all species living on thisplanet.  It is time to act.  It is time for corporate America todo more than plunder this planet for its shareholders.  It is timefor us all to be less apathetic and demand change that will alterthe fate of this beautiful place we live.   Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:13:20No Duplicates.



Comment 441 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KavehLast Name: RadEmail Address: kavrad@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Stop global warming! CA must act.  Do not wait for the Feds to haveANY leadership on this.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:14:22No Duplicates.



Comment 442 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoanLast Name: FormanEmail Address: joanforman@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: global climate change cannot be ignoredComment:We cannot afford to ignore global climate change and thedestruction of the environment.   Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:16:11No Duplicates.



Comment 443 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Philip Last Name: RatcliffEmail Address: skazz999W@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:California needs to enact the tightest air pollution controls,because the federal government has done little. Time and again,the federal Environmetal Protection Agency stalls, thwarts, andotherwise drops the ball on regulating air quality. 
Air quality is very important. The asthma rate in the San JoaquinValley is unacceptable. I never thought of asthma as beingserious, until I lived in the Central Valley for 11 years. 
Two young relatives of my fellow employees died as a result ofasthma attacks. 
Perhaps the EPA will enforce air quality standards with the nextadministration. We cannot count on that, however, and the statemust step up to the plate.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:22:21No Duplicates.



Comment 444 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: penelopeLast Name: nortonEmail Address: itzam@charter.netAffiliation: Subject: strong global warming billComment:strong global warming resolve billsAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:22:21No Duplicates.



Comment 445 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusanLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: writer818@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: A cleaner world, starting with CaliforniaComment:Now is the time to show the world what America is really capable ofdoing.  The United States could be the leader in a sustainableearth by showing the world what is possible if we choose life overdeath, love more than hate, generosity more than greed, hopeinstead of fear, and possibilities rather than improbabilities.  Ihope that you will pass new bills such as cap and trade programs,control emissions from development projects, and a renewableportfolio standard, which will help to make a better and healthierplanet and show the world that hope for our future can start righthere in California.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:26:57No Duplicates.



Comment 446 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: yoshaanyLast Name: rahmEmail Address: yyrahm@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: A.B. Scoping PlanComment:I strongly urge you to support the cape-and-trade regulations forCalifornia. These regulations would limit the pollution beingemited. Californians deserve a new Renewable Portfolio Standard,one way to do this is requiring local air districts to controlemissions from new developments. Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:27:26No Duplicates.



Comment 447 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RitaLast Name: VandenburghEmail Address: brvanden@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:We need a strong ;program to start reversing global warming.  Thankyou.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:27:291 Duplicates.



Comment 448 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PaulLast Name: EngstromEmail Address: pmengstrom@macreviewzone.comAffiliation: Subject: Support alternative energy and reduce global warmingComment:
Please support more incentives toward more Electric  Vehicles andPlug-in Hybrid cars

Increase incentives for solar, wind and other alternative energyresources.

Thank you

Paul Engstrom
Los Altos Ca 94022Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:28:16No Duplicates.



Comment 449 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GregoryLast Name: AlperEmail Address: ga.one@verizon.netAffiliation: Subject: Protect CA. air quality and fight global warningComment:Protect CA. air quality and fight global warning

thxAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:32:04No Duplicates.



Comment 450 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JacquesLast Name: CoutureEmail Address: jacques@asymtech.comAffiliation: Subject: Renewable EnergyComment:Our quality of life and the Worlds rests on human energy managementand consumption.
I am extremely encouraged by the A.B. 32 as it appears to be astep in the right direction.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:39:22No Duplicates.



Comment 451 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephenLast Name: PewEmail Address: paradigmshift@lovebeing.orgAffiliation: Subject: Please implement strong global warming rulesComment:The following will move us strongly forward:
1) Include as many sources as possible in any cap-and-tradesystem.  
2) Add a carbon tax.
3) Require local air districts to develop indirect source rules tocontrol carbon emissions from new developments.
4) Increase the renewable portfolio standard way beyond 10% by2010.  Make it 20% by 2010, 50% by 2015, and 80% by 2020.  Yes,global warming is THAT serious.
5) Tighten up auto pollution, and bring back the ZEV mandate. Enforce a nontrivial ZEV mandate.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:43:55No Duplicates.



Comment 452 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: MauerEmail Address: mdmauer1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:There is no greater threat to the future of our planet than humaninduced global warming.  The major contributor to this is clearlygreenhouse gases (although there are other factors, notably heatsinks such as pavement, structures, etc.).  I hope that Californiawill continue to provide leadership, action, and ideas to the restof the nation and world.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:46:22No Duplicates.



Comment 453 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BobLast Name: FaulknerEmail Address: JustBob@Me.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warming rules...Comment:Hello,

I am writing to urge you to adopt the strong rules we need tofight global warming.

Thank you,

Bob Faulkner
Santa Barbara, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:48:17No Duplicates.



Comment 454 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LindaLast Name: FosterEmail Address: fosterstudio@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Stopping Our Contribution to Climate Change Comment:Please make sure that California does everything it can to promotealternative energy sources and holds at bay any activities thatcould or would add to global warming or climate change.  We needas much proactive effort in this direction as we can possiblymuster.  Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:48:47No Duplicates.



Comment 455 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RosemaryLast Name: Graham-GardnerEmail Address: liaisonsus@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warmingComment:We must do all we can with the means we have and our might to dosomething about pending environmental disaster.
The World will go on and the Planet will still be there, but wewill long be gone and planet earth will take a while to healitself. 
We must not let that happen. Not on our watch!Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/818-img_1099.jpgOriginal File Name: IMG_1099.JPG Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:49:01No Duplicates.



Comment 456 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Brian Last Name: FloresEmail Address: helosurfer@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Cleaning up Californias AirComment:I believe that C.A.R.B. was on the right track a few years backwhen they were proposing a mandate for automakers in California toproduce an certain % of their cars to be zero emissions. We need toget back on track with this and hold the companies responsiblebecuase they can and have built electric cars that meet thecommuting requirements of 90% of the population. We cannot letpeople to be bought out at the head of C.A.R.B. was buy puttinghim into a position of power in the Hydrogen Technologies board.This is a fallacy. It has been for years. We need to utilize thetechnology we have now and all of the car manufacturers provedthat they can do it. We just need to pass law now to force them toallow consumers to these innovative new products. Please...for theeconomy, the air, and the health of the people!

If you haven't seen Who Killed the Electric Car please go and rentit now!
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:49:55No Duplicates.



Comment 457 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MikeLast Name: KelloggEmail Address: michael.kellogg@intel.comAffiliation: Subject: TO: Mary NicholsComment:HI -- plz ensure EDF's top priorities are included in the A.B. 32Scoping Plan...

Thank you!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:51:51No Duplicates.



Comment 458 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KaiLast Name: Hally-RosendahlEmail Address: khallyro@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming ACTION NEEDED NOW!Comment:Action needs to be taken to curb the anthropogenic causes of globalwarming.  Not next month, next year, or next decade... NOW!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:52:27No Duplicates.



Comment 459 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: reneeLast Name: milburnEmail Address: rmilbu@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please do what you can to hault global warming.  I am very worried.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:56:06No Duplicates.



Comment 460 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: louisLast Name: FoxEmail Address: louis@freerangestudios.comAffiliation: Subject: Please keep california the leader is solving global warming!Comment:Dear Mary Nichols,
I'm writng because I'm concerned about the A.B 32 scoping plan.
I want to be sure that it's truly ground breaking and as strong aswe need it to be.
We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard  to increase cleanenergy in our state, we need an "Indirect Source Rule" to controlemissions from development projects and we need a well-designedcap-and-trade program.

Thank you for listening and doing the right thing,
there's no time to mess around,
Louis Fox
Berkeley, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:59:21No Duplicates.



Comment 461 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohannaLast Name: SandevEmail Address: johannaf@sonic.netAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming MeasureComment: Global warming is the most important issue of our time.There is noother issue with such far reaching consequenses as global warmingthat is not held in check before it destroys our world.
 California has alredy taken steps to be in the forefront of thisissue but there is more to be done to set California apart as aleader.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 13:59:29No Duplicates.



Comment 462 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: frankLast Name: CalabreseEmail Address: fjcalabrese@charter.netAffiliation: Subject: Global warmingComment:It appears to be a fact, but it doesn't come from any one source. 
Dairy Farms in the Central Valley give up methane,which is agreenhouse gas, but the dairies are Not the only contributors.Theyare trying to curb methane release and generate electricity andheat to use and send on to the grid.
Two major North-South  highways(5 & 99) and a busy rail route alsoadd to the air pollution.They aren't resident sources, but mobileas they move through.
As I understand things, diesel smog prevention is being enforcedin engines over a certain size on farms. 
Landfills and garbage dumps emit methane which can be captured andused as fuel to reduce greenhouse gases and function in analternative fuel reality. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:00:25No Duplicates.



Comment 463 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: ZimmermannEmail Address: zwordsmith@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming in CaliforniaComment:Ladies and Gentlemen: Our state has long led the nation inenvironmental action, and this is no time to abandon thatposition. We need to do whatever we can to reign in the carbonemissions from our vehicles, factories and homes, while at thesame time promoting viable alternative energy solutions throughimprovements to existing "green" technology and investment in newforms of alternative energy production. Please see that theopportunity being presented us to secure our future in a lesspollutive way is not squandered. Thank you.

John Zimmermann, Long Beach



Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:01:56No Duplicates.



Comment 464 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: laceyLast Name: whiteEmail Address: whiteboi8767@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: pleaseComment:please let's all join for the fight against global warming and livein a betterenvironment!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/839-global_warming.docOriginal File Name: global Warming.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:02:33No Duplicates.



Comment 465 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryfrancesLast Name: CarecciaEmail Address: mfc1206@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: SAVE OUR PLANET!!Comment:PROTECT OUR PLANET!!!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:13:48No Duplicates.



Comment 466 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: BurtEmail Address: sunpacificsolar@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming needs to be stopped!Comment:It is time to get serious about global warming in California! Wehave the answers, we need action!
Thank you, 
The Burt FamilyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:17:26No Duplicates.



Comment 467 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ANDYLast Name: LUPENKOEmail Address: FCCSD@SBCGLOBAL.NETAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 SCOPING PLANComment:CALIFORNIA AND THE NATION NEED TO INCRESE THE USE OF RENEWABLEENERGY AND REDUCE OUR CARBON FOOTPRINT.  WE NEED TO EXPAND OUR USEOF WIND AND SOLAR ENERGY, ESPECIALLY ON A LOCAL LEVEL, WITH SOLARARRAYS ON THE MAJORITY OF OUR LOCAL STRUCTURES.  WE NEED TOREALIZE THAT NUCLEAR ENERGY IS NEITHER COST EFFECTIVE NOR GREENAND STOP THE PRODUCTION AND ACCUMULATION OF DEADLY SPENT NUCLEARFUEL ALONG WITH THE DEVASTATION AND DESTRUCTION CAUSE BY THEMINING AND PROCESSING OF THE FUEL IN THE FIRST PLACE.  PLEASE HELPCALIFORNIA AND THE NATION MOVE FORWARD TOWARDS A SUSTAINABLE,HEALTHY FUTURE.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:19:28No Duplicates.



Comment 468 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArtLast Name: CooleyEmail Address: apcooley1@san.rr.comAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: AB32Comment:Dear Mary:  The Environmental Defense Fund has worked for 20 yearsto reduce global warming.  Beginning with a joint exhibit with theAmerican Museum of Natural History that opened in NY and latertoured the country with a stop in San Diego, we have workedtirelessly for a cap and trade program.  We pioneered a cap andtrade program for acid rain that was signed into law by GeorgeBush the first in 1990 in the amendments to the Clean Air Act. Its objective of reducing acid rain pollutants by 50% has beenmet.  A similar cap and trade program is in effect in China, aresult of EDF's effort.  And, now the states are leading thecountry.  EDF helped pass AB32 and support the effort to implementit.  We are getting closer to success.  As a founding trustee ofEDF, I want to congratulate you on your efforts and wish you andEDF success in leading on this vitally important issue.  Warmestregards, Art CooleyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:20:04No Duplicates.



Comment 469 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HailleyLast Name: ShepardEmail Address: hhoward@bendbroadband.comAffiliation: Subject: HELPComment:With things are the way they are right now there is really only onething we can rely on: have a home on planet Earth. However, if wedon't preserve this precious planet we cannot guarantee a safehome for our children, or maybe even ourselves. There is nothingmore important than saving this planet. We must act NOW!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:25:49No Duplicates.



Comment 470 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CharlesLast Name: ReedEmail Address: cmreed654@socal.rr.comAffiliation: Subject: Air PollutionComment:Please adopt the strongest possible regulations regarding airpollution.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:26:57No Duplicates.



Comment 471 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: SabbasEmail Address: davedka@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming  Comment:You..Our Leaders Must administer and punish the True MajorPolluters in this state...Force them to CLEAN UP..Lower theiremmisions.....Support Renewable Sustainable forms of EnergyProduction:such as Wind..Solar...Geo/VolcanicHeat...BioMass....Please Fund these Programs,,,,,Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:29:18No Duplicates.



Comment 472 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SherryLast Name: MarshEmail Address: MTASJ@aol.comAffiliation: democratSubject: global warmingComment:I urge you to take strong global warming action.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:30:48No Duplicates.



Comment 473 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JOELLast Name: THAMESEmail Address: jetames@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: STOP GLOBAL WARMING!Comment:STOP GLOBAL WARMING!  CLEAN AIR NOW!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:35:28No Duplicates.



Comment 474 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MelynniqueLast Name: SeabrookEmail Address: eseabrook@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Keep California going forward on global warming, etc.Comment:Honorable Mary Nichols:

We, as residents of California, are depended on the Air ResourcesBoard protecting the environment we have to live in.  Please dowhatever you can to lower polution and encourage renewable energy
development.  Our very existence on planet earth depends on this!

Thank you!

Melynnique Seabrook
Escondido, CaliforniaAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 14:54:19No Duplicates.



Comment 475 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RonaldLast Name: MacQuarrieEmail Address: scsurfer@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Air quality in CaliforniaComment:I seems more obvious all of the time that California cannot waitfor the national government to lead the way in air quality simplybecause is more urgent here, and because we need to get it done. 
California and ARB have always lead the way with this anyway. 
Please put this at the top of your agenda. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:03:47No Duplicates.



Comment 476 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StanLast Name: BanosEmail Address: stanco55@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: SP-General-WSComment:The time to act was decades ago!!!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:05:15No Duplicates.



Comment 477 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EbenLast Name: RosenbergerEmail Address: ebenbrooks@ebenbrooks.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Ms. Nichols,

I am excited to hear that CARB will be releasing the AB 32 ScopingPlan next week. I am writing to urge you to include a few pointsthat are very important to me and to a great number ofCalifornians:

1) We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program. Cap-and-tradeputs an absolute limit on pollution from some of California'slargest sources and guarantees the environmental results we need.CARB should include as many sources as possible in a cap-and-tradesystem. 80% of California's global warming pollution would be undera cap-and-trade system by 2020.

2. We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissionsfrom development projects. Developers must measure indirect(mostly vehicle and energy use) pollution from construction andoperation of projects and ensure that equivalent reductions occurso the project's impacts are limited. CARB should requireCalifornia's local air districts to develop ISRs to controlemissions from new developments.

3. We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increaseclean energy in our state. California's current RPS target is 10%by 2010. CARB should recommend that the state immediately adopt a33% RPS by 2020.

Thank you, and I look forward to seeing the Scoping Plan when itis released.

Sincerely,
Eben Brooks RosenbergerAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:12:36653 Duplicates.



Comment 478 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: BakerEmail Address: mhoneyb@yahoo.comAffiliation: Environmental Defense, Earth Justice,NWFSubject: Saving Our Environment!!Comment:Please help with the cap and trade program, to put limit on thepollution. Governor Schwazenegger is doing a great job, but heneeds help to control the emissions with renewable sources from
(solar, wind,biomass,etc).
Thank you for your time.
M.BakerAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:23:49No Duplicates.



Comment 479 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WilliamLast Name: MannersEmail Address: williammanners@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Environmemt & EnergyComment:Greenhous Gasses are the major contributor to Global Warming. Tocombat these gasses we need to develope alternative sources ofenergy. 

Let us move in a direction that does not require the burning offossil fuels. This is America! We are inovators! We can create themechanisms that are going to become necessary at some point in ourfuture anyway. If we create them now, we can become the WorldLeader that America once was again. If we create and patent thosetechnologies, We can export our goods again instead of exportingour jobs. 

If other countries develop and patent those technologies we willbe reduce to a third world country, a consumer nation, as we arenow. We need to manufacture our own goods and stop buyingeverything form China!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:24:39No Duplicates.



Comment 480 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LauriLast Name: ProvencherEmail Address: noelp71@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: clean air !Comment:You know that all us critters, large and small, of everypersuasion, needs to be
able to breathe clean and healthful air.

So, whyt do you insist in putting the importance of dollars aheadof the obvious.

Do your duty.  Make it right.



















Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:30:32No Duplicates.



Comment 481 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Jon WarrenLast Name: LentzEmail Address: free3speak@jonwarrenlentz.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Climate Change & Environmental DegradationComment:It's time we started to take responsibility for our actions so thatour children will have a habitable planet in which to rear ourgrandchildren. 
Otherwise, we have made death or way of life.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:41:25No Duplicates.



Comment 482 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: judithLast Name: setonEmail Address: judithandrobert@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: global warming is the most urgent issue of our timeComment:DO EVERYTHING NOWAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:42:12No Duplicates.



Comment 483 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JUddLast Name: WilliamsEmail Address: juddwill@pacbell.netAffiliation: Subject: A.B 32  Scoping PlanComment:There are urgent things and important things. The most importantthing is our earth as it relates to human habitation. Globalwarming won't wait for political urgency, it just follows thescience of chemistry, physics, and meteorology.

We don't need to wait either. We can do important work. You caninfluence a positive direction for California, and I hope you willdo everything you can as early a possible. That way your effortswill produce far greater impact.

The failure of CARB in the electric vehicle mandate is old newsbut the relentless and well funded interests are still well awarethat CARB can do real work and make progress that they will profitless from allowing.

So take heart, do good work, and get some laws on the books ASAP;
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 15:49:45No Duplicates.



Comment 484 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EileenLast Name: HeaserEmail Address: eheaser@csus.eduAffiliation: CSUS LibrarySubject: climate changeComment:Alternative energy sources, much more emphasis on SOLAR is needed.

Faster and better control of emissions.

Thank-you.

E. HeaserAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:14:08No Duplicates.



Comment 485 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DylanLast Name: ForerEmail Address: Dforer@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Alternative energyComment:Please get this bill passed!!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:30:40No Duplicates.



Comment 486 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: bonnie  Last Name: jayEmail Address: bonnie@estarbird.comAffiliation: Subject: California Zero Emission Vehicle Regulation Comment:Do it.

There's no reason not to.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:49:30No Duplicates.



Comment 487 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndreaLast Name: BonnettEmail Address: aesabet@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:I strongly urge you to include the EDF's top priorities in yourAB32 Scoping Plan.

Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:55:50No Duplicates.



Comment 488 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EmilyLast Name: KehmeierEmail Address: birdybuddy1@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming Comment:Please start a cap and trade program in California. Please make itnecessary that a significant percentage of California's energymust come from renewable resources. Lat;y, please control theamount that big companies pollute.

All this would contribute to a healthier planet for my generationand the ones to come.

Thanks.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:55:53No Duplicates.



Comment 489 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: James Last Name: HopkinsEmail Address: skymail4@aol.comAffiliation: Californians for Population StabilizatioSubject: Cleaning The AirComment:Working toward cleaning the air is a lost cause unless at the sametime we also work toward controlling the human population.  Thelargest source of population growth in the United States isillegal immigration.


-- James Hopkins
   http://www.cosmosmith.com/human_population_crisis.htm Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:56:11No Duplicates.



Comment 490 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GailLast Name: SabbadiniEmail Address: gsabbad@sciences.sdsu.eduAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please help decrease global warming in California by increasingawareness of individual responsiblilty to conserve energy, byincreasing the requirements for wind and solar power generation,and by educating our populace on the indirect sources ofgreenhouse gasses emissions. Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 16:57:44No Duplicates.



Comment 491 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: barbaraLast Name: PapaEmail Address: babspapa@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Cut our global warming polution in CalifComment:Please cut our global warming polution. Think of futuregenerations.  Please protect our planet.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:00:06No Duplicates.



Comment 492 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VentaLast Name: LeonEmail Address: venta.leon@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: energy solutionsComment:We can't drill our way out of the energy mess.  We must decreaseour dependence on oil PERIOD, foreign or domestic.  We need tooverhaul our lifestyles to reduce per capita energy use regardlessof the source, build intelligently, create a comfortable, safe,efficient and cheap public transportation system, and developreally smart, sustainable, clean sources for the energy we reallyneed.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:14:10No Duplicates.



Comment 493 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EllenLast Name: KoivistoEmail Address: offstage@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:This is a bare minimum baby-step beginning of what needs to be doneRIGHT NOW or we may not survive.  Really.  That's what all thescience is saying, and it's what we're starting to see.  

In terms of A.B. 32, ISRs needs to be established for every airquality district, effective immediately.  We obviously need arenewable portfolio standard for our state's energy.  And we needaggressive action on cutting carbon emissions-- more than a capand trade plan we need caps -- absolute, draconian caps.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:17:32No Duplicates.



Comment 494 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Bradley ALast Name: TePaskeEmail Address: drbatp@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: RE: THE PRIVILEGE OF EXISTING AS A SPECIES.Comment:WE ARE FIGHTING FOR NOTHING LESS THAN THE CONTINUITY OF OUREXISTENCE AS A SPECIES!

QUESTIONS? Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:20:49No Duplicates.



Comment 495 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CarolynLast Name: RadloEmail Address: cradlo@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:I urge you to draft a plan that is as stringent as possible withstrict regulations restricting construction emissions and a goalof 30 if not 50% state energy from clean and renewable sources by2020 at the latest. It can be done! 
Let this be an emergency plan - for that is what we face, a globalemergency.

Thank you for your efforts to do the right thing.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:20:51No Duplicates.



Comment 496 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: kierenLast Name: van den blinkEmail Address: kierenv@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: please protect our environment.Comment:thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:32:23No Duplicates.



Comment 497 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArthurLast Name: GribbenEmail Address: piercerel@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CA AirComment:Without the basic ingredient for life that we call air, there canbe nothing else.  That's NOTHING.  Do the right thing and work uppolicies and regulations that support life on all fronts.  If wecan breathe healthy air, all else will follow, even monetaryprofit!

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 17:38:34No Duplicates.



Comment 498 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: johnLast Name: odaEmail Address: jandjoda@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: global warmingComment:I demand strong action on global warming.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:09:02No Duplicates.



Comment 499 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: IanLast Name: GimpleEmail Address: sotb@rocketmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Urging you to implement the recommendationsComment:I am writing to urge you to implement the strict recommendations ofthe Environment Defense Fund. California is the most populous stateand needs to lead the way into a cleaner and more prosperous futurefor the state and the rest of the country.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:16:32No Duplicates.



Comment 500 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Terry EllenLast Name: RobinsonEmail Address: robintevg@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:To the California Air Resources Board (CARB)

TO:  Chair Clair Nichols
RE:  A.B. 32 Scoping Plan

There are already signs of ice melting earlier than predicted. Sowe need to get the Scoping Plan in to considered action. AndCalifornia is on the road to attacking global warming now.

Here are some action points that I feel must be designed as toallow easy execution and easily measured reductions while loweringour global warming. 

1)We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program.

2)We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissionsfrom development projects.

3)Our message: We support CARB's preliminary recommendation thatthe state immediately adopt a 33% RPS by 2020.

Please put these points into action.Thank you for your attention.

Yours truly,

Ms. Terry Ellen Robinson
Los Angeles, CA 90034

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:19:58No Duplicates.



Comment 501 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ConnieLast Name: CrushaEmail Address: holisticgardener@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Let us lead the way!Comment:We need to be the leaders in stopping and reversing global warming.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:29:06No Duplicates.



Comment 502 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ValLast Name: SanfilippoEmail Address: sanfiv@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: California CoolingComment:Please stop the SDGE Powerlink-Liquid Natural Gas pipeline anddirty freighters from Indonesia.
Please require SDGE to put solar panels on every customer's homein Southern California.
Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:33:18No Duplicates.



Comment 503 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JosephLast Name: HardinEmail Address: joehardin@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Renewable energyComment:Please support renewable energy...
Thank you,
JoeAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:38:23No Duplicates.



Comment 504 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: PisaniEmail Address: spisani@runbox.comAffiliation: IndependentSubject: Wind Power for CaliforniaComment:Clean, cheap, reliable power comes best from windmills. Use them.Subsidize building more of them. Tax fossil fuels in order to payfor them.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 18:54:34No Duplicates.



Comment 505 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Cyril & IngridLast Name: BouteilleEmail Address: CyrilBouteille@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Carbon taxComment:Please do consider putting in place a carbon tax which increasesyear over year as way to slowly curb global warming. This willbring much needed funds to the state and will be more effectivethan a cap&trade program.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:06:47No Duplicates.



Comment 506 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TerryLast Name: PetersonEmail Address: t_a_peterson_2000@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Climate changeComment:Take climate change seriously and act accordingly.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:12:22No Duplicates.



Comment 507 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RudyLast Name: StefenelEmail Address: rudystefenel@yahoo.comAffiliation: DemocratSubject: Support Green VehiclesComment:It is important to support and encourage people are leading theeffort so switch to alternate fuel vehicles and green vehicles. 

Here are suggestions:

Give a vehicle tax break to everyone who has a vehicle that getsmore than 40 MPG.   I suggest giving them $150 dollar off theirvehicle registration fee each year too. 

Subsidize biodiesel.  There are producers but the expenses ofproducing biodiesel is a problem.  We need encourage moreproducers.   

Also, give tax breaks to people who are creating biodiesel athome.   One way is charge no sales tax on equipment for makingbiodiesel, both commercially and at home.

Don't charge road tax for biodiesel for 10 years to get morevehicles using this stuff.

Support waste vegetable oil diesel automobile conversions.  Thesevehicles are much cleaner than gas and diesel vehicles, andcomparable to biodiesel vehicles in the pollutants produced.  

Also, most rendering companies sell the waste vegetable oil tocompanies that use it to make cattle feed, and this is not healthyfood for cattle.  Making biodiesel and using waste vegetable oil asa motor fuel is a much better use.

If I had my way, it would be illegal to make cattle feed out ofwaste vegetable oil from restaurants.

Don't charge road tax for cars that run on Wast Vegetable Oil for10 years to get more of these conversions on the road.

Make it illegal to create local laws that declare that vegetableoil is a hazardous material, and get these laws off the books ofcities in California that have these law.  Most of these laws areinitiated by Rendering Companies who don't want competition. 

Give a state tax break to people who convert their cars to becomeElectric Vehicles.

Subsidize the cost of the batteries that go into electric vehicleconversions.  This is the biggest cost, and subsidizing this wouldget a lot more on the road.

Get biobutanol into gas stations in California.  This is analcohol, similar to ethanol, except that it has 4 main hydrocarbon molecules instead of two. biobutanol runs in gasolinevehicles without modification.  It is much cleaner than gasolinefor pollution, and it is safer than gasoline.  It can be made outof anything that ethanol can be made from.  Also biobutanol doesabsorb water like ethanol does so it can use the existinginfrastructure that is used for gasoline. Ethanol can't but mustbe trucked to gas stations.





Sincerely,

Rudy Stefenel




Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:17:35No Duplicates.



Comment 508 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Karen Last Name: Linarez Email Address: kjlinarez@yahoo.com Affiliation: Subject: Global warming Comment:The current administration, headed by a smart and dedicatedGovernor, has already shown real leadership on the issue of globalwarming. We need indirect source rules and a renewable energyportfolio standards. Please do your part in finishing what theGovenor started. 
Calif. will once again lead through innovation and change. 
thank you 
KJ Linarez Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:25:27No Duplicates.



Comment 509 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RudyLast Name: StefenelEmail Address: rudystefenel@yahoo.comAffiliation: DemocratSubject: Support Green VehiclesComment:Correction:

It is important to support and encourage people are leading theeffort so switch to alternate fuel vehicles and green vehicles. 

Here are suggestions:

Give a vehicle tax break to everyone who has a vehicle that getsmore than 40 MPG.   I suggest giving them $150 dollar off theirvehicle registration fee each year too. 

Subsidize biodiesel.  There are producers but the expenses ofproducing biodiesel is a problem.  We need encourage moreproducers.   

Also, give tax breaks to people who are creating biodiesel athome.   One way is charge no sales tax on equipment for makingbiodiesel, both commercially and at home.

Don't charge road tax for biodiesel for 10 years to get morevehicles using this stuff.

Support waste vegetable oil diesel automobile conversions.  Thesevehicles are much cleaner than gas and diesel vehicles, andcomparable to biodiesel vehicles in the pollutants produced.  

Also, most rendering companies sell the waste vegetable oil tocompanies that use it to make cattle feed, and this is not healthyfood for cattle.  Making biodiesel and using waste vegetable oil asa motor fuel is a much better use.

If I had my way, it would be illegal to make cattle feed out ofwaste vegetable oil from restaurants.

Don't charge road tax for cars that run on Wast Vegetable Oil for10 years to get more of these conversions on the road.

Make it illegal to create local laws that declare that vegetableoil is a hazardous material, and get these laws off the books ofcities in California that have these law.  Most of these laws areinitiated by Rendering Companies who don't want competition. 

Give a state tax break to people who convert their cars to becomeElectric Vehicles.

Subsidize the cost of the batteries that go into electric vehicleconversions.  This is the biggest cost, and subsidizing this wouldget a lot more on the road.

Get biobutanol into gas stations in California.  This is analcohol, similar to ethanol, except that it has 4 main hydrocarbon molecules instead of two. biobutanol runs in gasolinevehicles without modification.  It is much cleaner than gasolinefor pollution, and it is safer than gasoline.  It can be made outof anything that ethanol can be made from.  Also biobutanol doesNOT absorb water like ethanol does so it can use the existinginfrastructure that is used for gasoline. Ethanol can't but mustbe trucked to gas stations.





Sincerely,

Rudy Stefenel




Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:31:41No Duplicates.



Comment 510 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WalterMarkLast Name: PoehnerEmail Address: markpoehner@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: California Air Quality StandardsComment:As a Californian I've been proud of the leadership that we take inthe nation and the hemisphere in cleaning up the air. Although ourstandards have been under attack by industries whose leaders haveirresponsible attitudes toward the Earth and our children,California has been steadfast.

Now I would like to see us raise the standards even higher. We areoutdated, with regulations unsuitable for today's awareness ofglobal warming.

Please raise the standards to lower levels of pollution.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 19:55:09No Duplicates.



Comment 511 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ARTHURLast Name: AYALAEmail Address: ARTHURA2@JUNO.COMAffiliation: citizenSubject: pollution standardsComment:cut the states global warming pollution, pleaseAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 20:00:18No Duplicates.



Comment 512 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MyrnaLast Name: BrownEmail Address: myrnanddan@charter.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:We have at least two vital problems at this moment, Global warmingand the economy.  We stalled on correcting the economic problemuntil it was to late.  Are we going to stall on global warming,too? We can still correct the economy, but we will never be ableto correct global warming unless we act upon it post haste andeven then it is questionable. But, we should at least give it atry.  PLEASE HELP IN THIS MOST VITAL EFFORT! Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 20:12:53No Duplicates.



Comment 513 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ColinLast Name: GallagherEmail Address: colingallagher@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: State should implement 50% RPS by 2020Comment:From:  Colin G. Gallagher, RPCV
       Candidate, Executive Master of Public Administration (June2009)
       Golden Gate University ~ Monterey Bay

We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increase cleanenergy in our state.

While I support CARB's preliminary recommendation that the stateadopt a 33% RPS by 2020, I feel that an RPS of 50% by 2020 is morereasonable, and such an RPS should be adopted immediately.

Waiting longer increases the impacts from the use of fossil fuels.Waiting longer will discourage innovators, and innovativecompanies, who would like to do this sooner rather than later andwho are looking for confident and bold regulatory signals thatwill 'green-light' their potential expansions into the field ofgreen and clean energy.  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 20:38:42No Duplicates.



Comment 514 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: JamersonEmail Address: jamerson_37@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: Less overpopulation for stopping global warmingComment:SECURE OUR BORDERS. SINCE RONALD REAGAN LET THOSE ILLEGALS   COMING HERE AND OVERPOPULATE TEN FOLD IN JUST 10-15 YEARS, CAUSINGGLOBAL WARMING BESIDES TAKING OUR JOBS AND HOMES  CAUSING THEFINANCIAL DISASTER WE ARE IN. WE NEED TO SECURE   OUR BORDERS ANDDEPORT ILLEGALS. IM NEED TO DO THERE JOB AND ARREST EMPLOYERS 
INCLUDING CORPORATIONS FOR HIRING THEM FINING THEM $10,000   ALSO.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:01:16No Duplicates.



Comment 515 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NANCIELast Name: SAILOREmail Address: nsailor@ft.newyorklife.comAffiliation: Subject: cal. global warningComment:WE HAVE TO GET ON TOP OF THIS PROBLEM IN CA. WITH GLOBAL WARNINGFOR ALL SPECIES IN CA. AND ALL OVER THE WORLD LIKE NOW!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:11:44No Duplicates.



Comment 516 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaryLast Name: MarkusEmail Address: mmmarkus@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Keep the ARB focused on global warmingComment:We need to evaluate  the results of the measures like buying carbonoffsets. Are they really working, or it it just another scam?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:35:19No Duplicates.



Comment 517 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TomLast Name: BornheimerEmail Address: tpb4@ix.netcom.comAffiliation: Subject: Make California The Leader in Fighting Global WarmingComment:California must lead the fight against global warming, especiallysince we are responsible for creating much it the pollutants thatcontinue to raise global temperatures.  California has thetechnology and the people to be the leader in this very importantand critical world wide issue.  I commute on an electric bus andelectric train.  I drive less than 7,000 miles a year in a hybridcar.  I buy organic local foods at my local Whole Foods and I leada Green Team at my work place.  

We can make a difference if we each try and think about others onthe planet beyond ourselves.  We are reaching critical mass onmaking a difference in combating global warming.  Make Californiathe leader.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:38:13No Duplicates.



Comment 518 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: donLast Name: maddenEmail Address: peacedog2@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: strong global warming action desiredComment:Please go for some very strong global warming action.  kWe need it. Thanks, donMAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:50:23No Duplicates.



Comment 519 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnthonyLast Name: JonesEmail Address: tony22j@aol.comAffiliation: Anything to save the Planet !Subject: Save the PlanetComment:AM UP TO THE NECK ABOUT PETROLIUM AND IT'S CONSECUENCE, WE NEED TOFIND AN ALTERNATIVE, SOME RENEWABLE ENERGY AS SOON AS RIGHT NOWTHANK YOU                                       TONY J. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 21:55:06No Duplicates.



Comment 520 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanaLast Name: MenardEmail Address: janamenard@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: CARB Draft-please keep regs strong!Comment:As a Californian, one of the thngs I love is the natural beauty ofour state.  We need to protect it and our children from pollution. Please put forth the strictest limits on emissions, and pushforward a strong renewable energy plan.  With all the sun and windwe have here, we could be an example for other states if weimplement effective solar and wind energy programs.  Let's leadthe way!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 22:50:39No Duplicates.



Comment 521 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GaryLast Name: WatkinsEmail Address: wasterix@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Air Quality RegulationComment:The Bush Administration has us mired in very bad energy policy. California has so offen been the leader in social and culturalchange.  We can and should do it again by leading the country in achange af basic energy policy.

Thank you for all of your hards work on air quality inCalifornia.

Sincerely, Gary L. WatkinsAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 23:04:29No Duplicates.



Comment 522 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BrettLast Name: RobertsEmail Address: brett_t_roberts@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Why Petroleum???Comment:With our current technology to harness multiple different cleanenergy sources quite cheaply and efficiently, what in the worldwould keep us from doing so???  Our state, our economy, and ourplanet deserve it!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 23:23:29No Duplicates.



Comment 523 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AntonyLast Name: MazzottaEmail Address: amazzot@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: keep the ZEV program strongComment:
  Let's show the world the way it should be done!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 23:37:14No Duplicates.



Comment 524 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MaliLast Name: HenigmanEmail Address: malih2000@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: clean energyComment:We need sensible laws to clean up the pollution we have and to findalternative energy.  A no-brainer.  Yet there is talk of "clean"coal.  Huh?  Ever hear of the canary in the mine shaft?  Well,we're it.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-29 23:37:42No Duplicates.



Comment 525 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CamilleLast Name: PierceEmail Address: marklael@aol.comAffiliation: retiredSubject: Global WarmingComment:Global Warming is one of the most powerful and temperature relatedissue in today's society. It can affect millions of people whenit's least expected. I was born in the midwest some years ago. Inmy teens, I learned that I had a seizure disorder. Thus, I had toadjust my medical disability to one that could be useable to awide range of people with health issues. Today, I spend most of mytime indoors. And I believe we all should listen to what is neededand necessary to remain healthy. Listen to your body and try tosee what can help people avoid heat, yet enjoy the outdoors.

May peace of mind be with us always,
Camille Pierce
California USA
marklael@aol.com
 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 01:35:10No Duplicates.



Comment 526 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: BrunkEmail Address: dblovesla@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Global warminming MitigationComment:    Save California's agriculture from climate change that willdestroy the viability of the Golden State.
    It is no longer just the health of the population at stake, itis the lives of the children of the future. our children!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 04:59:36No Duplicates.



Comment 527 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jonathanLast Name: guerraEmail Address: katseye6922@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: help our childrenComment:please help us leave a better legacy than the one left to us
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 05:50:32No Duplicates.



Comment 528 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: sheilaLast Name: carrilloEmail Address: escuelita@baymoon.comAffiliation: Subject: solar incentivesComment:California should lead the nation in a plan to effectively curbglobal warming. Attractive financial incentives for homes andbusinesses to convert to solar electricity and hot water as wellas incentives for purchasing electric or hybrid cars would giveCalifornians a huge impetus to make the costly changes.
Thanks.
Sheila CarrilloAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:11:55No Duplicates.



Comment 529 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: philLast Name: winkelsEmail Address: nocaliman1@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: protect the air qualityComment:please help to protect the air quality for our kids...Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:16:14No Duplicates.



Comment 530 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DeborahLast Name: PendreyEmail Address: deborah.rssc@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program. CARB should includeas many sources as possible in a cap-and-trade system. I supportCARB's preliminary thinking that 80% of California's globalwarming pollution would be under a cap-and-trade system by 2020.Cap-and-trade puts an absolute limit on pollution from some ofCalifornia's largest sources and guarantees the environmentalresults we need.


We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissions fromdevelopment projects.CARB should require California's local airdistricts to develop ISRs to control emissions from newdevelopments.

We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increase cleanenergy in our state.I support CARB's preliminary recommendationthat the state immediately adopt a 33% RPS by 2020.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:32:03No Duplicates.



Comment 531 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RoyLast Name: VanderleelieEmail Address: lonewolf@telis.orgAffiliation: Subject: scoping planComment:We must take the lead in cleaning our air, make our waters saferand tackle the global warming danger.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:36:48No Duplicates.



Comment 532 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jerryLast Name: wayneEmail Address: jmw54@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Stop Global Warming by looking at alternatives. And if you reallywant to stop it just tell all auto makers that in 5 years no carswill be sold in California unless they have zero emissions. Ibelieve that we have the brain power and expertise to do this 20years ago. Just no one was brave enough to tell them to "s" or getoff the pot, so to speak.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:41:04No Duplicates.



Comment 533 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: SzymczakEmail Address: markzimzak@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB32 and AB974Comment:Ms Nichols...

I support CARB's preliminary recommendation that
the state immediately adopt a 33% RPS by 2020.

I also think CARB should include as many sources as possible in
a cap-and-trade system. 

I think AB974 should have gone further to increase revenue sourcesto combat port pollution.  What if (?) instead of $30/container,AB974 mandated $300 or $1000 per container?  Consumers acrossAmerica (not just us California taxpayers) should pay for thecontrols needed to mitigate air pollution coming from containerships, trucking, trains, and port service equipment.  Right now,it's many of us Californians breathing in foul air as a result ofAmerica's incessant need to consume.  CARB has the capacity to domore about this!

Thank you.

Mark Szymczak
Pleasanton Resident & breather of the Ports dirty AirAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 07:46:14No Duplicates.



Comment 534 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: adeneLast Name: katzenmeyerEmail Address: adene@aceweb.comAffiliation: Subject: air c0ntrolComment:Please  help keep our air quality pure and safe.  Do not turn yourbacks on your citizens.  We have a docomoracy in America  so dowhat the people want. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 08:09:41No Duplicates.



Comment 535 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SylviaLast Name: JonesEmail Address: syljones@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: air qualiltyComment:If we didn't waste a lot of time and money bailing out the autoindustry, we'd have everything we need to get out from under thisfog and smog AND get the economy going with green jobs and greendevelopment.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 08:20:30No Duplicates.



Comment 536 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DeborahLast Name: ChertowEmail Address: romaround2@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warming in California and elsewhere...our World...Comment:We have to take action against Global Warming here in Californiaand the rest of the world as well.  It is at a crisis point.. Timeto take action and start helping to prevent any more deteriorationof our planet, in California, and the world.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 08:38:48No Duplicates.



Comment 537 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GailLast Name: ImlerEmail Address: gailimlermarin@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:PLEASE LET CALIFORNIA CONTINUE TO BE A LEADER IN THE FIGHT AGAINSTGLOBAL WARMING!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:00:59No Duplicates.



Comment 538 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanLast Name: BackstromEmail Address: dbackstr@rbuhsd.k12.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: A. B. 32 scoping planComment:
To Whom It May Concern
 Our great state has always been a leader in inovation for thecountry. We have shown what is possible so that others will seehow it can work for them. Please continue to support this greattradition.

Respectfully
Dan BackstromAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:01:05No Duplicates.



Comment 539 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: HinesEmail Address: jpeterhines@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please take extremely strong measures to immediately reduce globalwarming pollution in CA.

As part of your plan, I urge you to re-instate the CA ZeroEmissions Mandate, which would require that a growing percentageof automobiles sold in CA each year would produce Zero Emissions.

This is a critical issue for all of us, and CA has an opportunityto continue taking a strong leadership position on this vitalissue. Our quality of life and our ability to sustain ourselves isat stake.

Sincerely,

Peter Hines
Santa Rosa, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:01:32No Duplicates.



Comment 540 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MattLast Name: WooleryEmail Address: mattwoolery@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Smart CaliforniaComment:We are smarter than this, aren't we? Of course we are. That wedon't have the technology is not the problem, is it?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:13:59No Duplicates.



Comment 541 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Margaret ChristineLast Name: Robinett, DC, MSTCM,Email Address: chrisdc@flash.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please vote yes on this bill to reduce greenhouse gases, improveour air and invest in the future of alternative energy sources tosustain us longterm. 

In doing so, Califonia will lead the way for the rest of thenation in  tha advencement of green technology, creation ofgreen-collar jobs and alternative energy infrastructure. 

It's the biggest win-win for Californians and the planet.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:20:32No Duplicates.



Comment 542 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: kathyLast Name: meschEmail Address: k.mesch@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: california airComment:Please help.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:29:16No Duplicates.



Comment 543 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichelleLast Name: PalladineEmail Address: mpalladine@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air in CaliforniaComment:Please stop allowing people to use windmills as a tax write offwithout making them actually run their windmill(s) for a requirednumber of weeks throughout the year.  We have enough windmills inthe Coachella Valley to power the entire valley year round.  Whyaren't we doing that??Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:34:19No Duplicates.



Comment 544 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LyndaLast Name: WinslowEmail Address: lyndaw@mediaweavers.comAffiliation: Subject: Global Warming and CO(2) emission cleanupComment:California needs to lead in cutting emissions which contribute toGlobal Warming.

We need to lead with legislation, with technology, with ourhearts, with our daily efforts.

Anything else we might do is icing. Please make every effort youcan to promote leadership in California so that we can solve thiscrucial problem.

Sincerely,

Lynda Winslow
Berkeley, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:41:08No Duplicates.



Comment 545 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AndrewLast Name: BezellaEmail Address: dovienya@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:CARB should include as many sources as possible in a cap-and-tradesystem. I support CARB's preliminary thinking that 80% ofCalifornia's global warming pollution would be under acap-and-trade system by 2020.

CARB should require California's local air districts to developISRs to control emissions from new developments.

I support CARB's preliminary recommendation that the stateimmediately adopt a 33% RPS by 2020.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:46:37No Duplicates.



Comment 546 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: suzanneLast Name: livingstonEmail Address: casamode@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: California air  ResourcesComment:Let's go GREEN!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 09:47:54No Duplicates.



Comment 547 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TammyLast Name: WinklerEmail Address: winkforhomes@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Please help planet.Comment:Please do everything you can to help mitigate global warming.
Thank you. :)Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 10:27:14No Duplicates.



Comment 548 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: WarshauerEmail Address: mattwarsh@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Please make Global Warming a top priority. Comment:Please make the environment and global warming a top priority. AsCalifornia, we can lead the way for other states, and the US as awhole,  to take action. 

Thanks,

MattAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 11:17:28No Duplicates.



Comment 549 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JonLast Name: AnderholmEmail Address: xunbio@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: climate change...Comment:Yes ... we need to invest heavily to protect our climate... ourfuture
do your part,
sincerely,  Jon Anderholm Cazadero, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 11:19:22No Duplicates.



Comment 550 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RandallLast Name: HartmanEmail Address: erthguy2@earthlink.netAffiliation: Subject: global warmingComment:Please enact strong greenhouse gas protections. This is the singlemost important issue of our times, and perhaps in all the historyof mankind.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 12:21:18No Duplicates.



Comment 551 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: sidney Last Name: ramsden scottEmail Address: sidscott2000@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: clean energyComment:let's invest in ONLY clean renewable energy sources!!!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 12:35:30No Duplicates.



Comment 552 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PatriciaLast Name: AlejandroEmail Address: patty.alejandro@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:It seems that the serious current issue of global warming has beeneclipsed by the current economic crisis that we're undergoingright now.  I don't think we should forget about our world. Remember that if our environment goes down we all go down.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 12:37:18No Duplicates.



Comment 553 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: johnLast Name: felstinerEmail Address: felstiner@stanford.eduAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please support the A.B. 32 Scoping Plan! EDF is a strong guidehere.

Thanks!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 12:43:15No Duplicates.



Comment 554 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MargieLast Name: TannlerEmail Address: marjhe@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: RE: Draft A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:Dear Mary Nichols, Board Chairman, CARB,
 
According to the Environmental Defense Fund,of which I am a part,the following three issues are important to California's futureand to the groundbreaking efforts to fight global warming:

1) A well-designed cap-and-trade program is needed. Cap-and-tradeputs an absolute limit on pollution from some of California'slargest sources and guarantees the environmental results needed.CARB needs to include as many sources as possible in acap-and-trade system.I support CARB's preliminary thinking that80% of California's global warming pollution would be under acap-and-trade system by 2020.

2) An "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissions fromdevelopment projects is needed. What is an ISR? Developers measureindirect (mostly vehicle and energy use) pollution fromconstruction and operation of projects and ensure that equivalentreductions occur so the project's impacts are limited.
CARB needs to require California's local air districts to developISRs to control emissions from new developments.

3) We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increaseclean energy in our state. An RPS is a requirement that apercentage of all energy sold in California be generated fromrenewable sources (solar, wind, biomass, etc). California'scurrent RPS target is 10% by 2010.I support CARB's preliminaryrecommendation that the state immediately adopt a 33% RPS by2020.

Please include these ideas in the Draft A.B.32 Scoping Plan.

Sincerely yours,

Margie Tannler 
Oceanside, CAAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 12:44:19No Duplicates.



Comment 555 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusanLast Name: ChristopherEmail Address: writerlady@cox.netAffiliation: DemocraticSubject: global warmingComment:It's time we realized that we must do something about sustaining
what sustains us--our planet!  It should be our first thought and
action.  When our planet and all it's resources are finally wipedout what will we do?  We've got to think of the long-term andstop
getting snagged on short-term hysterics.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 13:20:23No Duplicates.



Comment 556 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: FrankLast Name: Murray IIIEmail Address: drfm3@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: AB 32 Scope PlanComment:I am in support of ensuring that cap and trade and renewable (RPS)sources are the focus of CARB.  Per EDF's strong push and advocacyon these issues, please note my support for such as a citizen ofSouthern California.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 13:25:13No Duplicates.



Comment 557 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LouiseLast Name: FlemingEmail Address: louise.fleming@att.netAffiliation: Subject: Renwable Energy Policy in CAComment:There is NO EXCUSE for a sun-drenched state like CA to not have allnew home/building construction with SOLAR PANELS installed, andolder buildings should receive a tax-credit or subsidy for solarpanels on their roofs.
There is NO EXCUSE for for not having an efficient, reliablePUBLIC TRANSPORTTION system to serve all Californians, includingthose in outlying areas of LA/Orange counties.  This shouldinclude increased express bus & local bus services, using naturalgas or electricity.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 13:27:51No Duplicates.



Comment 558 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanLast Name: McfarlandEmail Address: jmcfarland@treasurer.ca.govAffiliation: CAEATFASubject: Possible Inclusion of Broader Incentives for Zero-Emission Heating and Cooling SystemsComment:Hello,

I have attached information pertaining to the immense GHGreduction potential using Zero-Emission Heating and CoolingSystems.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1186-arb_final_filed_9_30.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB Final Filed 9 30.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 13:59:49No Duplicates.



Comment 559 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DaleLast Name: AnaniaEmail Address: daanania@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Stop Global WarmingComment:You can do it!Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 14:34:54No Duplicates.



Comment 560 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: McGrawEmail Address: Mike_McGraw@oxy.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments of Occidental Petroleum on the ARB Draft Scoping Plan and AppendicesComment:Please accept Oxy's comments.

Thank you, Mike McGrawAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1194-oxy_comments_9-30-08.pdfOriginal File Name: Oxy Comments 9-30-08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 15:32:07No Duplicates.



Comment 561 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DeanLast Name: JohnsonEmail Address: deanwj@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Your future actions on electric carsComment:You past actions against this technology was noted, and you will beheld accountable for any actions, as you acted before, that slowsdown the adoption of these technologies supporting electrictransportation.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 15:42:41No Duplicates.



Comment 562 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarthaLast Name: OzonoffEmail Address: mozonoff@californiareleaf.orgAffiliation: California ReLeafSubject: including urban forestry in scoping planComment:I respectfully submit the following comments related to the AirResources Board’s draft Scoping PlanAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1196-ca_releaf_letter_local_government_scoping_plan.pdfOriginal File Name: Ca Releaf letter Local Government Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:03:00No Duplicates.



Comment 563 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: John Last Name: BusterudEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Joint IOU'sSubject: Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1198-9_30_08_jointious.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_30_08_JointIOUs.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:20:11No Duplicates.



Comment 564 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: leroyLast Name: RyanEmail Address: leroypryan@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: Global warming/cap and tradeComment:Please leave no leaf unturned when implementing the California lawconcerning global warming.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:20:38No Duplicates.



Comment 565 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KathrynLast Name: PhillipsEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: AB 32Comment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1202-9_30_08_edf.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_30_08_EDF.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:27:01No Duplicates.



Comment 566 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LisaLast Name: RivasEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Regional Legislative AllianceSubject: AB 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1203-9_24_2008_regionallegislativealliance.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_24_2008_regionallegislativealliance.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:30:44No Duplicates.



Comment 567 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ClaytonLast Name: SnyderEmail Address: ctsnyder08@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:This measure must be passed.  Cap and trade, indirect sourceprovisions must be a part of it, and improved public transitstate-wide should go a long way toward achieving the statedtargets.  Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 16:40:51No Duplicates.



Comment 568 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarijoLast Name: Van DykeEmail Address: mjvan@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:California will have to show its leadership.  The FederalGovernment is not even thinking about the widespread damage thatglobal warming will cause.  We have to take action beyond thatwhich we already have at our state leve.  Thank you for yourleadership on this issue.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 17:49:18No Duplicates.



Comment 569 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: AttellEmail Address: battell@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please make our environment a priority and help to find solutionsto global warming.
Thank you,
Barbara AttellAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 18:58:27No Duplicates.



Comment 570 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: jLast Name: mcintyreEmail Address: ishi717@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Clean AirComment:Clean AirAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1217-eaOriginal File Name: ea Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 21:33:10No Duplicates.



Comment 571 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: BrockmanEmail Address: jbrockman@evalulogix.comAffiliation: Subject: Urgent need.Comment:Renewable energy ASAP.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 23:31:00No Duplicates.



Comment 572 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RachelLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: rachel@vccool.orgAffiliation: VCCOOLSubject: AB32 Scoping Plan - An Environmental Organization PerspectiveComment:Please accept our comments on the AB32 Scoping Plan.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1222-vccool_ab_32_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: VCCOOL AB 32 Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-09-30 23:35:57No Duplicates.



Comment 573 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JulianneLast Name: EricksonEmail Address: krazyleggz32@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please take strong action against global warming in California. Itis a top priority among a lot of the citizens of California andthe world. Action needs to be taken today for a better tomorrow.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 05:24:21No Duplicates.



Comment 574 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SarahLast Name: KaplanEmail Address: sarah_ball@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: A.B. 32 Scoping PlaneComment:Please make the increased use of renewable energy a priority.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 07:15:23No Duplicates.



Comment 575 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BretLast Name: SmithEmail Address: viajeroperdido@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: renewable energyComment:Californian has the ability to lead the nation in renewable energydevelopment,research,manufacturing,installation and more. We cancreate thousands of jobs and break our dependence on foreign oil.It's really a no brainer.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 07:27:22No Duplicates.



Comment 576 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LLOYDLast Name: PECKNEREmail Address: LPECKNER@HOTMAIL.COMAffiliation: Subject: GLOBAL WARMINGComment:I am writing you to urge that you support either a carbon tax or astrong "cap and trade" system to help reduce our carbon emissions. I would also urge that you steadily and progressively increase therenewable energy mandate so that investors (and companies) have areal incentive to look into "clean energy"

Thank you.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 09:13:02No Duplicates.



Comment 577 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: pabloLast Name: bryantEmail Address: pvb1000@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: plan of attack for global warmingComment:To whom it may concern
   I understand that you are working on measures  to minimizegreenhouse gases and I wanted to encourage you as a well readcitizen on this matter to use a few methods that would help toensure your success. First, a cap and trade program will do mostof the work for you, as it will make the needed changesfinancially attractive to the corporations who have up to nowresisted implementing technologies that would be more efficientand green.
   Also we need a renewable portfolio standard (RPS) and you ofcourse know what this is. I believe that we should aim for 35% to45% of our energy to come from green sources (Solar windgeothermal).
   As a society we are moving in this direction, and it is ofcourse not only time to change, but we now have the technology tochange and if we don't there are dire consequences.
     Thanks you 
       Pablo BryantAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 09:23:51No Duplicates.



Comment 578 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ValerieLast Name: ZacharyEmail Address: cd33333@aol.comAffiliation: Subject: AB 32Comment:We've got to stop using resources at an insane rate.  More oil willjust feed our addiction.  NOW is the time for a real change--toshift our focus to conservation, different transportation, andnon-polluting, sustainable, renewable resources.

Our domestic need for oil will always be out of balance with thetiny supply we could produce. This would be true if we drilledevery square inch of every acre of sensitive or protected publiclands.  It is not worth the cost!  Please do whatever you can toprotect nature from oil and gas development.

Our last great places are going away acre by acre.  There is noreplacing them.  When the oil is gone, when the gas is gone, whenwe've disturbed ecosystems with our vehicles, what's left?  Theseplaces are never put back the way they were, no matter whatcorporations say or how much they are fined.  

Once it's gone, it's gone.  We humans are only as healthy as wekeep our planet.  Let's stop the rape.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 11:23:22No Duplicates.



Comment 579 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Barbara Last Name: RivenesEmail Address: brivenes@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Sierra Nevada Group/Sierra ClubSubject: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan commentsComment:Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the futuregoals and implementation of AB 32 - one of the most importantlegislative opportunities to address climate change and greenhousegas emissions in our state.  The goals and implementation measuresmust be stringent and yet attainable. I am submitting thesecomments on behalf of the Sierra Nevada Group of the Sierra Club. Members of our Group reside in Nevada County and parts of Yuba andSierra counties.  And I am submitting these remarks in the GeneralComment category as they overlap and do not easily fit into themore specific sections. Further I would like to acknowledge theSierra Nevada Alliance for their help in developing comments forthose of us living in the Sierra.

Below are my comments.




October 1, 2008
California Air Resources Board
Re: AB 32 Draft Scoping Plan comments
I am commenting on behalf of the Sierra Nevada Group of the SierraClub.  We represent Sierra Club members living in the foothills ofthe Sierra Nevada encompassing Nevada county and parts of Yuba andSierra counties.  AB 32 provides the opportunity to be proactiveabout climate change and the role of greenhouse gas emissions inthe environment.  The goals and implementation must be stringentand yet attainable.  The following are some points 
1)Our priority recommendation is that the Sierra Nevada region beincluded in the Plan and in any Regional Planning Framework. Anyvehicles for developing regional targets for reducing GHGemissions should include the Sierra Nevada region.  The SierraNevada is the third fastest growing region of the state ofCalifornia. We supply over 65% of the state’s developed water. Ourregion houses half the animal and plant life of the state. Millionsof people visit the Sierra Nevada every year. The use ofMetropolitan Planning Organizations would virtually exclude 20 ofthe 22 counties within the Sierra Nevada region and not fullyaddress the land-use related greenhouse gas emissions to whichthey both contribute to and are affected by.  Though we do supportregional planning, but feel strongly that a regional approachbeyond the MPO’s needs to be recognized.   We recommend that CARBcreate a  mechanism for geographic implementation of AB 32 in theSierra Nevada.
2)We further recommend strong and enforceable mechanisms forreducing greenhouse gas emissions through improved land use andtransportation policies and including a larger target.  Improvingland use planning is important for the Sierra Nevada. Thepopulation of some counties in the Central Sierra is expected toincrease by 40 to 84% over 2000 levels by 2020. If current trendscontinue, much of this new population will be accommodated by lowdensity residential development, a dominant development patternthroughout the region that consumes valuable habitat, workinglandscapes, watershed infrastructure, and increases per capitavehicle miles traveled. Land use and city and county general plandecisions should be elevated to a central focus of the Plan.  Wesupport efforts to make sure the Scoping Plan for AB 32 includes abetter framework for land use and transportation, and believe that the 2 million metric target set for land use is far too low toeffectively reduce carbon emissions associated with vehicle milestraveled. The “Climate Action Team Proposed Early Actions toMitigate Climate Change in California, Draft for Public Review,”allotted 18 MMT by 2020 to “regional transportation/smart growthland use measures.”  Surely the draft Scoping Plan can match thistarget.  We would urge CARB to prioritize policies to fund publictransportation, ensure creation of “walkable” communities,reduction of vehicle miles traveled even in our rural areas,support adoption of a statewide Indirect Source Rule for carbonemissions and assign value to natural landscapes that sequestercarbon which would encourage planning entities to adopt land useplans that conserve such landscapes.
3)Also important to consider are the implications land useplanning has for wildfire hazard. Evidence suggests thatresidential and commercial structures in the wildland urbaninterface exacerbate the likelihood of wildfire. In the Sierra 94%of all new projected development is expected to take place in areasof very high or extreme wildfire hazard.   Wildfires can be a majorsource of carbon emissions and particulate matter during the summermonths throughout the state. AB32 can provide a framework for ruralcounties to improve land use planning and not only further reducecarbon emissions, but also would serve as a valuable means forprotecting working landscapes and local food sources, andpreserving watershed infrastructure. Watershed protection willbecome an issue of greater importance as global warming begins toaffect the snow storage capacity provided by the mountains of theHigh Sierra. AB32 is an opportunity to encourage better planningthroughout the state, including, if implemented carefully, betterplanning for the watersheds of the Sierra Nevada that areessential to the health and security of our water supply.  
4)It is important to dedicate water saved from water efficiencyfor drought and in-stream flows can help with climate adaptionstrategies.  The Scoping Plan should be applauded for promotion ofwater efficiency as a means to save energy.  More detail on howwater efficiency will be implemented is needed. We encourage CARBto note, however, that these water savings should not be used tosupport new growth and expanded development, but to supportexisting development and agriculture in times of drought and to beallocated back to the environment for in-stream flows. In the past,water savings have been used to support new growth and development,instead of being returned as in-stream flows for habitat needs orsaved for existing development and agriculture to create a bufferin times of drought. However, if the saved water was allocated toexisting communities for times of drought, and/or allocated for instream flows to reduce the stress to aquatic habitat, then thesewater savings would lead to a reduction in greenhouse gasesoverall.  All Sierra Nevada streams and rivers have been impactedover the past 150 years through a series of human development. 
5)We commend CARB for acknowledging the need to maintain currentcarbon stocks in forests. We encourage you to develop asophisticated approach to sustaining forests and conducting fuelload reduction to address catastrophic fire. This approach is morethan locking up forests in their current condition (overstocked andlacking naturally-occurring fire regimes to maintain their health)– and more than taking out trees to reduce fuel load, irrespectiveof tree diameter and greater ecological functions.  The Plan shouldrecognize that fire is a natural and necessary part of California’senvironment and will be an important part of how our naturalsystems adapt to a changing climate. Suppressing all natural fireto achieve greenhouse gas emissions is not an effective tool forour future. Our forests need fire to be healthy. We encourage thestate to focus fuels reduction efforts (and other proactive fireplanning activities) on protecting communities from fire.  
6)We also encourage CARB to address other carbon sinks beyond pinetrees. This includes oak woodlands, grasslands, soil, wetlands andother vegetation. To focus simply on forests and not addresscarbon sequestration through these other habitats and vegetationmisses an important part of the carbon cycle. The California OakFoundation is a great resource on oak sequestration.
We recommend that CARB and the Department of Conservation create astatewide program to inventory and assess the carbon sequestrationand storage of natural and working landscapes across the state,and develop protocols for measuring carbon sequestration andstocks.

Sincerely,
Barbara Rivenes

  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 14:36:06No Duplicates.



Comment 580 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: RossEmail Address: johnross14@hotmail.comAffiliation: DemocratSubject: Lets make sure California continues to lead the country by cutting our warming footprintComment:Two years ago, Governor Schwarzenegger signed the boldest globalwarming law in U.S. history, A.B. 32. Since then, the CaliforniaAir Resources Board (CARB) has been at work on a blueprint ofpolicies and measures needed to cut global warming pollution by30% by 2020, as required by the law.

This blueprint, called the "A.B. 32 Scoping Plan," will bereleased publicly in two weeks.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 15:11:30No Duplicates.



Comment 581 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ElaineLast Name: GenasciEmail Address: egenasci@charter.netAffiliation: Subject: Strong Global Warming ActionComment:We need a well-designed cap-and-trade program.

Cap-and-trade puts an absolute limit on pollution from some ofCalifornia's largest sources and guarantees the environmentalresults we need.

Our message: CARB should include as many sources as possible in acap-and-trade system. We support CARB's preliminary thinking that80% of California's global warming pollution would be under acap-and-trade system by 2020.

We need an "Indirect Source Rule" (ISR) to control emissions fromdevelopment projects.

What is an ISR? Developers measure indirect (mostly vehicle andenergy use) pollution from construction and operation of projectsand ensure that equivalent reductions occur so the project'simpacts are limited.

Our message: CARB should require California's local air districtsto develop ISRs to control emissions from new developments.

We need a new Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) to increase cleanenergy in our state.

An RPS is a requirement that a percentage of all energy sold inCalifornia be generated from renewable sources (solar, wind,biomass, etc). California's current RPS target is 10% by 2010.

Our message: We support CARB's preliminary recommendation that thestate immediately adopt a 33% RPS by 2020.

Thank you, 
Elaine GenasciAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 17:52:15653 Duplicates.



Comment 582 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GregLast Name: WoodsideEmail Address: gwoodside@ocwd.comAffiliation: Subject: comments from Orange County Water DistrictComment:see attached file.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1254-wet_cat_comments_october_2008.docOriginal File Name: WET CAT comments October 2008.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-01 18:25:33No Duplicates.



Comment 583 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BrendenLast Name: McEneaneyEmail Address: bmceneaney@usgbc-la.orgAffiliation: USGBC - Los Angeles ChapterSubject: Feedback on Draft Climate Change Scoping PlanComment:1.	The USGBC-NCC supports the ARB in the development of the AB 32implementation scoping plan.
2.	We support the Green Building Community as a major stakeholderin the continuing development of the scoping plan with ARBresearch sub-group
3.	Each of the major industry sectors should quantify the portionof their GHG emissions which is indirectly attributable toexisting buildings and new construction.
4.	The ARB should work towards on eventual single buildingprotocol for evaluating GHG.  Comprehensive statewide reportquantifying GHG.  Build off the gains of the statewide Zero NetEnergy (ZNE) residential and commercial new construction goals.  
5.	Consider the development of incentives for energy and otherimprovements to existing buildings.  The state must incentivizeGreen Buildings using tax credits and other financing tools.
6.	That while efficiencies and offsets are valuable tools towardsreducing GHG emissions, conservation should be prioritized as themost cost effective and permanent reduction available.  
7.	The ultimate goal should look beyond 2020 towards afundamentally stable climate.
8.	Explicitly require ongoing measurement, verification andcentralized reporting of energy GHG reductions by GreenBuildings.
9.	The GHG cap and trade market should ultimately includeindividual building owners as direct owners of their GHG credits
10.	Training of workforce and all relevant market actors, i.e.Building Departments
11.	Incentivize Smart Growth.
12.	Focus on existing building infrastructure as well as newconstruction
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1268-arb_draft_scoping_plan_talking_points_090208.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB Draft Scoping Plan talking points 090208.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 12:16:57No Duplicates.



Comment 584 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DianneLast Name: TanakaEmail Address: divadesigned@hotmail.comAffiliation: Subject: CA Air Resources Comment:Do we have the right as the most powerful (and destructive) specieson the planet to contaminate the entire earth with our pollutants?Shouldn't we ensure clean air and water for all beings on theplanet?Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 13:06:50No Duplicates.



Comment 585 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: johnLast Name: hollisEmail Address: hollisent@netwood.netAffiliation: Subject: higher RPS target neededComment:Aim higher.
We are missing the mark.

Far better too much, than not enough action on this one by far.

shoot for 50% by 2010 at the very least!
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 13:50:09No Duplicates.



Comment 586 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MeredithLast Name: NilesEmail Address: meredith@icta.orgAffiliation: Subject: AB32 comments from the Center for Food Safety and the Cool Foods CampaignComment:Please find attached comments from the Center for Food Safety andthe Cool Foods Campaign.  

CFS is a non-profit public interest and environmental advocacymembership organization established in 1997, working to protecthuman health and the environment from potentially harmful foodproduction technologies and promoting sustainable alternatives.CFS combines multiple tools and strategies in pursuing its goals,including litigation and legal petitions for rulemaking, policyand research, as well as public education.

The Cool Foods Campaign of the Center for Food Safety is a publicadvocacy education campaign to inform the public about the impactof greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from agriculture and the foodsystem on global warming. The Campaign has conducted extensivescientific data analyses of greenhouse gas emissions from allaspects of the U.S. food system.  The aim of the Campaign is toeducate people about the impact of their food choices across theentire food system and create lifestyle and legislative changes toreduce global warming.  Our campaign seeks solutions to the problemof global warming, and focuses on agricultural practices and foodchoices that can reduce and reverse this trend.

While the Center for Food Safety and the Cool Foods Campaign focusmainly on sustainable agriculture, we are submitting our commentsunder “general comments” because there are a number of areasincluded in the scoping plan that directly affect farming andagriculture in various sectors.  While the draft scoping planspecifically details agriculture as a sector, our comments willfocus more broadly on the entire food system of California, whichis incorporated into various sectors including transportation,recycling and waste, water usage, industry and electricity.  Wewill be focusing on the ways in which food and the food productionand distribution system can limit its overall greenhouse gasemissions on a government, industry and household level.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1271-ab_32_draft_scoping_plan_comments.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 draft scoping plan comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 14:05:58No Duplicates.



Comment 587 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KarenLast Name: McDonoughEmail Address: karen.mcdonough@sanjoseca.govAffiliation: City of San JoseSubject: Comments from the City of San JoseComment:See attached fileAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1273-csj_ab32_10_2_08.pdfOriginal File Name: CSJ AB32 10_2_08.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 16:52:04No Duplicates.



Comment 588 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SaundraLast Name: ThomasEmail Address: saundraleigh@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: A.B, 32Comment:I am proud that CA has taken a lead in the US in setting high andmeasurable standards for addressing the issues related to globalwarning. By doing so, we convey to others the importance ofaddressing these issues and show what is possible when there isthe understanding and the will to do so. Please support thismeasure so that CA can continue to be an innovator and leader onthis issue.
Saundra ThomasAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 18:44:03No Duplicates.



Comment 589 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: BoeselEmail Address: jboesel@calstart.orgAffiliation: Subject: CALSTART comments on reduction targets, transportation, and technologyComment:CALSTART believes that the AB 32 Scoping Plan represents a goodfirst step toward comprehensive climate policy in California. Ourcomments relate to (1) targets and assumptions, (2) theinteraction of air quality and GHG programs, (3) the scope of theproposed cap and trade program, (4) technology innovation, (5)land use, (6) pricing policies, and (7) methane emissions.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1276-calstart_comments_on_draft_ab_32_scoping_plan_10-08.docOriginal File Name: CALSTART comments on draft AB 32 Scoping Plan 10-08.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-02 19:15:44No Duplicates.



Comment 590 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GabriellaLast Name: CondieEmail Address: gcondie@ci.san-leandro.ca.usAffiliation: Subject: City of San Leandro's Comments on the CARB Scoping PlanComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1279-mnichols.pdfOriginal File Name: MNichols.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 11:34:09No Duplicates.



Comment 591 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AngelaLast Name: Johnson MeszarosEmail Address: ccplan@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Co-chair of the AB 32 EJACSubject: FINAL Comments & Recommendations on AB 32 DRAFT Scoping Plan Comment:see attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1280-ejac_comments_final.pdfOriginal File Name: EJAC_Comments_Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 11:37:39No Duplicates.



Comment 592 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AngelaLast Name: Johnson MeszarosEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: EJACSubject: EJACComment:Please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1281-10_01_08_ejac_committee_comments_final.pdfOriginal File Name: 10_01_08_EJAC_Committee Comments Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 11:53:54No Duplicates.



Comment 593 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LauraLast Name: ManningEmail Address: thrace_44@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on A.B. 32 Scoping PlanComment:Please include incentives and strong support for renewable energy,including solar, wind, and biofuel.  Cap and trade is important,but should be clearly defined and monitored fairly.  Non-pointsource emissions are one of the best places to address globalwarming emissions, and must also be clearly defined, andaggressively captured.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 12:12:18No Duplicates.



Comment 594 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: HargroveEmail Address: mhargrove@cbpa.comAffiliation: CA Business Properties Assn (CBPA)Subject: Commercial, Industrial, Retail, Real Estate Industry CommentsComment:Comments from the Commercial, Industrial, and Retail real estateindustry.  Comments cover the Draft Scoping Plan, Appendices, andEconomic Analysis.  Please see also white paper submitted on GreenBuilding Carbon Credits to use a market based approach to incentenergy reductions in new and existing buildings.  Thank you.

Matthew Hargrove
Senior Vice President of Governmental Affairs
California Business Properties Association
1121 L Street, Suite 809
Sacramento, CA 95814
916-443-4676 phone
916-443-0938 fax
mhargrove@cbpa.com
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1285-ab_32_scoping_plan_comments_-_full_and_final.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments - FULL and FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 13:04:16No Duplicates.



Comment 595 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: HargroveEmail Address: mhargrove@cbpa.comAffiliation: CA Business Properties Assn (CBPA)Subject: Green Building Carbon CreditsComment:The California Business Properties Association (CBPA) is pleased tohave the opportunity to comment on the California Air ResourcesBoard’s (ARB) Appendices to the Draft Scoping Plan.  As indicatedin CBPA’s comment letter, we are providing ARB the enclosed whitepaper prepared by CBPA’s Special Legal Counsel, Donald Simon,entitled “Green Building Carbon Credits:  A Structure forPromoting Greater Energy Efficiency in the Real Estate Sector toAddress Climate Change.”

Mr. Simon verbally presented this concept at the recent September2, 2008 meeting of the Green Building Climate Action Team AdvisoryCommittee meeting.  It was warmly received by attendingrepresentatives from both the private real estate industry and thenon-profit public interest environmental community.

We ask ARB to thoughtfully consider the concepts outlined in thiswhite paper, and we hope to schedule a meeting in the near futurewith appropriate staff to continue dialogue on this importantopportunity that we believe would empower the real estate sectorto help achieve California’s goals under AB 32.

CBPA thanks you for your consideration of our views and for yourcontinued hard work on this important issue.  We look forward toworking with you further.

Matthew Hargrove
Senior Vice President of Governmental Affairs
California Business Properties Association
1121 L Street, Suite 809
Sacramento, CA 95814
916-443-4676 phone
916-443-0938 fax
mhargrove@cbpa.com

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1286-ab_32_scoping_plan_comments_-_green_building_carbon_credits_cover_and_paper.pdfOriginal File Name: AB 32 Scoping Plan Comments - Green Building Carbon Credits Cover and Paper.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 13:06:40No Duplicates.



Comment 596 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CitizenLast Name: Private Email Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Clean airComment:Please see attached letter Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1287-9_28_08_janis.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_28_08_Janis.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 13:59:00No Duplicates.



Comment 597 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Claudia Last Name: Haskell-SeidnerEmail Address: cseghers@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: cap and tradeComment:please see attached commentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1288-9_30_08_haskellseidner.pdfOriginal File Name: 9_30_08_haskellseidner.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-03 14:04:09No Duplicates.



Comment 598 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RochelleLast Name: FrinereEmail Address: pechka@cox.netAffiliation: Subject: Climate ChangeComment:We MUST start turning climate change around before the inevitablebecomes unsurvivable.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-04 05:06:47No Duplicates.



Comment 599 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarcLast Name: GregoryEmail Address: mg_arles@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: global warmingComment:There can be no doubt that at least 80% of global warming isattributable to human activity. Dramatically increasedfuel-efficiency for all vehicles (except hybrids), and sufficientfunding, research and implementation now for clean, alternativeenergy sources is no longer a debatable option. It is an absolutenecessity.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-04 14:32:06No Duplicates.



Comment 600 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BigLast Name: DaddyEmail Address: bigdaddy69_77@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Clean AirComment:Without clean air we have nothing and neither will our children. 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-07 01:29:11No Duplicates.



Comment 601 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarleneLast Name: SheridanEmail Address: marlenesheridan@roadrunner.comAffiliation: NRDCSubject: Air Quality - CaliforniaComment:Strict regulation is required for continued air quality safety forthe citizens of CA and, the global commitment to air quality. Marlene SheridanAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-09 11:18:39No Duplicates.



Comment 602 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AriannaLast Name: Van MeursEmail Address: arianna_vanmeurs@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Consultant, Smart GrowthSubject: Recommendation for CARB's AB32 websiteComment:October 9, 2008


Dear Chair Nichols and Members of the Air Resources Board:

Thank you for the commitment you have made to implementing AB 32which represents a critical milestone in addressing theoverwhelming challenge of global climate change.

As a very interested bystander who is attempting daily tounderstand the most recent developments and twists and turns inthis incredibly exciting, but extremely complicated process, Ihave an observation and a suggestion that I would like to make. 

My observation is that you have tried to make this processtransparent and your website has a wealth of information, but theCalifornia Climate Change Portal and ARB website have becomeunwieldy. It is extremely difficult for laypeople such as myself,who want to understand and support this process, to find thecritical high-level pieces of information and to uncover recentdevelopments and thus to support the process in whatever ways wehave at our disposal. 

My suggestion is that the ARB consider creating a moreuser-friendly website that allows and actually invites the kind ofsupport from local governments, counties, regional governments,nonprofits, educational and private entities and individuals thatthe ARB will need if emission reduction goals are to be met. Thisnew website would reach out and be user-friendly to a wide rangeof people, from those just familiarizing themselves with the issueof climate change to those who are on the forefront of writing theguidelines for how we'll achieve the targets in the varioussectors. It could exist in conjunction with, embedded in, orseparate from the existing website.

Generally, this website will help people with all levels ofunderstanding of climate change get on the same page. It willclearly lay out the targets by sector and subsector. It willshamelessly reveal for each sector and subsector what the plansare, thus helping to engage more people in the effort. It willpublish short-term actions and how various levels of the publicand private sector can and will contribute to the effort. Perhapsmost importantly, it will report on the progress that is beingmade, thus keeping the various players accountable and encouraginga larger number of people to be engaged.

For an example of this type of website, you can visit the websiteof a company called Visible Strategies (visiblestrategies.com)whose product 'see-it' attempts to fulfill the objectivesmentioned above. While I have no relationship with this companyother than as a participant in two of their webinars, they have animpressive list of clients including Lester Brown's Earth PolicyInstitute.

I recognize that the ARB staff resources must be stretched by theAB32 scoping plan and process. However, you have invested so muchin this process that it would be a shame not to invest in a toolthat would help to optimize the process for implementing theemissions targets. Such a website would also provide a window forother governmental and nonprofits worldwide to witness and toemulate the groundbreaking efforts underway in California.

Again, I thank you for your time.

In appreciation for all that ARB is doing,


Arianna Van MeursAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-09 13:29:12No Duplicates.



Comment 603 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: LandenEmail Address: dlanden@comcast.comAffiliation: Subject: Global WarmingComment:Please support all efforts to reduce Global Warming. California hasa reputation for being the leader in protecting our environment. Ifwe continue to be the leader other states will follow our example.

Sincerely,

Donald LandenAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-10 07:29:55No Duplicates.



Comment 604 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarciaLast Name: ArmstrongEmail Address: armstrng@sisqtel.netAffiliation: Subject: Wildfire Impacts on OzoneComment:This year, north state California populations suffered greatly fromthe impacts of massive wildfires on air quality. For instance,Siskiyou County suffered "moderate" to "hazardous" air qualityconditions. The Hoopa Tribe in Trinity County did a study of therelationship of air quality conditions to health services, showinga direct correlation.

Today, the Redding Record Searchlight published the followingarticle on a study that determined a direct correlation betweenthe wildfires and ozone. I submit this article as comment:

http://www.redding.com/news/2008/oct/10/wildfires-increase-ozone/
Wildfires increase ozone 
Study: Unhealthy gas created near, far from blazes
By Ryan Sabalow Friday, October 10, 2008 

      When it comes to wildfires, it's not just the hazy,smoke-filled air that's bad to breathe.

The pollution that can't be seen also can make you wheeze andcough, a study released Thursday found.

For the first time, the National Center for Atmospheric Research(NCAR) tied high, unhealthy ozone levels to wildfires.

Unlike the cough-inducing clouds of smoky particulate matter thatclogged sight lines and airways this summer, ozone is aninvisible, odorless, tasteless gas that can cause respiratoryproblems.

Although scientists have long known that wildfires can affect airquality by emitting particles and gases into the air, there hasbeen little research to quantify ozone levels.

"There's long been a hypothesis that ozone levels are affected byfires and generally there's been an assumption that some of thegases released do cause ozone levels to go up," said John Waldrop,senior air pollution inspector with Shasta County Air QualityManagement District.

But that was never proven until NCAR scientists used data fromfall 2007 in wildfire-besieged Southern California to discoverthat fires released nitrogen oxides and hydrocarbons, which canform ozone near the fire or far downwind as a result of chemicalreactions in sunlight.

The study found that rural communities with normally healthy airsuffered.

California witnessed an intense wildfire season in 2007 withdrought conditions and unusually powerful Santa Ana winds fanningflames. More than 9,000 fires blackened over a million acresstatewide and destroyed more than 2,000 homes.

Using computer models and data from 55 rural ground monitoringstations, NCAR found that drifting smoke from wildfires sent ozonepollution to unhealthy levels in 66 instances, about triple theusual number.

NCAR scientist Gabriele Pfister said her study was expanded thissummer to sample data above and around the massive fires thatburned in the north state, but the data from that analysis hasn'tbeen computed yet.

But she expects to see that air quality in the north state is muchworse, since ozone levels spike on sunny days.

"You definitely have a lot more sunlight around in June and Julythan you do in September and October," Pfister said.

On June 21, a freak lightning storm sparked about 300 fires in thenorth state. Many burned for months.

Waldrop said that the smoky skies caused by the fires seemed toactually keep ozone levels down, since the blanket of particlesblocked out the sun's rays.

Even so, between June 14 and Aug. 14, Shasta County's air violatedthe state eight-hour standard for ozone 17 times.

Reporter Ryan Sabalow can be reached at 225-8344 orrsabalow@redding.com.

The Associated Press contributed to this story.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-10 14:21:41No Duplicates.



Comment 605 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Joint NGO Last Name: LetterEmail Address: rkatz@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Subject: Forest sector climate policy and AB 32 implementation processComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Attached is a jointletter on the forest sector policy implementation process under AB32, submitted for your consideration by Audubon California,California Council of Land Trusts, California Trout, Defenders ofWildlife, Ebbets Pass Forest Watch, Environmental Defense Fund,ForestEthics, Sierra Club California, The Nature Conservancy,California, The Pacific Forest Trust, The Wilderness Society,Transportation and Land Use Coalition, and the Trust for PublicLand. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach-old/sp-general-ws/1316-carb_joint_ngo_process_ltr_final.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Joint NGO Process LTR_final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-10 17:04:48No Duplicates.



Comment 606 for General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ClaireLast Name: ChambersEmail Address: csc2938@comcast.netAffiliation: Subject: Clean Air is So Important for all of usComment:Please help keep California moving forward as a clean-air advocate- do whatever you can.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-12 18:06:57No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to General Comments for the GHG Scoping Plan (sp-general-ws) that were presented during the Workshop at this time.


