
Comment 1 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: BullockEmail Address: mike_bullock@earthlink.netAffiliation: California Democratic Party Central C'sSubject: Need for Car Parking ReformComment:I am a systems engineer and I have written and presented, at the2016 Air and Waste Management Association Conference, the followingpaper: 

The Development of California Light-Duty Vehicle (LDV) Requirementsto Support Climate Stabilization: Fleet-Emission Rates & Per-CapitaDriving

Therefore I know that if cars and light-duty trucks (Light-DutyVehicles, or LDVs) are going to achieve climate-stabilizingtargets, we must improve the way we pay for the use of parking.This is said by many to be one of the quickest and cheapest ways toget a significant (10% or more) reduction in driving. It alsoincreases economic fairness and choice.

Currently, we often pay for the use of parking, whether we use theparking or not, with lower wages and (if that’s not bad enough)higher costs for many things, from rent to groceries. 

I have also written a paper describing a system to mitigate theharm of all types of “free” or under-priced parking. The paper waspeer reviewed and presented at the Air and Waste ManagementAssociation Conference in 2010. The system described would work inall cases, meaning at stores, at office buildings, at trainstations, or at mixed-use developments. The paper is hosted at thiswebsite:http://sierraclub.typepad.com/files/mike-bullock-parking-paper.pdf.

However, first we need a demonstration project. This is anopportunity for CARB. CARB could make history. 

I could send you an unpublished report that describes in somedetail how the demonstration project would work; also, a fileshowing how I present this same demonstration project, verybriefly, for Climate Action Plans.

Here is the closest thing I have to a “one-page info sheet”:

Demonstration Project to Mitigate the Harm of Bundled-Cost OrBundled-Benefit Parking at a Government Agency or Municipality

The municipality (or agency) would develop a Demonstration Projectto, in effect, Unbundle the Cost of Parking (“DemonstrationProject”) at a city (or agency) employee location (“ProposedLocation”). 

The municipality (or agency) would (assuming the demonstrationproject was successful) then, install this parking system at all oftheir buildings.

BACKGROUND: Currently, municipal (agency) employees do not have theability to choose between earnings and driving – employeeseffectively pay for parking out of their salary, whether or notthey use the parking.  The Demonstration Project will provide theopportunity for the employees to choose between earnings anddriving. This, in effect, implements the California Air PollutionControl Officers Association (CAPCOA) measure of unbundling thecost of parking.
  
PROJECT: Parking would be charged at a given rate (for example$0.02/min – roughly $9.60/day).  Funds generated from these parkingcharges would be distributed as earnings to all employees workingat the proposed location in proportion to each employee’s timespent at work, at the proposed location.  Those who decide not todrive will not be charged for parking but will still make earningsbased on time spent at work at the location.  Implementedcorrectly, this free market approach will substantially reducevehicle miles traveled (VMT) and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, byreducing the drive-alone mode.

For employees whose parking charges are greater than parking lotearnings, an “add-in” may be included so that no employee losesmoney, compared to “free parking”. With such “add-in” payments,there could be an “Opt in" or "Opt out” choice, meaning that thosethat “Opt out” will see no changes on their pay check, relative to“free parking”.

This project may be helped by receiving a grant to pay thedevelopment and installation cost, as well as the “add in”payments, for some specified number of years. The municipality(agency) would need to apply for such a grant.

Let me know how I can help further. I would certainly be willing totravel to meet with you on this issue.

Note that this is in conformance with the latest additions to theCDP Platform, which can be viewed here:

http://www.cadem.org/our-california/platform/2016-platform-energy-and-environment.(Scrolldown to "Transportation.")

Note finally that the work of the Road-Use Charge TechnicalAdvisory Committee (RUC TAC), under SB 1077, is also very importantto your work regarding LDVs. I have also submitted to them andwould love to share that with you.  

Mike
760-754-8025 
  Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-02 15:35:07No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdwardLast Name: MainlandEmail Address: emainland@comcast.netAffiliation: noneSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Urgent Decarbonization Now.  Holding GHG emissions in checkpurportedly enough to "stabilize" climate warming at 450 degreeswon't "stabilize" anything.  CARB should recognize that latestclimate science tells us that previous projections have been tooconservative,  that "climate stabilization" will require prompt andradical decarbonization of the entire energy economy. Half-measures are no longer sufficient to overcome the existentialgravity of the climate disruption threat, and CARB should be in theforefront of those who speak scientific truth about thischallenge.

Fix Transportation Gap.  There is a legislation gap fortransportation GHG reduction. It is of great significance to theScoping Plan. The gap was created by push-back from the oilindustry in SB 350 last year.  CARB now has a chance to addressthis legislation gap.  Gov. Brown promised thatregulatory/administrative authority would do so.  What particularlyneeds fixing is how to 1) greatly accelerate electric vehicles(which seems to be lagging compared to state policy goals up to2025, and needs a new higher target for 2030), 2) greatly improvelocal public transit service so it can compete with thefunctionality of cars, 3) build infrastructure for safe walking andbicycles, which need separated roads not just "bike lanes" that areinches from racing metal vehicles weighing a ton or more, 4)implement alternatives that reduce the need to travel, includinghigher density development and arcologies, and telecommuting.

Phase Down Natural Gas.  Also critically needed is a comprehensivestrategy--a policy "loading order"-- for phasing down domesticnatural gas which includes 1) conservation, 2) efficiency, 3) zeronet energy buildings, 4) non-electric energy technologies (solar-hot water, -space heat, -cooking, -air conditioning, and-lighting; geothermal heat; waste heat recovery, etc.), and 5)using low carbon grid electricity to replace the balance of gasuse. This strategic approach should aim to reduce the cost, delay,risk, and environmental burden of domestic natural gas reduction,by using a diverse portfolio of tools rather than dumping all theweight on the electric grid.

Get More Energy Efficiency Faster.  It would be very helpful to setpolicy goals, regulations, and implementation strategies for energyefficiency for the large segment of residential and commercialbuildings, especially in a serious manner to address the splitincentive between landlord and tenant. One of these measures mightbe to give renters the right to access energy efficiencytechnologies, which they are often denied today--similar toCalifornia's right for renters to install electric vehicle chargingequipment if they choose.

Push Zero Waste.  It is also important to look at non-energysystems, such as providing support for radical reduction ofwaste--we should be looking toward up to 90% diversion fromlandfills by 2030 (the current policy is reportedly 75% reductionby 2020). And we need better systems of verification andimplementation that draw in single family homes, multifamilyapartments and condos, and businesses as well as transforming"waste management" companies into recycling systems. Agriculture,industry, concrete, high global warming gases, all need similarattention. 

No Relying on Feds.  A particularly urgent factor to examine isthat we may not be able to continue to rely on the federalgovernment to pick up their responsibilities in the context ofclimate policy. The recent election puts many things at risk, basedupon public statements and ideological extremism of the RepublicanParty and president-elect Trump. CARB needs to consider evencontingencies that many people may consider "unthinkable", such aswhat responsibilities California can and should assume if the USEPA no longer enforces regulations or is eliminated, or if federalclimate research and data collection is scaled back or eliminated,the diminished role of other federal agencies such as NASA, DOE,USFS, DOI and DOD in climate and renewable energy, the risk toobjective data collection and information, and how policy changessuch as federal efficiency standards and subsidies could affect thetrajectory of GHG reductions in California, and how we can addressall of these. 

Get Consumption Estimates Right. The Energy Commission has beenconsistently over-estimating growth in electricity demand for atleast the past decade. They have made important changes in the pastfew years to help correct some of the worst errors, especially byplacing "additional achievable energy efficiency" into the officialforecast. In the first iteration this was significantlyunderestimated, because it only included data from the three largeinvestor-owned utilities, but gradually this is being correctedalso. The next phase will need to incorporate the requirement in SB350 to double additional achievable energy efficiency by 2030,although this process will probably take a year or two. As aconsumer of forecasts, CARB should do what it can to push CECtoward more accurate forecasting.

CEC Forecasts Lead to Gas Over-Procurement. This process time lag,and lack of information and process feedback to planning, has beena major factor in the gross over-procurement of natural gasgeneration in California. A great example is Carlsbad, where the"need" for a 600 megawatt power plant was established using the2012 demand forecast. Well, guess what? The next two forecastsreduced projected demand in SDG&E's service territory by at least800 megawatts, more than canceling out the need for that $2 billionplus power plant. However, there is no required review orinformation feedback loop in California to correct this veryserious planning error, so--without intervention--billions ofdollars are on automatic pilot to get flushed down the toilet. Thethin ray of hope is continued efforts to block this plant incourts, but this just shows how dysfunctional the planning processreally is.

These comments were prepared with input from Robert Freehling.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-03 14:52:18No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephenLast Name: HansenEmail Address: hansens2@pacbell.netAffiliation: PhysicianSubject: Carbon polution taxComment:Use the Citizen's Climate Lobby plan for acarbon-fee-and-revenue-neutral-dividend planAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-04 00:36:20No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ScottLast Name: Edwards Email Address: sedwards@fwwatch.orgAffiliation: Food & Water WatchSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please find attached FWW's comments on the 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion Draft. Our comments consist of a short comment letterand a recent report we did on the British Columbia carbon tax -both items are included in a zip file. 
Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/5-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WjtVIQFjVG9WOQZw.zipOriginal File Name: Archive.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-09 13:52:01No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Regina Last Name: ChichizolaEmail Address: regina@ifrfish.orgAffiliation: Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen Subject: Comments from Fishing Industry Comment:	Please use PDF as official comment. 	 	 	 		
			 		 


		 	 	 		
	
2030 Scoping Plan Update                                                                                       12/12/16
California Air Resources Board







	Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 2030 Scoping PlanUpdate for the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB32) and for presenting on this process in Orleans, which weunderstand is one of the first meetings on this issue north ofSacramento.  We hope that the state continues to reach out tocoastal communities in Northern California, as they are alreadysuffering from the serious impacts of climate change and droughtthrough lack of water supply, and food, and the loss of fishingindustry jobs. 


The Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Association (PCFFA) isthe largest organization of commercial fishing men and women on theWest Coast. For 40 years, PCFFA has led the industry in assuringthe rights of individual fishermen and fighting for the long-termsurvival of commercial fishing as a productive livelihood and wayof life. The Institute for Fisheries Resources (IFR) is dedicatedto the protection and restoration of fish resources and the humaneconomies that depend on them. By establishing alliances amongfishing men and women, government agencies, and concerned citizens,IFR unites resource stakeholders, protects fish populations, andrestores aquatic habitats. A critical component of bothorganizations’ missions is robust protections for surface waterquality that supports salmon and the protection of California’socean fisheries and fishing jobs.


PCFFA and IFR appreciate the opportunity to engage on the ScopingPlan Update, and are specifically concerned about the followingissues with regard to climate change resiliency: water managementand savings; economic impacts from climate change; cold watersupply for salmon; short lived pollutants such as methane; oceanwarming and acidification; dam management; agricultural pollution;toxic algae in water supplies; fossil fuel development; waterrights; and mitigations that deal with the current impacts ofclimate change. 


The California  industry is already suffering from the impacts ofclimate change. Fisheries and fishery-dependent California coastalcommunities are suffering through back-to- back-to- back resourcecrises, with a poor salmon season in 2015, loss of half of the crabseason, and another poor salmon season in 2016. California’sChinook salmon resource has been on a downward abundance trendsince at least the year 2000, with rapid acceleration of that trendin the last few years. While much of this decline can be attributedto the state’s historic drought, whose persistence and severity mayhave been influenced by climate change, more specifically, theCalifornia Central Valley Chinook abundance decline is due to dropsin river productivity, which in turn has been directly caused orexacerbated by the politicization and over-allocation of finitewater resources coupled with increasing water  pollution, bothfactors which are likely to be exacerbated by climate change. 


In 2014-15, commercial crab vessels landed 17 million pounds ofDungeness crab in California, worth nearly $60 million. Dungenesscrab is now the main driver of the state’s fishing economy. In2015-16, this important fishery was shut down for over half of theseason because of a biotoxin in crabs that is related to warm oceantemperatures, which are likely to have been strongly driven byclimate change. Fishing communities already suffering from theimpact of drought will have a hard time surviving if both salmonand crab are in rotating crises. 


Given these scenarios, and the increasing likelihood that similarand more severe versions of the same could result from changingclimate conditions, PCFFA and IFR urge the Board to add fisheriesas a “key sector” in the scoping plan, and to address thesocioeconomic impacts to seafood harvesters and the ecologicalimpacts to fishery and habitat resources in the scoping plan.Fisheries are a critical “canary in the coalmine” for climatechange, existing at the confluence of water and habitat resources,food security policy, and coastal community resiliency.Specifically, our organizations ask that the Board analyze theimpacts of climate change on:


Changing ocean temperatures on existing and future fisheryviability and productivity, including discussion oftemperature-driven species migration changes and the need to managenew or different fisheries;
Increasing demand for an increasingly limited water supply on thefuture availability and productivity of anadromous fishery aquatichabitat resources, with specific discussion of prospective changesto the cold water supply for fisheries, changes necessary to dammanagement, and the need for statewide water conservation;
Ocean acidification vis-a-vis both mariculture operations andwild-catch fisheries;
The need for sea-level rise mitigation measures forfishery-dependent coastal communities, including infrastructuresuch as harbors, hoists and fuel docks, and economic or physicaldisplacement;
The need for land and water right retirement of heavily pollutingagricultural lands which do not have reliable water supplies orsoils that can continue to support farming without publicsubsidization.


Despite the economic impacts to this industry and coastalcommunities, fisheries impacts are rarely included in economicanalyses done by the state of California, nor are mitigationmeasures employed in EIRs created by California to protect thefisheries and clean water on which we depend. We ask that ourissues be addressed in this process and that it be clarified thatsome of the economic impacts to other industries from this processcan be offset by the benefits of restored fisheries and therestoration of fishery-dependent communities. California’s fishingindustry provides a significant economic benefit to the state andhas survived without the subsidies and pollution impacts thatcharacterize the agriculture industry. It is important as we lookforward that we promote sustainable food systems and phase outunsustainable farms and farming practices. 


We applaud many of the state’s efforts to fight climate change. Wewelcome the fact that this process looks beyond CO2 and includesshort-term environmental pollutants such as methane. We alsosupport the fact that this effort addresses water supply issues andincludes polluters such as the agriculture industry, timberlandholders, frackers, and reservoirs which have been not been heldaccountable for their actions until this point. 


We are concerned that a presenter at the Orleans scoping meetingexpressed the belief that we cannot impact the agriculturalindustry with this plan. The assumption that agriculture is“untouchable” is not only false, but deeply insulting to ruralcommunities that are suffering from the lack of fish due toexcessive river water diversions which all too often go to arid andunproductive lands. California's agricultural industry uses anestimated 80% of the state’s developed water supply and is alsoheavily subsidized. It also pollutes our limited supply of cleanwater and air, and then sends many of their crops to countries likeChina, thus causing much more pollution, in addition to exportingwhat could be many American jobs. Not only is the reduction ofagricultural lands and wasteful water use key to securing cleanwater supplies within the state, it would greatly help reduce andmitigate the impacts of climate change, and these lands could beused for solar and wind generation in the same way that otherretired lands in the Western San Joaquin Valley have been.


Along with protections to fisheries and our water supply we requestthat this plan address divestiture from fossil fuel production andtransportation in California to protect air and water resources.The fracking boom in California has not only released a huge amountof methane gas into the atmosphere, but has also in many placespolluted the state’s groundwater, surface water and oceans. Naturalgas is mostly methane (CH4), a super-potent greenhouse gas, whichtraps 86 times as much heat as CO2 over a 20-year period. Frackingis not only polluting our air and water but it also is a huge waterwaster, and fracking near communities has caused huge environmentaldisasters in places such as Porter Ranch in Southern California,where over 100,000 tons of methane was released into theenvironment, and situations where whole aquifers were renderedunusable through illegal fracking waste injection. 


Over 70 million gallons of water was used in California in 2014 forfracking, which was the worst year of the drought, and over 9million gallons of fracking wastewater is dumped into California’soceans every year. Various proposed LNG pipelines also threaten ourwater supply and fisheries. California’s recent frackingcontroversies and disasters have undone years of effort to protectour water and climate. We see no place for expanded oilexploration, development and transport in a state that iscommitting to fighting climate change. 


PCFFA and IFR suggest that that National, State and private forestswithin the California be managed to not only offset global climatechange but also to protect our dwindling water supplies fromsedimentation and pesticide run-off. The Air Resources Board shouldwork with Regional Water Boards to create Waste DischargeRequirements that protect older carbon sequestering forests andriparian areas. Permits issued by these agencies should requireregular review to ensure that they continue to serve the purposesof water and air quality protections in light of complications fromclimate change on ambient conditions. 


We reiterate the need to work with the Water Rights Diversion ofthe State Water Resources Control Board to prioritize public trustresponsibilities such as water for mitigation to protect instreamflows and to protect water quality and drinking water. We encourageyour agency to work with Regional Water Boards to protect waterquality, and to work with the the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, theFederal Energy Regulatory Commission and the State Water ResourcesControl Board to manage dams in a way that pollutes less andprovides benefits to rivers and anadromous fish.


We also support air quality permits that allow for prescribedburning to protect forests from out of control stand-replacingfire. Using controlled fire selectively to better protect watersupplies in the long run, and avoid more heavily impacting majorfires is often a sound air and water quality protection strategy. 




Thank you for the opportunity to comment, 
Regina Chichizola
Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Association and Institutefor Fisheries Resources. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/6-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ADIFMwc1AGNXMgJu.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030ClimateChangeScopingPlanUpdate-GHS112-12-16.docx.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-13 09:52:52No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StephanieLast Name: UlmerEmail Address: sulmer@placer.ca.govAffiliation: Western Placer Waste Mgmt AuthoritySubject: WPWMA Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan DraftComment:Please find attached the Western Placer Waste ManagementAuthority's comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan DiscussionDraft.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/7-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BjRSZAAwVjMCKQIz.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016-12-12 WPWMA Scoping Plan Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-13 10:51:23No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NickLast Name: DespotaEmail Address: nick@lumina-media.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan DiscussionComment:Given that:

1. Achieving the 2030 target will be significantly more difficultthan achieving the 2020 target;

2. Large emitters of GHGs were more likely to use offset creditsfor projects outside the state of California to meet theirobligations under cap-and-trade. (See, A Preliminary EnvironmentalEquity Assessment of California’s Cap-andTrade Program; Cushing,Wander, Morello-Frosch, et al.; USC, UC Berkeley. 2016. Attached.)

3. Cap-and-trade allows sources to achieve compliance withoutnecessarily reducing actual physical emissions. 

4. Consequent to 2 and 3 above, while overall, GHG emissions in thestate have continued to drop, many industry sectors covered undercap-and-trade report increases in localized in-state GHG since theprogram came into effect in 2013.

5. Emission of GHG gasses co-vary with those of other toxic aircontaminants and particulate matter.

6. AB 197, Section 5, authorizes direct regulation to protect thestate’s disadvantaged communities, which have been shown to sufferdisproportionately from refinery emissions.

Therefore, I urge that the Scoping Plan incorporate provisions forregional air districts to enact direct caps on refinery and otherlarge stationery sources, to prohibit exceedances beyond an averageof emissions of recent years for each facility. 

The facility limit should ramp down sharply in subsequent years asnational dependence on fossil fuels for transportation and otherpurposes decline, and as required to insure achievement of the 2030target.

I appreciate this opportunity to comment on the 2030 Scoping Plan.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/8-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BWZcNlM7WWcKbQF1.pdfOriginal File Name: Climate_Equity_Brief_CA_Cap_and_Trade_Sept2016_FINAL2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-13 19:04:31No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EvanLast Name: EdgarEmail Address: evan@edgarinc.orgAffiliation: California Compost CoaltionSubject: Progress on AB 1826 and SB 1383 into Scoping PlanComment:CalRecycle has stated that they will be doing another landfillwaste characterization in 2018 to determine progress to divert 50%of commercial organic wastes to implement AB 1826.

CalRecycle on or after 2020 needs to determine if commercialorganic waste has been reduce by 50%, and if it has not, CalRecyclewill move the phased in collection down to 2 CYD of MSW after2020.

So CalRecycle plans to do the 2018 study, with a 2019 fact findingon progress  prior to 2020.This plan should be expanded to includeall organics including residential and industrial to address SB1383 and be part of the AB 32 Scoping Plan update to 2030.




 
 


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-13 19:57:15No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: BirdleboughEmail Address: AFFIRM@FRIENDSHOUSE.ORGAffiliation: Transportation & Land-Use Coalition Subject: VMT-Reducing Benefits of Compact, Walkable NeighborhoodsComment:Attached is a 2-page comment letter on behalf of the Sonoma CountyTransportation and Land Use Coalition urging CARB to issue clearguidelines now for policy makers to begin reducing the growth ofVMT.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/10-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyRQNVYjBzhRNFIN.docOriginal File Name: SCTLC Ltr to ARB on 2030 draft scoping plan-Final 2016-12-13.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 05:47:01No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: TabbertEmail Address: mtabbert15@gmail.comAffiliation: Banning Ranch ConservancySubject: scoping plan for meeting Ca.'s emission reduction targetComment:Thanks CARBs for your work and for California being a leader onclimate change.
I am requesting that CARB undertake a more comprehensive analysisand comparison of a carbon tax.  I believe that a carbon tax can bea positive policy alternative for California.  A carbon tax is amore predictable price on carbon, it's economy-wide emissionscoverage and it means greater revenue certainty It's portability toother states and countries is better and it is more equatableacross all our different communities.  Thanks Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 10:46:03No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Pam Last Name: BrennanEmail Address: pam@beachmailing.comAffiliation: Citizens Climate LobbySubject: Carbon Fee and Dividend LegislationComment:It is imperative that any scoping plan to meet the targets laid outin AB32 include a Carbon Fee and Dividend.  California is a strongresourceful economy.  As the 8th largest economy, we could beatTrudeau to the punch and have the first significant price onCarbon. There is no other way to realistically compete with fossilfuels in the market. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 11:39:59No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KatherineLast Name: StainkenEmail Address: kstainken@pluginamerica.orgAffiliation: Subject: Plug In America Comments to the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:To Whom it May Concern: 

Attached please find our comments on the 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion draft. We look forward to working with you! 

Thanks. 

Best, 
Katherine Stainken 
Policy Director 
Plug In America Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/13-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UyNTOVImAjYEXVc+.pdfOriginal File Name: Plug In America Comments on 2030 Draft Scoping Plans_161213v1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 13:41:35No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CraigLast Name: PrestonEmail Address: craigp4444@gmail.comAffiliation: Citizens Climate LobbySubject: Carbon TaxComment:Thank you for your part in California being a leader on climatechange.  My hope is that you review the incredible merits of aCARBON TAX.
A carbon tax is a Win Win for many of the stakeholders.
More predictable price on carbon and revenue stream.
Fair playing field for all forms of energy so renewable cancompete.
I am a volunteer with Citizens climate Lobby.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 13:52:12No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BreeneLast Name: MurphyEmail Address: breenemurphy@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Thank you and please consider a carbon fee and dividendComment:Thank you, CARB for all your efforts. I'm glad that you're doingthe targe scoping plan, and I would like for you to consider acarbon fee and dividend plan like Elon Musk and Citizens' ClimateLobby recommends. I think it's easier to regulate than pollutionscredits and would help spur the economy even more with citizensgetting a dividend check. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 14:24:56No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichaelLast Name: PimentelEmail Address: michael@caltransit.orgAffiliation: California Transit AssociationSubject: California Transit Association: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft Comment:Comments from the California Transit Association's ExecutiveDirector Joshua W. Shaw on the the 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion Draft are attached here as a PDF. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/16-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WzgCcFQ0BQlXYwc3.pdfOriginal File Name: CTA 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Letter 12-14-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 15:49:54No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MollyLast Name: WrightEmail Address: mwright@airquality.orgAffiliation: Sacramento Metropolitant AQMDSubject: Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Please see attachmentAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/17-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WygAawdnUHJXPAVh.pdfOriginal File Name: SMAQMD_Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 15:54:20No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Jason Last Name: SchmelzerEmail Address: jason@shawyoderantwih.comAffiliation: Subject: SWANA LTF Comments re: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Good Afternoon, 

Please find attached a comment letter from the Solid WasteAssociation of North America, California Chapters, Legislative TaskForce (SWANA LTF) regarding the 2030 Target Scoping Plan DiscussionDraft. Please let us know if you have any questions. 

Thanks!Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/18-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AXJUJVIyWGVWMVIN.pdfOriginal File Name: SWANA LTF Comments on ARB Draft Scoping Plan December 2016 - Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 15:52:07No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: SchonbrunnEmail Address: David@Schonbrunn.orgAffiliation: TRANSDEFSubject: Discussion Draft of 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:See attached comment letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/19-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WmhTZVNjA2YCW1A0.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016 Draft Update comment letter set.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 16:20:36No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: HilgerEmail Address: antonchh@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: comment on 2030 target scoping planComment:Thank you for leading in the fight to mitigate climate change. 

Please consider engaging in greater analysis of employing a carbontax (Section E Alternative 2 Carbon Tax, pages 95-7 of the draft.) It is true that there would be difficulties, but there may be morebenefits than difficulties.  British Columbia's carbon tax workedquite well during the years that it went up, incrementally, from2008 to 2012.  Inflation as well as the relatively small amount ofthe tax are factors that go a long way towards explaining BritishColumbia's present ineffectiveness. A carbon tax can be imposedupstream and would therefore be felt throughout the entire economy. A carbon tax would be better for business, since it would lead togreater price predictability than a cap and trade system.  AlthoughI don't know how a carbon tax rather than cap and trade wouldaffect California's affiliation with Quebec's cap and trade system,there is greater potential for partnering with far morejurisdictions since a carbon tax is so much easier and cheaper toemploy than cap and trade systems are.  The revenue from the taxwould be so much more predictable than the revenue from cap andtrade.  Possibly most important, carbon tax revenue could bereturned to households, thereby affording household the means toadjust to higher energy prices resulting from the tax. This lastbenefit of a carbon tax can be done transparently and without anycorruption.   

Most Respectfully,

Chris Hilger

 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 20:01:57No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Bruce Last Name: RatcliffeEmail Address: ehsratcliffe@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Citizens Climate LobbySubject: proposed fociComment: Thank you for CARBs work and for California being a leader onclimate change!

I would like to suggest that CARB undertake a more comprehensiveanalysis and comparison of a carbon tax, as a carbon tax is an EVENBETTER way to confront climate change than cap and trade can hopeto be.

I believe this is true because carbon fee will create:
~ A more predictable price on carbon
~ a system that can be more easily upscaled to other states andnations
~ Less uncertainty for businesses
~ Greater financial advantage for the majority of consumers Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-14 20:57:42No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RuthLast Name: AfifiEmail Address: ruth37@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: carbon taxComment:Thank you for the excellent work which CARB has done. I suggestCARB look more closely at recommending a carbon tax for Californiain addition to cap and trade. A carbon tax would allow for morecertainty re revenue. In addition, if some or all of the tax werereturned monthly to households, as is done in British Columbia,this would be a gain for the economy.


Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 09:31:49No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KathleenLast Name: MurteyEmail Address: kjmurtey@aol.comAffiliation: Citizen's Climate LobbySubject:  Meeting California's emission reduction targets.Comment:I live in Laguna Niguel, CA 92677.  
I request that CARB undertake a more comprehensive analysis andcomparison of a carbon tax.
I believe a carbon tax to be a positive policy alternative for CAbecause it provides for a predictable price on carbon.  It providesgreater revenue certainty and it allows for greater equity acrossall CA communities.  

Thank you for all you do for the citizens of our state.  

Sincerely, 
Kathie MurteyAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 09:36:56No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DennisLast Name: RodriguezEmail Address: dennis.rodriguez@siemens.comAffiliation: SiemensSubject: Siemens Comments on the Draft California Sustainable Freight Action PlanComment:Please see attached file.

Thank you,

Dennis RodriguezAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/24-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-U2FVY1JiUDUGMQEz.docOriginal File Name: 20161215_CSFAP_Siemens Comments.doc Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 10:10:01No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdwardLast Name: CostelloEmail Address: arbormed@aol.comAffiliation: .Subject: Carbon emissions planComment:Thank you for CARB's work leading to our State being a leader onclimate change

Please undertake a more comprehensive analysis and comparison of acarbon tax. I believe a carbon tax can be a positive policyalternative for California
because, if properly thought through and implemented, it willproduce economy-wide emissions coverage, as well as a morepredictable "price" on carbon. In addition, such a price willprovide our State with greater revenue predictability and a moreequitable distribution of the burden among all our Californiacommunities.

Thank you for your attention to this comment.

Ed CostelloAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 11:18:47No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: McNameeEmail Address: mcjohnwcheese@gmail.comAffiliation: Citizen's Climate LobbySubject: Thank YouComment:I'd like to thank you all for your hard work in helping CA stay atthe forefront in the fight against climate change. I would alsolike to ask that you implement a more comprehensive analysis andcomparison of the carbon tax. I think this is the key to ourleadership of the country on this front, and that the better we candemonstrate, and fine-tune our success, the easier it will be toconvince the rest of the country to join us. 

Thank you again.

-JohnAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 11:29:01No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarjorieLast Name: EngelEmail Address: marjette@earthlink.netAffiliation: Ms.Subject: Carbon emissions planComment:
Comment:
Thank you for all CARB's work helping our state to be a leader onaddressing climate change

Please undertake a more comprehensive analysis and comparison of a
carbon tax. I believe a carbon tax can be a positive policy
alternative for California
because, if properly thought through and implemented, it will
produce economy-wide emissions coverage, as well as a more
predictable "price" on carbon. In addition, such a price will
provide our State with greater revenue predictability and a more
equitable distribution of the burden among all our California
communities.

Thank you for your attention to this comment.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 12:02:20No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BruceLast Name: BurdickEmail Address: brucenburdick@icloud.comAffiliation: Subject: Recommendation to report "pounds of CO2 e per day" to electricity, gas and water customer Comment:AB32 Environmental Justice Advisory Committee (EJAC) InitialRecommendations for Discussion Draft Version of 2030 Target ScopingPlan Update August  26, 2016

As part of Section 22 Page 13 of 21 “The state must supportresearch on the following topics:”

Please consider adding the following Part e.  “Some Counties willexperiment with having their electricity,. water and gas companies report the “pounds of CO2 e emitted per day” in supplying theircustomers with electricity, water and natural gas.  The customer’smonthly bill will report the “pounds of CO2 equivalents emitted perday” in supplying the customer with their electricity, water andnatural gas for the month.

The monthly bill will also include various statements such as thefollowing:
-  to meet SB32’s requirement to cut greenhouse gas emissions 40%from 1990 levels, Californian’s will need to decrease their “poundsof CO2 e emitted per day” from 73 pounds of CO2 equivalents per dayin 2013 to 32 pounds of CO2 equivalents in 2030. 

-  to avoid 1.5 degrees of global warming, Californians mustdecrease their 73 pounds of CO2 equivalents in 2013 to 1.75 poundsof CO2 equivalents per day in 2030. 

The following graph shows the pounds of CO2 equivalents per day ofCalifornians avoiding 1.5 degrees of global warming.

Please e mail me if you would like to see the graph. 

 &#65532;

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 12:44:26No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: StaciLast Name: HeatonEmail Address: sheaton@rcrcnet.orgAffiliation: Subject: RCRC Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Attached please find RCRC's comments on the 2030 Target ScopingPlan Update discussion draft. Please contact me if you have anyquestions. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/29-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UWNdawQ2AGNVDAh8.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030_Target_Scoping_Plan_DD_Ltr_to_ARB_12152016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 13:48:13No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JodeanLast Name: GieseEmail Address: jodean.giese@ladwp.comAffiliation: LADWPSubject: LADWP Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/30-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WzcHYARhUXUCdFQL.pdfOriginal File Name: LADWP Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 14:12:48No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RogerLast Name: IlesEmail Address: rogniris@msn.comAffiliation: Subject: Fee and Dividend Not Too Late?Comment:To CARB,

Thank you for your fantastic work in California and I am so proudthat California is the world leader in controlling pollution andgreenhouse gas emissions.

I came across your comments on the new scoping plan and request forinput.  Recently, I have read more and more about the carbon feeand dividend approach to control greenhouse gas emissionsespecially in light of Exxon Mobil's recognition of man's role inglobal warming and recommending this solution.  And, the fee isreturned to households to offset any rising electricity costs fromnew renewable energy sources.

I have tried to understand the intricacies and implementation ofthe AB32 Cap and Trade but it is just so complex.  It appears easyto cheat the system and third party carbon trading seems open tomanipulation and corruption.  

The fee and dividend, taxing carbon at its source, just seems sosimple in comparison.  It also looks to be easier to be able towork together with other states and countries.  Reducing governmentregulations and encouraging industry to create their own solutions,should make Washington's Republicans more receptive to a carbontax.  

Roger Iles
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 14:41:27No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TashaLast Name: ReddyEmail Address: tasha.reddy@citizensclimate.orgAffiliation: Citizens' Climate Lobby - CaliforniaSubject: Considerations for a Carbon Tax or Fee in CaliforniaComment:Dear CARB and stakeholders,
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the CARB 2030 TargetScoping Plan.
 
For context, Citizens’ Climate Lobby is a non-partisan national andinternational organization of more than 45,000 citizen lobbyistvolunteers dedicated to building the political will in Congress fora livable planet. In California, CCL has over 9,000 members who areactive in 39 chapters across the entire state.
 
Last December, over 50 members of CCL from around the worldparticipated in the civic engagement sessions at the UN COP21 talksin Paris. We carried with us our advocacy for guiding principlesfor carbon pricing that underlie all of CCL’s policy developmentand lobbying efforts. We promote carbon pricing that is:
 
Effective: reduces economy-wide absolute greenhouse gas emissionswhile supporting domestic economic growth across all sectors.

Efficient: minimizes the cost of implementation while maximizingenvironmental, economic, and social co-benefits.

Equitable: avoids disproportionate burdens while protectingvulnerable populations from unjust or negative economic orenvironmental impacts.
 
These principles reflect those that underpin the internationalCarbon Pricing Leadership Coalition, of which California is anofficial member.
 
CCL’s principal focus is on lobbying the US Congress to pass afully-rebated fee on carbon. However, in recognition of the hugerole that California plays worldwide in innovative and effectiveclimate action, over the past year we have also reached out to ourstate legislators in California, as well as selected environmentaland environmental justice organizations in the state. Our purposehas been to educate them about the CCL proposal and how a nationalcarbon fee and dividend could co-exist with the state’s currentCap-and-Trade program. In August 2016, the State Assembly andSenate passed Assembly Joint Resolution 43, calling on the USCongress to enact a national carbon-fee-and-dividend program.
 
In the spirit of strengthening California’s effective programs toreduce GHG emissions statewide while providing a model for otherstates and nations, we offer these comments on the Draft ScopingPlan.
 
Overall, we are happy to see that CARB has committed to analyzingcarbon pricing mechanisms in addition to the current Cap-and-Tradeprogram. However, we believe that the Scoping Plan stills lackscritical information necessary for your board, as well as otherinterested stakeholders, to be able to accurately andcomprehensively assess the carbon pricing scenarios contained inthe plan, and to evaluate their efficacy in reaching the new 2030emissions reductions targets.
 
Specifically, we respectfully request that CARB undertake a muchmore comprehensive analysis and comparison of a carbon tax—with avariety of rebate options and/or reinvestment options—along withreforms to the existing Cap-and-Trade Program. We all need tounderstand how effective each of these scenarios can be inachieving California’s aggressive 2030 GHG emissions targets.

In the attached, we include some information we hope you willconsider as you revise the Scoping Plan.

Thank you again for this opportunity to comment on your work.Citizens’ Climate Lobby is happy to provide any resources orinformation we can to support California in developing its climateplans. Please don’t hesitate to contact us.

Thank you for doing this critical work for the health andwell-being of all Californians and the world. 

Sincerely,

Tasha Reddy, PhD
CCL California State Coordinator
tasha.reddy@citizensclimate.orgAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/32-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UTIAZV0wUFwLfwls.pdfOriginal File Name: CCL Response to CARB Draft Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 15:04:17No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TobyLast Name: RoyEmail Address: troy@sdcwa.orgAffiliation: San Diego County Water AuthoritySubject: San Diego CWA Comments-Dec2016 Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:Attached please find correspondence from Toby Roy, Water ResourcesManager, San Diego County Water Authority, with comments onDecember 2016 Discussion Draft of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/33-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ADEANFQKWDpSYQJd.pdfOriginal File Name: 12_15_2016_SDCWA_Roy_CARB_2030TargetScopingPlan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 15:39:29No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: johnLast Name: leslieEmail Address: john.leslie@dentons.comAffiliation: Shell Energy North America (US), L.P.Subject: Shell Energy Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Attached are the comments of Shell Energy North America (US), L.P.("Shell Energy") on the Discussion Draft of the "2030 TargetScoping Plan Update."Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/34-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AHNXOVI2AD9WPFIN.pdfOriginal File Name: Shell Energy Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 15:38:27No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ConnieLast Name: YoungEmail Address: cyoungrn@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Thank you for being a national leader on climate change and forproviding this opportunity to comment on your work. I would askthat you conduct a more thorough analysis of a steadily risingrevenue-neutral carbon tax. Such a tax would offer severaladvantages over other regulatory and pricing mechanisms, includingpredictability, transparency, and effectiveness. 
A blueprint for such a tax can be found in CA Assembly JointResolution 43. Given that California has been a “test kitchen” forcap and trade, it is significant that with this resolution ourlegislature calls on Congress to enact a national carbon tax. Let’slearn from the problems we’ve had with cap and trade and giveserious consideration to an alternative which will reduceemissions, save lives and strengthen the economy. 
Thanks again for your tireless and groundbreaking work on behalf ofCalifornia and, indeed, the entire country.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 16:06:39No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnnLast Name: RushtonEmail Address: annrushton@hotmail.comAffiliation: Citizens Climate Lobby volunteerSubject: Comprehensive Study of a Carbon Fee and Dividend ProgramComment:CARB has a record of very meaningful work in the area of reducingcarbon emissions.  Limiting the harmful, and potentiallydisastrous, impacts of continued exploitation of fossil fuels islikely to become even more challenging and critical under the newfederal administration.  

Please consider a careful and comprehensive study of the carbon feeand dividend plan, as compared to other possible ways of addressingthe problem.  

The carbon fee and dividend program advocated by Citizens ClimateLobby does not depend on new regulations, or the creation of afull-scale bureaucracy for oversight. It is a market-based solutionputting an escalating fee on carbon at the source and thendistributing the money collected to individual households.  Thistype of plan may be the only way to obtain truly bipartisansupport.  

The CA legislature has already endorsed this concept in itsAssembly Joint Resolution 43.

Thank you for your consideration.

Ann RushtonAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 16:23:49No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LizaLast Name: WhiteEmail Address: lizacwhite@gmail.comAffiliation: Citizens' Climate LobbySubject: comment to sp2030disc-dec16-wsComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the future policies tocontrol California’s carbon emissions.  I commend the CARB andCalifornia’s legislators for the thoughtful and consistentattention they have brought to mitigating the causes of climatechange, not just adapting to its inevitable repercussions.  This istruly a great and forward-looking state that has put a price oncarbon earlier than any.  However, because there is great urgencyto mitigating carbon emissions, I urge you to evaluate the modelingof a revenue neutral carbon fee and dividend pricing scenario andcompare and contrast the benefits of the cap and trade versus thecarbon fee and dividend systems for a swifter reduction in carbonemissions

Please consider that in the last 9 years since AB 32 went intoeffect, by your diagram on page 19 of the 2030 Scoping Plan Updatethe reduction in GHG emissions has lowered by about 50 MMTCO2e.  Weare 5 years away from 2020’s limit of 260 that is (by projection)about 170 MMTCO2e of hoped for reduction – in 5 years!  This is sovery complicated but the big picture seems to indicate that a capand trade pricing of carbon emissions may not be up to the evensteeper rate of decline that this Scoping Plan is seeking. 

Clearly California is a leader in science based and politicalthinking about climate change and what is to be done at the statelevel.  Its people support this effort.  As Governor Brown has saidrecently, California is up to this challenge.  

I urge you to consider the carbon fee and dividend method ofpricing carbon emissions in a way that predicts direct monetary andhealth advantage to all but most importantly to those mostdisadvantaged by those emissions. It can be implemented quickly andwith pricing that acknowledges the market factors it aims toinfluence: the competitiveness of non-fossil fuel energy sourcesand the rapid decline of fossil fuel usage. 

Urgency is the silent factor in this equation that is easilyforgotten.

Please keep urgency in your sites as you engage with this ScopingPlan and ask: how quickly can we reach our goals? not just whatshould those goals be.

A revenue neutral carbon fee and dividend is worth studying as analternative to our cap and trade system.

Thank you for your work.

Liza C. White
Member, Citizens’ Climate Lobby 

C: 310 709 2101
LizaCWhite@gmail.com
908 Malcolm Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90024

“We can ignore reality, but we can’t ignore the consequences ofignoring reality.” 
– Ayn Rand
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:00:48No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JohnLast Name: LarreaEmail Address: john@clfp.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update (Dec 2, 2016)Comment:Comments from CLFP on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update releasedDecember 2, 2016Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/38-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VjUCaAZhVnVQCQhr.pdfOriginal File Name: CLFP Comments on 2030 TSPU.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:06:48No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanLast Name: SilverEmail Address: dsilverla@me.comAffiliation: Endangered Habitats LeagueSubject: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Endangered Habitats League (EHL) supports the Draft’sidentification of Natural and Working Lands as a “central” tomeeting California’s 2030 targets.  Preservation and management ofNatural and Working Lands can not only sequester carbonbut––particularly for Natural Lands––provide extraordinaryco-benefits, such as recreation, ecological resilience to climatechange, and “smart growth” patterns of development.   

In this context, we commend the development of an ARB Natural andWorking Lands (NWL) Inventory along with the Spring Proposed 2030Target Scoping Plan.  This inventory and evaluation of carbon stockchanges that come with land preservation or conversion can providethe basis for realizing the GHG benefits inherent in these lands. The analysis should fully exploit the capacity of soil to storecarbon (which occurs even after wildfire consumes above groundstorage).  Information on soil carbon sequestration is availablefrom UC Riverside (Dr. Mike Allen).

We request that the Spring Proposed 2030 Target Scoping Planinclude alternatives to realize these carbon benefits, so as toexpedite implementation.  Ready-to-go options include allocatingCap and Trade revenues to acquiring land for California’s NaturalCommunity Conservation Plans (NCCPs) and extending to habitat landsthe existing program for avoiding conversion of agricultural landsto developed uses.

We concur with the goal of reducing greenfield development andachieving “smart growth” outcomes, but believe that this willrequire the development of new state-level guidance for local landuse.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:15:43No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NickLast Name: FacciolaEmail Address: nick@OriginClimate.comAffiliation: Origin Climate Inc.Subject: Inclusion of Cap-and-TradeComment:Please see the attached letter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/40-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ADJTZQExUTRWfgY3.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016.12.15 Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:33:06No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KawsarLast Name: VazifdarEmail Address: kvazifdar@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: Los Angeles County Dept of Public WorksSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion DraftComment:See attached comment letter. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/41-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VTFUIgF3BwtXMgFu.pdfOriginal File Name: DPW Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan .pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:26:47No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Mary Last Name: CreasmanEmail Address: mary.creasman@tpl.orgAffiliation: The Trust for Public LandSubject: The Trust for Public Land's commentsComment:Dear Chair Mary Nichols and Members of the Board, 

Please find attached The Trust for Public Land's Comments on the2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft. 

Sincerely,

Mary Creasman

California Director of Government Affairs
The Trust for Public LandAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/42-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-Wz8Ab1IgAjIAcwFy.pdfOriginal File Name: Discussion Draft 2030 scoping plan update TPL comments 12.15.16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 17:58:46No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KathyLast Name: SealEmail Address: kathyseal@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: Examine the Carbon TaxComment:Dear CARB,
I've been following your work for quite a few years now and amimpressed by and grateful for your wonderful work on slowing downglobal warming, the most important issue of our time.
I'd like to ask that CARB examine closely the possibility of acarbon tax for our state. What would be its effects, economicallyand environmentally? How does it compare to other measures such ascap and trade?
I believe a carbon tax is relatively simple and could be extremelyeffective. It will cover emissions on a broad scale while bringingimmediate relief to poor and minority communities who are mostaffected by air pollution. It can be readily tweaked, and readilycopied by other jurisdictions nationally and internationally. Andit will create jobs and help our economy overall.
Thanks for your longstanding hard work for our state.
 
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-15 21:22:33No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanetLast Name: MurphyEmail Address: raven8jm@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan Comment:Dear Board members,  

Respectfully, We, and all those that breathe, need comprehensiveanalysis of air policy. Do not just push through and rubber stampthe continuation of cap and trade in California. 

Thank you, Janet Murphy Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 07:50:49No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChrisLast Name: McGlothlinEmail Address: chris@agprocessors.orgAffiliation: Subject: 2030 Scoping Plan Draft CommentsComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/45-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VCNUMwZ3U2EEXQl6.pdfOriginal File Name: WAPA Scoping Plan Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 09:39:34No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DavidLast Name: TownleyEmail Address: dtownley@ctcglobal.comAffiliation: CTC Global CorporationSubject: CTC Global Comments on DRAFT 2030 Scoping PlanComment:Attached are the comments of CTC Global, a California companyheadquartered in Irvine, on this DISCUSSION DRAFT of the 2030Target Scoping Plan Update (DRAFT Update).  
Key Point: ARB should charge agencies reviewing electric gridactivities to:  “Increase the efficiency of the electrictransmission and distribution system”.  This is an effective GHGemissions reduction measure.  Attached comments provide moredetails.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/46-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UDNcNQFtUW9XNFQ6.pdfOriginal File Name: Comments on AB32 Scoping Plan 2016 Update-Dec Workshop-Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 09:36:12No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: EdLast Name: PikeEmail Address: epike@energy-solution.comAffiliation: Energy SolutionsSubject: Fuel Efficient Passenger Vehicle Replacement TiresComment:Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the DiscussionDraft 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.  Energy Solutions is aprofessional and engineering services firm whose mission is tocreate large-scale environmental impacts by providing market-based,cost-effective energy, carbon, and water management solutions toour utility, government and commercial customers. We stronglysupport ARB’s innovative and critical work to reduce greenhouse gas(GHG) emissions.

As noted in our attached letter, we recommend explicitly includingthe benefits of fuel efficient passenger vehicle replacement tiresin the discussion draft list of measures and in the upcomingappendix detailing the emissions calculations. Currently,replacement tires offered on the market are generally substantiallyless efficient than tires factory-installed on new passengervehicles. Therefore, a significant portion of the expectedemissions and economic benefits of GHG standards for passengervehicles would be undermined as factory-installed tires arereplaced with less efficient tires. Fortunately, ARB has found that“fuel efficient passenger vehicle tires can be utilized by both newand in-use vehicles in the near-term to achieve GHG emissionreductions. Deployment of fuel efficient vehicle tires for in-usevehicles could include limited incentives, followed by ratings andthen standard setting to permanently shift the market” (May 2014AB32 Scoping Plan Update). 

A 10% improvement in replacement tire efficiency would reduce GHGby 2.7 million metric tons and save consumers $882 million annuallyaccording to the California Energy Commission.  A study  for theSouth Coast Air Quality Management District demonstrates that 20%or greater improvement is feasible and will especially benefit airquality in disadvantaged communities where used vehicles operatingon replacement tires are more common. We also estimate  that theaverage driver will save up to $1000 in fuel costs.

We recommend the following specific revision to the transportationsection of the discussion draft:

“Known commitments: 
…
Implement the original scoping plan light duty passenger vehiclereplacement tire rolling resistance measure (page C-62) and meet AB844 ‘Replacement Tire Efficiency Program’ goals.”

We also recommend addressing fuel efficient replacement tires forlight duty vehicles in the upcoming appendix detailing GHG emissioncalculations. Without fuel efficient replacement tires, new lightduty vehicle GHG emissions will increase by several million metrictons annually when tires are replaced. 

We appreciate your consideration of our comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/47-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B2JTOwRgU3JSM1Mq.pdfOriginal File Name: Energy Solutions 2030 GHG scoping plan letter 12-16-2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 09:50:43No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: FraryEmail Address: mfrary@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: County of Los Angeles DPWSubject: Incorporation of low-carbon stormwater solutionsComment:To whom it may concern,

The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works (Public Works)thanks you for the opportunity to review the 2030 Target ScopingPlan Discussion Draft (Discussion Draft).

Public Works operates and maintains numerous water conservationfacilities within the Los Angeles region including dams, spreadinggrounds, and open channels.  These facilities capture, store, andconvey stormwater to support our local water supply.  Public Worksunderstands the importance of locally-derived water resources andhas been conserving local stormwater for nearly a century.  Onaverage, Public Works recharges 200,000 acre-feet of stormwatereach year, which is enough to meet the annual water needs ofapproximately 1.6 million residents.  Public Works is leading theway to increase regional stormwater capture and create a moresustainable future by promoting  this low energy-intensive sourceof water.

We are concerned that the Discussion Draft does not currentlyidentify low-carbon stormwater as a potential piece of the solutionfor the State to meet its GHG reduction goals.  In Section II.F(Water), the discussion leaves out any mention of stormwater as avaluable and local water resource.  We are recommending that theDiscussion Draft clarify that the future is dependent on low-carbonwater systems that are less energy intensive and utilize localwater supplies.  For example, an increase of stormwater captureprojects – which primarily use gravity to convey flows – couldresult in an increased net reduction of water-related GHGemissions.  We are requesting that the Discussion Draft and futureversions of the Scoping Plan include and consider local stormwatercapture as a critical part of California’s water supply portfolio.

We welcome the opportunity to discuss our comments with you in moredetail.  If you have any other questions or require additionalinformation, please contact Mr. Lee Alexanderson at (626) 458-4370or lalexanderson@dpw.lacounty.gov.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 09:52:43No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KenLast Name: PayneEmail Address: ken.payne@edcgov.usAffiliation: El Dorado County Water AgencySubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached comment letter from the El Dorado County WaterAgency.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/49-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ATNXYVFjBGcBWAVx.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030 TSP DD Comment letter draft 12-15-16_to_CARB_final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 09:59:02No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SuzyLast Name: HongEmail Address: shong@goodinmacbride.comAffiliation: USS-POSCO IndustriesSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please find attached USS-POSCO Industries Comments on the 2030Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. If you have any questionsconcerning the document or any difficulty with the attachment,please contact me at shong@goodinmacbride.com or (415) 392-7900. 

Regards, 
Suzy Hong


 
 Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/50-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-Wi9RJwNrUV1SN1U6.pdfOriginal File Name: UPI Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (X187330).PDF Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 10:00:51No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JuliaLast Name: LevinEmail Address: jlevin@bioenergyca.orgAffiliation: Bioenergy Association of CaliforniaSubject: BAC Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Attached please find the Bioenergy Association of California'scomments on the 2030 Scoping Plan Update - December 2016 DiscussionDraft, and an attachment related to BAC's commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/51-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BWcBZgNhWFQLblc4.pdfOriginal File Name: BAC Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Update (Dec 2016).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 10:23:22No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: VespaEmail Address: matt.vespa@sierraclub.orgAffiliation: Sierra ClubSubject: Sierra Club Comments on ARB 2030 Discussion Draft Scoping PlanComment:Attached please finds comments by the Sierra Club on the ARB 2030Scoping Plan Discussion Draft Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/52-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyRRPlE1UXABdVU0.pdfOriginal File Name: Sierra Club Comments ARB 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft 12 16 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 10:26:32No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DianaLast Name: MadsonEmail Address: dmadson@sierrabusiness.orgAffiliation: Sierra CAMPSubject: Sierra CAMP_2030ScopingPlan Comment_2016_12_16Comment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/53-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-USJWOQZiU3IGclIz.pdfOriginal File Name: Sierra CAMP_2030ScopingPlan Comment_2016_12_16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 10:39:04No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WilliamLast Name: StewartEmail Address: billstewart@berkeley.eduAffiliation: University of California BerkeleySubject: Comments on the forest and forest products aspectsComment:See attached letterAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/54-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyAFXAByV3ACYVMk.pdfOriginal File Name: W Stewart comments on ARB Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 10:36:58No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KawsarLast Name: VazifdarEmail Address: kvazifdar@dpw.lacounty.govAffiliation: LA County Waste Management Task ForceSubject: Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft Comment:See attached comment letter. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/55-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AnZRMVQKVWULYlQ5.pdfOriginal File Name: TF Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan 12-16-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:22:19No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TorriLast Name: EstradaEmail Address: testrada@carboncycle.orgAffiliation: Carbon Cycle InstituteSubject: Comments on the December Discussion Draft of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:On behalf of the Carbon Cycle Institute, we are writing to offercomments, suggestions, and amendments to the Discussion Draft ofthe 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update, with emphasis on agricultureand working lands (see attached comment letter).  We will provideadditional comments and thoughts in response to “CarbonSequestration Modeling Methods and Initial Results for the Naturaland Working Lands Sectors”, as that effort has direct import to thescope and content of this Scoping Plan Update.  

The Carbon Cycle Institute’s mission is to stop and reverse climatechange by advancing natural, science-verified solutions that removeatmospheric carbon while promoting environmental stewardship,social equity and economic sustainability. To that end, we supportprojects that promote climate-beneficial management practices onworking lands throughout California, work to build the technicalcapacity of land managers and producers to plan and implementimpactful projects that reduce GHGs and sequester carbon in thelands base, and are heavily engaged in gathering scientific data onthe important role these practices can play in sequestering carbonfrom the atmosphere. 

California’s working lands and rangelands naturally capture carbonfrom the atmosphere through photosynthesis and transfer it to thesoil, where it provides important ecological services, includingthe enhancement of soil water holding capacity. Land managers candramatically increase carbon storage in California’s soils byemploying a number of practices recognized by the Natural ResourcesConservation Service (NRCS) as climate beneficial, includingcompost application, riparian restoration, no-till farming,windbreaks, agroforestry and other practices. Along with increasinglong-term carbon sequestration in soils and plant material, thesepractices also offer additional water, habitat, and economicviability benefits for farmers and working land managers.  

We would like to see increased emphasis on the potential role ofsoils in helping the state meet its 2030 GHG reduction goal of 40percent below 1990, in light of both the tremendous demand fromproducers to implement carbon-beneficial practices and the robustinfrastructure and leadership at the regional and local level readyand able to move projects forward at scale. The State’s GHG andcarbon reductions targets for 2030 and 2050 are extremelyambitious, which we applaud, but they are deeper than what has beenaccomplished to date.  Without the natural and working landssector, in general, and carbon sequestration and soils,specifically, it is difficult to see how the State will meet its2030 and 2050 climate goals.  As detailed below in our comments,the IPCC and leading climate experts agree that we must engage oursoils in agricultural and working lands in a significant manner toaddress climate change, and we need to take significant steps nowto scale our efforts in this arena if we want to reap the benefitsin the 2030 and 2050 timeframe.  
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/56-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BmVcOVE5BQlXMlU6.pdfOriginal File Name: CCI Comments on ARB Scoping Plan December 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:31:31No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RcokLast Name: ZiermanEmail Address: rock@cipa.orgAffiliation: CIPASubject: CIPA's 2030 Disscussion Draft CommentsComment:Please find CIPA's comments attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/57-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B2QCbQd2VmQBWFdl.pdfOriginal File Name: CIPA 2030 SP Comment Letter 12-16-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:33:16No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JamesineLast Name: Rogers GibsonEmail Address: jvrogers@ucsusa.orgAffiliation: Subject: UCS comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:The Union of Concerned Scientists is pleased to provide ourattached comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/58-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyJXMlIgAAxSNwdo.pdfOriginal File Name: UCS comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:33:56No Duplicates.



Comment 58 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ShellyLast Name: SullivanEmail Address: ssullivan@onemain.comAffiliation: Climate Change Policy CoalitionSubject: CCPC Comments ARB 2030 Scoping Plan Concept Paper IIComment:Attached please find the comments being submitted on behalf of theClimate Change Policy Coalition with regard to the 2030 ScopingPlan Concept Paper II -- released on December 2, 2016.

Should you have any questions or need anything further, please feelfree to contact us.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/59-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UTIGY1cmVGRXDgg6.pdfOriginal File Name: CCPC_2030SP_12_16_16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:52:21No Duplicates.



Comment 59 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JonLast Name: CostantinoEmail Address: jon@tradesmanadvisors.comAffiliation: Ad Hoc Offsets GroupSubject: Offset Usage Limit ConsiderationsComment:Please find attached the Ad Hoc Offsets Group comments in supportof the Cap and Trade program, including Offsets.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/60-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WmsFMVZ6B2UBMQcq.pdfOriginal File Name: 12-16-16 Ad Hoc Offsets Group Comments on 2030 SP Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:48:15No Duplicates.



Comment 60 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ThomasLast Name: VesselsEmail Address: tvessels@vesselscoalgas.comAffiliation: Vessels Coal Gas, Inc.Subject: Cap and Trade Scoping Plan to 2030 commentsComment:Respectully to the Board and Staff of ARB,

To:  ARB

Generally we believe updated reports on climate change and theeffects of offsets on that climate change should be made morepublic in a manner accessible to general public.
We believe that a report should be made on the progress of globalwarming so the Board and the state government have up to dateinformation on the current state of global warming and what themost effective ways are to slow it.
ARB should solicit input from the Climate and Clean Air Coalition,on the subject of Climate Change.
The future effect on California has probably been predicted.  Thatreport should be included in the scoping program records.
All policy decisions and initiatives in the scoping plan should beevaluated as to their effect on climate change.
The benefits of methane emission  reduction should be reported fromthe standpoint of realistic current GWP.  
The GWP of methane in the cap and trade system should be the sameas that used in ARB enforcement.  Most likely a 20 year periodbased on 5th assessment report of 84.

Offset approval should be streamlined to leave out any work,reporting or review of matters that are outside of the project andpreferably outside of destruction of GHG.

If an activity is regulated by another jurisdiction, local, stateof federal ARB should withdraw from any review or enforcement ofthat activity.  Remove double jeapordy  project verification.

Finally offsets that have been approved should be publicly comparedto their equivalent reduction of other common emissions such asautomobile emissions, CO2 from coal fired power plants, natural gasfired power plants, etc. to make the effect of offsets moremeaningful.  

Tom Vessels 

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/61-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WjdWPQFjUGBWMQBj.pptxOriginal File Name: MMCCACAPTRADEGMIDC2016.pptx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 12:03:19No Duplicates.



Comment 61 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ThomasLast Name: JacobEmail Address: thomas.r.jacob@gmail.comAffiliation: Chemical Industry Council of CaliforniaSubject: Draft 2030 Scoping Plan - CICC CommentsComment:Attached please find comments of the Chemical Industry Council ofCalifornia (CICC) on the Discussion Draft 2030 Scoping Plan.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/62-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UzBcOwNwAjNRCARg.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Draft 2030 Scoping Plan - CICC Comments - Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 11:27:31No Duplicates.



Comment 62 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SarahLast Name: TaheriEmail Address: staheri@scppa.orgAffiliation: Southern Calif. Public Power AuthoritySubject: SCPPA Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/63-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BzZUYAQoAGIGNgAt.pdfOriginal File Name: 12-16-16 SCPPA Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 12:42:39No Duplicates.



Comment 63 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TanishaLast Name: TaylorEmail Address: taylor@calcog.orgAffiliation: Subject: CALCOG Comments December Discussion Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached CALCOG comments on the December DiscussionDraft Scoping Plan.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/64-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VjVQNwBtWWkFbFcw.pdfOriginal File Name: CALCOG 12.15.16 Discussion Draft Scoping Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 12:35:07No Duplicates.



Comment 64 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Amber Last Name: BlixtEmail Address: amber@iepa.comAffiliation: IEPSubject: IEP's Comments on CARB Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:IEP's Comments on CARB Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanUpdateAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/65-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-Vz5UNwFwBwtWMwRr.pdfOriginal File Name: IEP comments on CARB Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update  FINAL 12.16.16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 12:54:15No Duplicates.



Comment 65 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SuzanneLast Name: SmithEmail Address: suzanne.smith@rcpa.ca.govAffiliation: Regional Climate Protection AuthoritySubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan DraftComment:Please find the comments of the Sonoma County Regional ClimateProtection Authority attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/66-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UiABZFUkVGYFXFU2.pdfOriginal File Name: RCPA Comments on 2030 Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:05:37No Duplicates.



Comment 66 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: FenstermakerEmail Address: mark@csgcalifornia.comAffiliation: Subject: SCVOSA Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please find attached comments to the 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion Draft submitted on behalf of the Santa Clara Valley OpenSpace Authority.

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/67-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BnVSNwZxVWkFcFU0.pdfOriginal File Name: SCVOSA Scoping Plan Discussion Draft Comments - Final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:15:07No Duplicates.



Comment 67 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ArjunLast Name: PatneyEmail Address: arjun.patney@winrock.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:To Whom It May Concern:

Attached are comments from the American Carbon Registry.  Thank youfor the opportunity to provide feedback.

Kind regards,
Arjun Patney
Policy Director
American Carbon Registry
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/68-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UDEGY1ckUFxXPVM2.pdfOriginal File Name: ACR letter to ARB on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:20:14No Duplicates.



Comment 68 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: BeggsEmail Address: rabeggs@cal.netAffiliation: Subject: Evaluation of Carbon Tax Alternative  Comment:See attached comments regarding the apparent inadequacy ofevaluation for the carbon tax alternative.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/69-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UyAFYARqWXoLZAdp.docxOriginal File Name: ScopingPlanReviewComments_Robert_Beggs.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:15:57No Duplicates.



Comment 69 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AraLast Name: MarderosianEmail Address: ara@sequoiaforestkeeper.orgAffiliation: Sequoia ForestKeeperSubject: 2030 SCOPING PLAN UPDATE Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Dear Chairperson Nichols, Members of the Board, and Staff;
Please accept the attached comments, on CARB 2030 SCOPING PLANUPDATE Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Comments due December 16,2016, 5 PM and CARB’s 2030 Target Revised Draft Strategy (postedNovember 28, 2016), submitted on behalf of Sequoia ForestKeeper(SFK), Wasteful Unreasonable Methane Uprising, and Ventura CountyClimate Hub.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/70-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ADEGNlBgBGUCNQcx.zipOriginal File Name: 161216-3.SFK-CARB-Plan-revised-Strategy-Update-Attachments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:27:57No Duplicates.



Comment 70 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JoshuaLast Name: HanthornEmail Address: jhanthorn@defenders.orgAffiliation: Defenders of WildlifeSubject: Defenders of Wildlife Comment 2030 Scoping Plan TargetComment:Please attached Defenders of Wildlife comments. Thank you! Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/71-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B2NQM1M0VWNROQRg.pdfOriginal File Name: Defenders of Wildlife Discussion Draft Comments Target 2030 Scoping Plan.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:38:50No Duplicates.



Comment 71 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AnnLast Name: TrowbridgeEmail Address: atrowbridge@daycartermurphy.comAffiliation: Day Carter & Murphy LLPSubject: CCDC Comments Re: Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:The California Clean DG Coalition appreciates the opportunity tosubmit the attached comments regarding Discussion Draft 2030 TargetScoping Plan Update.

If you have any problems with the attachment, please contact TeenaLambos.  Thank you.

Teena Lambos
Day Carter & Murphy LLP
3620 American River Drive, Suite 205
Sacramento, CA 95864
916-246-7300
tlambos@daycartermurphy.comAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/72-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WjlRNARhVGRSCwlq.pdfOriginal File Name: CCDC Comments Re Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:43:19No Duplicates.



Comment 72 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AraLast Name: MarderosianEmail Address: ara@sequoiaforestkeeper.orgAffiliation: Sequoia ForestKeeperSubject: 2030 SCOPING PLAN UPDATE Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Dear Chairperson Nichols, Members of the Board, and Staff;

Please accept the attached comments, on CARB 2030 SCOPING PLANUPDATE Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Comments due December 16,2016, 5 PM and CARB’s 2030 Target Revised Draft Strategy (postedNovember 28, 2016), submitted on behalf of Sequoia ForestKeeper(SFK), Wasteful Unreasonable Methane Uprising, and Ventura CountyClimate Hub. 

Unfortunately the previous attachment only contained theattachments. This file contains the comment letter and theattachments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/73-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-W2oFNQExBGUBNgYw.zipOriginal File Name: 161216-7.SFK-CARB-Plan-revised-Strategy-Update-Attachments.zip Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:47:06No Duplicates.



Comment 73 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SheldonLast Name: ZakreskiEmail Address: szakreski@climatetrust.orgAffiliation: Subject: Climate Trust Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Attached please find The Climate Trust's comments on the 2030Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/75-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AHQHYgRxVVkAZwZ0.pdfOriginal File Name: TCT ARB Scoping Plan Comments-161216-CAM.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:08:36No Duplicates.



Comment 74 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CherLast Name: GilmoreEmail Address: chergilmore@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Citizens' Climate LobbySubject: 2030 Target Scoping Plan DraftComment:Dear CARB members,

Thank you for soliciting public comments on the 2030 Target ScopingPlan, and thank you for your hard work in outlining an updated planto address California's emission reduction goals.

I am proud to be living in a state that leads in addressing climatechange by taking specific actions to effectively reduce carbonemissions. What has been, and is still being done is to becommended, AND I believe we can do even better. 

My primary suggestion for the updated plan is that you take acloser look at Carbon Fee and Dividend (CFD) as a simpler, easierto implement, and more comprehensive solution for runawayemissions, with a built-in mechanism for protecting the mostvulnerable from negative economic impacts (the dividend provided toall households). CFD would not necessarily have to replace the Capand Trade program now in effect, but could provide additionalelements to improve the effectiveness of the current effort.

A study commissioned by Citizens' Climate Lobby (CCL) and done byRegional Economic Models, Inc. (REMI) shows that a national carbonprice starting now and rising to $150/ton would reduce emissions by40% from current levels by 2030. At the same time it would increaseGDP and add millions of jobs. It shows unequivocally that we canreduce emissions and improve the economy at the same time.

Another study by Kevin Ummel shows that in a CFD scenario, lowincome, minority, and elderly households would all come out ahead,in terms of having their rising energy costs covered or exceeded bythe dividend. The fact of receiving a dividend would also virtuallyguarantee continued public support, as has been  the case with theBritish Columbia CFD program. Clearly, to be able to continue theprogram long enough for the warming problem to be solved willrequire public support.

A CFD program would also be more acceptable and easy for other,perhaps less developed, economies to adopt, and this also is a goodreason for choosing that solution. Ultimately, addressing climatechange will require a worldwide response, and a simpler solution ismore likely to be widely implemented than a more complex one.

Another advantages of CFD over Cap and Trade is that CFD provides aclear and steady price signal, needed by businesses and individualsto plan effectively. CFD also covers fossil fuel use throughout theeconomy, since the fee would be assessed upstream where the fuelsfirst enter the economy. Therefore, it's more comprehensive.

Again, my primary request is for you to study and analyze CarbonFee and Dividend much more thoroughly as you compare the variouscarbon pricing options. And I thank you for your work in addressingthe critical and urgent issue of climate change, for the benefit ofall humanity and the natural world.

Sincerely,

Cher GilmoreAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 13:18:32No Duplicates.



Comment 75 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DannyLast Name: CullenwardEmail Address: dcullenward@nearzero.orgAffiliation: Near Zero / Carnegie Inst. for Science Subject: Comments from Michael Wara and Danny CullenwardComment:Please find our comments in the attached PDF. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/77-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-W2kANgExAGUAKwQ1.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016-12-16 2030 Wara & Cullenward.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:15:31No Duplicates.



Comment 76 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BetsyLast Name: HammerEmail Address: bhammer@counties.orgAffiliation: Subject: CSAC Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Good afternoon. CSAC's comments on the 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion Draft are attached. Please don't hesitate to contact uswith questions.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/78-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VDcCdwFhAjJSC1Mw.pdfOriginal File Name: CSAC Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update - Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:10:44No Duplicates.



Comment 77 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WillLast Name: DeckerEmail Address: wd@nfcrc.uci.eduAffiliation: National Fuel Cell Research CenterSubject: National Fuel Cell Research Center Comments on the Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Attached are the comments of the National Fuel Cell Research Centeron the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/79-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UiFXMlc5BSYFalI8.pdfOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Update Comments  NFCRC 12_16_16.SG.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:14:38No Duplicates.



Comment 78 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Gary Last Name: HughesEmail Address: ghughes@foe.orgAffiliation: Friends of the Earth - USSubject: Comment on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Attached is our comment letter thank you for your attention to thisletter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/80-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UzVTOlczUixQIwFy.pdfOriginal File Name: FOE-US_carb_commentltr_scopingplandiscussiondraft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:23:07No Duplicates.



Comment 79 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MichelleLast Name: PasseroEmail Address: mpassero@tnc.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments from The Nature Conservancy on Dec. 2 2030 Target Scoping Plan DraftComment:Please accept our comments on the latest 2030 Target Scoping PlanDiscussion DraftAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/81-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-USVQOFMxUFwCYFA1.pdfOriginal File Name: TNC_Dec2_2016TargetScoping_CommentsFinal.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:24:42No Duplicates.



Comment 80 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: MartinEmail Address: martinpc@cdmsmith.comAffiliation: CDM SmithSubject: local transit missing from strategiesComment:I reviewing the transportation strategies, no mention is made oflocal bus service role in helping to reduce VMT and support compactdevelopment patterns.  Mention is only made of connections to rail,but most transit trips are by bus.  The move towards batteryelectric buses should make buses a stronger means of GHGreductions.  Bottom line local bus services can play a big role inreducing VMT, particularly in compact growth areas.  Investment inlocal buses should be part of the plan.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:35:19No Duplicates.



Comment 81 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanielleLast Name: BlacetEmail Address: dblacet@cmua.orgAffiliation: California Municipal Utilities AssociatiSubject: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please accept the attached comments from CMUA regarding the 2030Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Feel free to contact me at916-326-5800 or dblacet@cmua.org with any questions. Thank you.

Danielle BlacetAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/83-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UjMAdF0+Ag4KPldn.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update-CMUA Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:01:40No Duplicates.



Comment 82 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LeeLast Name: BallanceEmail Address: leeballance@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject: In Support of Carbon TaxComment:First I would like to thank the Air Resources Board for their hardand extremely valuable work in making our state a world leader inclimate change action. 

I would like to encourage the Air Resources Board to take a deepand serious look at the option of a carbon tax (or fee), imposed asfar upstream as possible, as a way to manage fossil fuel emissionsgoing forward. Such a tax spreads the price of carbon throughoutthe economy in the most efficient way possible. It also minimizesthe cost of administration and monitoring. By avoiding offsets theimmediate benefits of reduced emissions, especially air qualitybenefits, are realized by the citizens of CA rather thanelsewhere.

Finally carbon fees or taxes can be easily integrated across statesand nations and can serve as a model for Federal action. The CAlegislature called on the US government to institute such a planearlier this year when it passed AJR 43. Instituting a carbon taxat the State level would add impetus to Federal action.

Thank you for your attention,

Lee C. Ballance MD Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:03:53No Duplicates.



Comment 83 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SarahLast Name: DeslauriersEmail Address: sdeslauriers@carollo.comAffiliation: Carollo EngineersSubject:  CASA Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion DraftComment:The California Association of Sanitation Agencies appreciates theopportunity to comment on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateDiscussion Draft. 

We want to emphasize that the wastewater community hasopportunities to provide cross-sector benefits and to be: 

–Significant renewable energy providers
–Suppliers of a marketable renewable fertilizer/soil amendmentproduct in the form of biosolids
–Suppliers of a low carbon fuel
–Suppliers of a sustainable (drought-proof) water supply
–Environmental stewards of our natural and working lands

All of these can significantly contribute toward each of thescenarios for meeting the 2030 GHG emission reduction target. 

Thank you for your consideration of the attached comments and welook forward to reviewing and commenting on the additional materialin the January Proposed Scoping Plan. Please contact me if you haveany questions at (925) 705-6404 or via email atsdeslauriers@carollo.com. We look forward to working together asproactive partners on our multitude of shared objectives.

Sincerely, 
Sarah A. Deslauriers, P.E.
CASA Climate Change Program Manager 
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/85-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VmdUYF1xUTMFNVV4.pdfOriginal File Name: 12-16-16 CASA Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan_DiscussionDraft_FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:20:07No Duplicates.



Comment 84 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MatthewLast Name: ArmstrongEmail Address: afarensis16@yahoo.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:I thank you for the effort to further California's efforts toensure clean air for our citizens. I am writing to ask that, as youexamine these efforts, you look closely at the potential to pricegreenhouse gas emissions such as carbon dioxide and methane. Plansto price them, whether through a tax or through a revenue-neutralfee, are advocated by most economists as the most efficient andeffective way to reduce greenhouse gas emissions while maintaininga predictable economic environment. 

Thank you. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:44:03No Duplicates.



Comment 85 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BrianLast Name: NowickiEmail Address: bnowicki@biologicaldiversity.orgAffiliation: Center for Biological DiversitySubject: Discussion Draft of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:The Center for Biological Diversity offers the following commentson the Discussion Draft of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update,released for public review on December 2, 2016. The Center verystrongly supports California’s continuing commitment to statewidereductions in greenhouse gas emissions beyond 2020. These commentsfocus on a few specific issues in the Discussion Draft that westrongly recommend that ARB consider more closely before issuing aproposed scoping plan.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/87-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VzQAY1I9ACcBYgJw.pdfOriginal File Name: Center for Biological Diversity Comments on Discussion Draft 12 16 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:58:40No Duplicates.



Comment 86 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RichardLast Name: LyonEmail Address: astinson@cbia.orgAffiliation: California Building Industry AssociationSubject: CBIA Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft - December 16, 2016Comment:Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft attached onbehalf of the California Building Industry Association. 

Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/88-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B2QAaQRoBzkLaFM9.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment Letter - CARB 2030 Scoping Plan - With Attachments - December 16, 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:56:51No Duplicates.



Comment 87 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JLast Name: LangEmail Address: jlang11@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Scoping Plan's Carbon Tax ProgramComment:The discussion on a carbon tax would benefit from a more in-depthanalysis.  To that end, I’ve attached a REMI report: EnvironmentalTax Reform in California: Economic and Climate Impact of a CarbonTax Swap, prepared by Regional Economic Models, Inc. (REMI), March3, 2014.

A carbon fee and dividend program designed for revenue neutralityhas multiple benefits.  A carbon fee is assessed in the energysupply-chain, e.g., at the point of extraction or retail sale, withthe fee being based on the carbon content and associated carbondioxide emissions resulting from combustion of said carbon.  Thefee increases at a fixed amount over time, which provides price/feecertainty for investors as well as incentives and time foradjusting to the increasing cost of carbon emissions.

The revenue from the assessed fee is then paid out to households,resulting in revenue neutrality.  By distributing the same, setdividend to each household, the repressive nature of the fee isoffset.  This method of addressing environmental justice reachesall impacted households in contrast to the current program, whereonly households in the areas covered by the selected environmentaljustice programs benefit directly.

Finally, the REMI report notes that a fee and dividend program “…could mean 300,000 more jobs in the state and an extra $18 billionin annual GDP by 2035, $16 billion more in annual income, and areduction of emissions by 31% from the “no-tax” baseline.” [REMIreport as noted above, p. 2]

Many of the disadvantages noted for a carbon fee also apply to acap-and-trade program.  For example, additional measures arealready included under our cap-and-trade program, yet additionalmeasures are considered a disadvantage of a carbon tax program aslisted in the first presentation of the Scoping Plan Workshop(12/16/16).

A useful source to get more information on a carbon fee anddividend program including ways to address disadvantages isCitizens Climate Lobby: 

https://citizensclimatelobby.org

This group has spent significant amounts of time working throughthe mechanics of a carbon fee and dividend program and may behelpful to the Scoping Plan authors.

Because of the above, a more serious look at a carbon fee anddividend program in California is warranted.  This more detailedanalysis should be included in the scoping plan.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/89-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UiBQM1Y6UGoCKQBj.pdfOriginal File Name: REMI-CA-1.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:02:31No Duplicates.



Comment 88 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: CynthiaLast Name: CoryEmail Address: ccory@cfbf.comAffiliation: CA Farm Bureau FederationSubject: 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:PLEASE FIND OUR COMMENTS ATTACAHEDAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/90-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyQGYwNtVHdXOAZo.pdfOriginal File Name: Scoping plan comments dec2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:10:04No Duplicates.



Comment 89 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Beth Last Name: OlhassoEmail Address: bolhasso@westcoastadvisors.comAffiliation: Subject: AECA CommentsComment:AECA CommentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/91-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VTRdPlMxAzEAWQRn.pdfOriginal File Name: AECA Comments on Scoping Discussion Draft 12_15_16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:08:09No Duplicates.



Comment 90 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KatieLast Name: SullivanEmail Address: sullivan@ieta.orgAffiliation: IETASubject: IETA Comments on 2030 Target SP Discussion DraftComment:Dear Staff,

Attached, please find comments on the 2030 Target Scoping PlanUpdate - Discussion Draft & Workshop. On behalf of IETA, weappreciate this opportunity to share input with Staff.

Best Regards,

Katie Sullivan

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/92-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WjNVNl0oV2UFXFMy.pdfOriginal File Name: IETA ARB Comments_2030 Target SP Discussion Draft_16Dec2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:04:37No Duplicates.



Comment 91 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LynneLast Name: GirdlestoneEmail Address: lynne3095@att.netAffiliation: Subject: Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Nobody said tackling climate change was going to be easy. But ifthe world’s 6th largest economy can knuckle down to some seriouschanges and meet these goals, it will set a standard for the restof the country/world. Things must change drastically for everybodyif we’re going to survive on this planet, but that’s not all bad.Maybe we have been going too fast and too far in the wrongdirection, and now we must use our brains and our resources tocreatively redesign our world – together. Putting a price on carbonnationally would be a huge step and drive investment in renewables– while offering financial relief to households. There areinnumerable ways already on the table to ease the ‘pain’.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:14:46No Duplicates.



Comment 92 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ElyceLast Name: KleinEmail Address: elyceklein@gmail.comAffiliation: Citizens Climate LobbySubject: 2030 Target Draft Scoping PlanComment:December 15, 2016
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
RE: 2030 Target Draft Scoping Plan

Dear CARB and Stakeholders,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the CARB 2030 TargetScoping Plan.

Thank you for CARBs work and for California being a leader onclimate change.

I am writting to request that  CARB undertake a more comprehensiveanalysis and comparison of a carbon tax.

I  believe a carbon tax can be a positive policy alternative forCalifornia because a tax will be 

-A more predictable price on carbon 
-Would cover all emissions economy-wide  
-Will have greater portability to other states and countries
-Will have greater revenue certainty
-Will result in greater equity across all California communities.

Thank you for your consideration and for your great work.

Elyce Klein
Citizens Climate Lobby
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:14:19No Duplicates.



Comment 93 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TedLast Name: ObbardEmail Address: ted.obbard@gmail.comAffiliation: Subject:  Please consider carbon tax Comment:Thank you for your stewardship of California's  stewardship ofCalifornia's continued leadership, nationally and internationally,in reducing greenhouse gases.

As you look to the future, please consider  both major mechanismsfor carbon pricing, namely a carbon tax or a cap and trade system.

 Thank you for your consideration, and for all your good work.

Best,

Ted Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:14:33No Duplicates.



Comment 94 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DeniseLast Name: GrabEmail Address: denise.grab@nyu.eduAffiliation: Institute for Policy Integrity, NYU LawSubject: Policy Integrity Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached comments from the Institute for PolicyIntegrity at New York University School of Law.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/96-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WioCa1Y7BT8AZQV8.pdfOriginal File Name: Policy Integrity_ARB 2030 Scoping Plan Comments Dec 16_FINAL.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:16:03No Duplicates.



Comment 95 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JeanneLast Name: MerrillEmail Address: jmerrill@calclimateag.orgAffiliation: CA Climate & Agriculture Network (CalCANSubject: Bolder Goals, ActionsComment:I write on behalf of the California Climate and Agriculture Network(CalCAN), a coalition of the state’s leading sustainable andorganic agriculture organizations. California agriculture has agreat diversity of climate change solutions to offer, ashighlighted in the Scoping Plan Discussion Draft, and discussedbelow.

Many of these climate solutions not only reduce potent greenhousegas (GHG) emissions and increase carbon sequestration, but alsomake our farms and ranches more resilient to increasing weatherextremes brought on by rising temperatures. We cannot achieve aclimate resilient and smart agriculture without bold goals andactions. We must also provide the resources necessary to achievethose goals: research, education, technical assistance andfinancial incentives to make climate change mitigation andadaptation accessible for our 76,000 farms and ranches. 

The Discussion Draft highlights the urgent need for action, butoffers a tempered vision for agricultural solutions to climatechange—one that we do not think will meet the Governor’s call forbold climate change actions or adequately meet the state’sambitious, but necessary GHG reduction goals. Below we suggest analternative vision that is ambitious, practical and necessary forCalifornia to remain a leader in agricultural production and inclimate change action.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/97-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WygFYFA+BSYAbwNt.docxOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Dis. Draft - CalCAN Comments - 12-16-16 - FINAL.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:02:43No Duplicates.



Comment 96 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: F KentLast Name: LeacockEmail Address: kleacock@proterra.comAffiliation: Subject: Scoping PlanComment:Proterra comments attached in PDF file.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/98-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BXVTJwBuUHdWNQZ0.pdfOriginal File Name: Proterra Comments Scoping Plan 12.15.2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:19:50No Duplicates.



Comment 97 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JuleeLast Name: Malinowski BallEmail Address: julee@ppallc.comAffiliation: Subject: CBEA Comments Re Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update (12/02/2016)Comment:California Biomass Energy Alliance comments re Discussion Draft2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/99-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UDEGclY1BwtVIFc0.pdfOriginal File Name: ARB Scoping Plan Disucssion-CBEA Comments 12-16-2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:31:17No Duplicates.



Comment 98 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AmyLast Name: MmaguEmail Address: amy.mmagu@calchamber.comAffiliation: Subject: Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached commentsAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/100-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-U2FcalVnUDNSCwVx.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion draft - 12-16-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:34:55No Duplicates.



Comment 99 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: David Last Name: FinkEmail Address: dfink@climateresolve.orgAffiliation: Climate ResolveSubject: Comments: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:To Whom it May Concern,

Attached is a joint letter from Climate Resolve and GridAlternatives of Greater Los Angeles regarding the 2030 TargetScoping Plan Draft. Please let us know if you have any questionsand thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. 

Sincerely,

David Fink
Climate Resolve Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/101-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VDdWMQZ1U2IGXwBz.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB Scoping Plan Comments- GA & CR .pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:08:40No Duplicates.



Comment 100 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ToddLast Name: ShumanEmail Address: tshublu@yahoo.comAffiliation: WUMU - Wasteful Unreasonable Methane UprSubject: 203 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:To the CA ARB,

I concur with other comments submitted today (by CRPE and itsallies) that the CA ARB has inadequately analyzed and considered acarbon tax in this CEQA proceeding/CEQA process/CEQA document. 

I too insist that the ARB Board engage in a good faith and reasonedanalysis of the benefits that a carbon tax offers. 

Moreover, I insist that ARB go further and engage in a good faithand reasoned analysis of a broader Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissionstax that would apply to all the GHG emissions that flow from theAgriculture economic sector -- and include GHGs that are notcarbon-based (such as nitrous oxide, N20),as well as GHGs that areboth long-lived (e.g. CO2 and N20) and short-lived (e.g., methane).

The model for this particular unified GHG "Ag" taxation approachwas recently published in "Mitigation potential and global healthimpacts from emissions pricing of food commodities", MarcoSpringmann, Daniel Mason-D’Croz, Sherman Robinson, KeithWiebe, H.Charles J. Godfray, Mike Rayner and Peter Scarborough, NatureClimate Change, 7 NOVEMBER 2016 | DOI: 10.1038/NCLIMATE3155.

I am attaching this recently published study to facilitate ARBdevelopment of a serious GHG-based direct taxation approach as partof an alternative to Cap and Trade. As such, I insist that ARBreview this study and produce a good faith and reasoned analysis ofa "Cap and Tax" alternative to "Cap and Trade" that is informed bythe Springmann et al (2016) study attached. 

I want to emphasize for the record that ARB should include withinthis Cap and Tax alternative all the GHG emissions that areproduced by the Agriculture economic sector in California,especially with reference to the dairy and livestock industries.

(Note: the attached paper has a link to the supplementary materialfor this paper that ARB will want to analyze as well.) 

Through this referencing above, I request that the supplementarymaterial for the Springmann et al. [2016] paper be also consideredas part of the administrative record of this proceeding.

Sincerely,

Todd Shuman, CamarilloAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/102-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WyhTJVwvUGoBaVA3.pdfOriginal File Name: Springmann_nclimate3155.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 14:57:53No Duplicates.



Comment 101 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NathanLast Name: Bengtsson Email Address: NXBZ@pge.comAffiliation: Subject: PG&E Comments on Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Please find PG&E's comments attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/103-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ViZTMlYIUGYBWABj.pdfOriginal File Name: PG&E Comments - Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan 12.2.16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:38:10No Duplicates.



Comment 102 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LylaLast Name: FadaliEmail Address: septarbres@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Subject: scoping planComment:Hi,

I want to thank the California ARB for helping make our state aleader on climate change. I'd like to encourage CARB to look into acarbon tax more thoroughly.  I think it would have a number ofadvantages, like making sure the economy as a whole is coveredwithout having to go crazy with regulations, and making revenuemore predictable.  

Thanks.Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:45:21No Duplicates.



Comment 103 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: NicoleLast Name: VermilionEmail Address: nvermilion@placeworks.comAffiliation: AEP Climate Change CommitteeSubject: AEP Climate Change Committee Comments on the Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:On behalf of the Association of Environmental Professionals (AEP),Climate Change Committee, we appreciate the opportunity to providecomments on the Discussion Draft, 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.This supplements our comments previously provided to CARB on June8, 2016 on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Concept Paper and commentsprovided on November 21,2016 on the November 7, 2016, PublicWorkshop on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update: GHG PolicyScenarios, Natural & Working Lands, and Public Health Analysis. 

AEP is a non-profit organization of California’s environmentalprofessionals. AEP’s Climate Change Committee (Committee) membersare actively involved in supporting California cities and countiesin the evaluation of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impacts for newdevelopment subject to the California Environmental Quality Act(CEQA), preparing communitywide GHG emissions inventories andforecasts and developing and implementing Climate Action Plans(CAPs). 

The update to the Scoping Plan to address the 2030 target in SenateBill 32 (SB 32) and Executive Order B-30-15 is of great interest tothe Committee and our CEQA and climate action planning work withCalifornia cities and counties, especially as it relates to localtarget setting. The Committee supports CARB in its challenging workto establish a working framework for achieving the next milestonein GHG reductions for California. The Committee published two whitepapers in 2015 and 2016 (http://califaep.org/climate-change) thatexamine in detail the challenges for both CEQA practice and localclimate action planning related to post-2020 GHG reduction targets.Many of us are already engage in developing local CAPs that includepost-2020 GHG reduction goals. As a result, we are concerned thatthe proposed policies for local plan level goals extend too farinto local policy decision-making by specifically identifying alocal target for climate action plans. The committee is alsoconcerned that establishing a community-wide goal for 2050 willimmediately shift the focus of CEQA and Climate Action Plan targetsetting to the 2050 goal, for which no clear path is certain forlocal governments and which will result in an ineffective andspeculative focus on 2050 at the expense of the real and urgentnecessity to focus on meeting the ambitious 2030 goal. Moreover,delving into project-level CEQA thresholds is better left to localair districts and counties since they are attuned to local-regionalconstraints. Therefore, our recommendation is to remove the sectionregarding Local Plan-Level GHG Reduction Goals and the sectionregarding Project-Level GHG Reduction Actions and Thresholds fromthe 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/105-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VTRdPgBxBQkHYlU6.pdfOriginal File Name: AEP_Comments_ARB_DD2030TSP.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:32:33No Duplicates.



Comment 104 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SekitaLast Name: GrantEmail Address: sekitag@greenlining.orgAffiliation: The Greenlining InstituteSubject: Greenlining Comments to 2030 SP Discussion DraftComment:Comments attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/106-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-ATNSZFNhVjUBWAZ1.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030 Scoping Plan Comments_Dec 2016_GLI.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:50:54No Duplicates.



Comment 105 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: VincentLast Name: WiraatmadjaEmail Address: vincent@weidemangroup.comAffiliation: BYDSubject: BYD Comments to the Updated Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/107-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B3JcKgRhBTcKeFM2.pdfOriginal File Name: Update to Scoping Plan Comment Letter 12-16-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:53:00No Duplicates.



Comment 106 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kerri Last Name: TimmerEmail Address: ktimmer@sierrabusiness.orgAffiliation: Sierra Business Council Subject: Please see attachedComment:Please see attachedAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/108-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UiFSNgBiVVlWMQBy.pdfOriginal File Name: SBC_ARB_2030ScopingPlanDiscPaperCommentLtr_2016_12_16-2.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:50:38No Duplicates.



Comment 107 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: GoldbergEmail Address: donald@clpproject.orgAffiliation: Climate Law & Policy ProjectSubject: CLPP Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Plan.Comments are attached in PDF format.

Donald M. Goldberg, Executive Director
Climate Law & Policy Project
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/109-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AGMGbFwtU3AAWQJh.pdfOriginal File Name: CLPP comments on Calif ARB 2030 Scoping Plan Dec 16, 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:49:44No Duplicates.



Comment 108 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DevinLast Name: CarrollEmail Address: devinc@sbcglobal.netAffiliation: Citizen's Climate LobbySubject: Carbon fee or taxComment:Thanks for your good work in CARB in making California a leader inreducing the burning of carbon fuels.
I recommend that you seriously consider a carbon fee or tax as abetter alternative than cap and trade.
A steadily rising carbon fee is more predictable than cap andtrade, which is good for business.  It also covers a greater partof the economy and does not favor one kind of business overothers.
Many economists,both liberal and conservative, like the carbon taxover other solutions.
 Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:52:22No Duplicates.



Comment 109 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PaulLast Name: MasonEmail Address: pmason@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Subject: Natural land group commentsComment:Please see attached letter from 5 conservation groups. Thanks.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/112-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B2MHZAdlBAgHMFNh.pdfOriginal File Name: Dec 12 SPU Group letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:00:51No Duplicates.



Comment 110 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HannahLast Name: GoldsmithEmail Address: hannah@caletc.comAffiliation: CalETCSubject: CalETC Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion DraftComment:Please see attached comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/113-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UjRXOFQ7VmQKYAhX.pdfOriginal File Name: Final CalETC Comments Re 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:43:49No Duplicates.



Comment 111 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: MarkLast Name: GagliardiEmail Address: mgagliardi@oaklandnet.com Affiliation: Recyclers Global Warming CouncilSubject: Zero Waste Climate Solution ActionsComment:The Recyclers Global Warming Council (RGWC) of the CaliforniaResource Recovery Association (CRRA) represents interests withinthe CRRA and overall resource recovery industry to address theissue of climate protection through Zero Waste strategies: reduce,reuse, recycling, composting and product stewardship.  The CRRA isthe oldest and one of the largest non-profit organizations in theUnited States dedicated to reducing waste, pollution, andgreenhouse gas (GHG) production through Zero Waste strategies.

RGWC appreciates the opportunity to provide input on the Draft 2030Target Scoping Plan (Plan).  The published draft Plan includes manyworthwhile recommendations, particularly regarding organics. Wewholeheartedly endorse the proposals regarding organics and supportthe ban of 75% of them from landfills, as now required by law inSB1383. The Scoping Plan should now detail how ARB will supportCalRecycle in implementing the SB1383 organic ban, includingsupporting funding for composting and anaerobic digestionfacilities with Cap and Trade funding. 

We also recommend that the Plan include more specific actions suchas:
•	Recycling Market Development – Invest in direct incentives andthe Recycling Market Development Zone program to grow in-statemarkets for recycled materials. Recycled content manufacturingavoids emissions from raw materials extraction, primary processing,transportation, and refining.  Recycling also promotes forestcarbon sequestration, and directly reduces direct manufacturingemissions by displacing virgin materials which require more energyfor processing, and generate more waste.  Re-introducing discardswith intrinsic energy value back into manufacturing processes alsocreates more local jobs by supporting in-state processing andmanufacturing with recycled feedstocks.
•	Local Climate Actions Plans – Increase support for and incentivesto local governments to implement local climate action plans. Localactions complement statewide measures and may be more costeffective and provide more co-benefits than relying exclusively ontop-down statewide regulations to achieve the State’s climatestabilization goals.
•	Limit waste-based energy technologies – Require any feedstocksunder consideration for waste-based energy be addressedindividually, using full life-cycle analyses to compare to sourcereduction, reuse, recycling and composting alternatives. The WasteManagement Sector Plan developed by the ARB and CalRecycleacknowledges that “recycling, composting and anaerobic digestion,and biomass conversion result in even lower GHG emissions” than MSWThermal facilities, since these facilities compete with recycling,composting and anaerobic digestion. Limit any high-temperaturethermal processing technologies to uniform, controlled feedstocksuch as agricultural scrap. Exclude mixed municipal solid waste, asits use only facilitates continued resource depletion byinstitutionalizing waste as an unsustainable “commodity” feedstockfor energy production.  
•	Establish an extended producer responsibility (EPR) framework -Prioritize products with high toxicity, and difficult to reuse,recycle or compost products, particularly high-GHG commodities suchas carpets in EPR frameworks.  EPR programs for those types ofproducts could have significant GHG emissions reduction impact withlow implementation cost for state and local governments and cangive producers a financial incentive to design products that closethe loop by being easy to repair, reuse, recycle and/or compost.


Thank you for considering RGWC’s recommendations.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:59:04No Duplicates.



Comment 112 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ShrayasLast Name: JatkarEmail Address: shrayas@ccair.orgAffiliation: Coalition for Clean AirSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion DraftComment:The Coalition for Clean Air (CCA) supports a 2030 Target ScopingPlan that will ensure California meets its 2030 climate changemitigation goal, while also maximizing opportunities to addresslong-standing environmental injustices in communities faced withhigh levels of pollution and social vulnerabilities to pollution.We believe these outcomes can be best achieved by a suite ofmeasures that prioritize a reduction in greenhouse gas emissionsdirectly at mobile and large stationary sources, and supplementedby an emissions tax system that covers greenhouse gases as well ascriteria air pollutants and toxic air contaminants. We appreciatethat the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft(Discussion Draft) considers several of these issues, andemphasizes the transportation sector which is the largest source ofclimate-disrupting and health-damaging pollution in California.

CCA favors a carbon tax over cap-and-trade as the State’s carbonpricing mechanism, because of concerns that emissions-tradingprograms do not mitigate localized pollution burdens adequately andcould exacerbate pollution hotspots. While we recognize thechallenges involved in designing and implementing an emissions tax,we urge the Air Resources Board (ARB) to make the followingrevisions so that references to a carbon tax in the Proposed 2030Target Scoping Plan (Proposed Plan) present a more accuratedescription of this policy option and a fairer comparison withcap-and-trade. For instance, the Proposed Plan should clearly statethat a carbon tax could generate revenue for climate mitigationprograms and projects just as a potential post-2020 cap-and-tradeprogram would – and likewise, carbon tax revenue could be depositedinto the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund and adhere to state laws (SB535 and AB 1550) regarding equitable climate investments in andbenefiting disadvantaged and low-income communities. The ProposedPlan should also discuss how a cap on emissions, or otherenvironmental integrity mechanisms, could accompany a carbon tax inorder to address the issue of uncertainty in emission reductions.Furthermore, CCA requests ARB to consider in the Proposed Plan thebenefits and challenges associated with expanding a carbon pricingmechanism to include air pollutants. We believe a broad taxproposal that covers both greenhouse gases and air pollutants wouldhelp achieve deep reductions in emissions needed to meet federal,health-based air quality standards and generate revenues forincentive funding at the scale required to transform California’stransportation, industrial, and energy sectors. If cap-and-tradewere to be extended post-2020, CCA would support and strongly urgeARB to institute all of the potential changes to the programmentioned in the Discussion Draft (page 91) so that communitiesliving near large sources of emissions have greater assurances oflower pollution burdens and improved air quality.

The Transportation Sustainability section in the Discussion Draftincludes several important measures that should be pursued. CCAsupports establishing a strong target of 100 percent zero-emissionvehicle (ZEV) sales facilitated by well-designed regulations andcomplementary incentive funding. We have and continue to supportspecific measures identified in the Discussion Draft, such assustained incentives for consumers, dealer incentives, and free orlow-cost electricity that will help to accelerate the sale of ZEVsin California and make ZEV ownership more desirable to consumers.

We also appreciate the attention paid to increasing ZEV penetrationin the medium- and heavy-duty vehicle sector, because of themultiple environmental, public health, social justice, and economicbenefits that would result from a transition to a more sustainablefreight system. Goods movement in California must be addressed moreaggressively due to the severe environmental injustices associatedwith freight transportation, which is projected to growconsiderably in the coming years. CCA recognizes ARB’s efforts toimprove data collection at freight hubs and facilities, andrecommends including a proposal in the Proposed Plan to establishaggressive targets for ZEV penetration in freight vocations in thenear term as more information is available. The interaction betweenon-road vehicles and freight infrastructure is also important toaddress, and the examples provided under the “Sustainable FreightGoals” (page 52) are useful in showing how these elements can bealigned toward a low carbon transportation system. In addition, ARBshould consider expanding the support and assistance available tolocal and regional governments (under “Known Commitments-VibrantCommunities and Landscapes,” page 55) to include planning andimplementation of widespread transportation electrificationinfrastructure – an element likely to be incorporated into theupdated Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Guidelines in January2017.

CCA agrees with the three main “Clean Fuel Goals” listed inDiscussion Draft that are aimed at reducing emissions fromtransportation fuels, and recommends adding Renewable Diesel to thesecond point about development and deployment of low carbon fuels.We also support implementation of the known commitments for cleanerfuels, namely increasing the stringency of the Low Carbon FuelStandard. In addition, CCA strongly urges ARB to begin developmentof the potential new clean fuel measures, and a Low Emission DieselStandard in particular. This measure is urgently needed in order tomake significant progress in the near-term on climate, air quality,and public health, while zero-emission technologies are developedfor the heaviest-duty trucks and equipment types for which azero-emission alternative does not yet exist. Lastly, we recommendbroadening the discussion of cross-sector interactions with respectto transportation fuels to include environmental justice, though weunderstand the emphasis on the consequences for greenhouse gasemissions. To be specific, CCA believes policymakers shouldsafeguard against a concentration of Natural Gas and other fuelingdepots (even if the fuels are low carbon) in disadvantagedcommunities, which would lead to increased truck traffic andattendant problems in areas already facing high cumulativeenvironmental impacts.

As stated in our November 2016 comment letter, CCA is a strongsupporter of the Refinery Measure and other potential new measuresto reduce emissions from the Industrial sector. We supportimplementation of the main strategies described in this section ofthe Discussion Draft that focus on addressing emissions generatedby fuel combustion, such as greater deployment of fuel cells thatare renewably powered and requirements for Best Available RetrofitControl Technology at large stationary sources. Fluorinated gases,or F-gases, are also critically important to control, especiallygiven that this is the fastest-growing greenhouse gas and with anextremely high global warming potential. A regulatory measure,coupled with a sustained incentive program, is needed and should bepursued to replace F-gases in air conditioning and refrigerationsystems across the food processing and transport and buildingsectors of the economy.

Lastly, CCA agrees with and supports the Environmental JusticeAdvisory Committee’s recommendation to begin planning for a justtransition for incumbent workers in fossil fuel industries. Overtime, these workers are likely to face a greater risk ofunemployment due to changes in business operations or reductions inoutput to meet climate and clean air obligations. In addition toissues of fairness and equity, a just transition could yieldenvironmental benefits if incumbent workers’ accumulated knowledgeand skills are leveraged in closely related occupations andindustries that are aligned with a low carbon economy. Californiahas proven that environmental protection and economic growth can becoupled and with great success on both fronts, and now is the timeto ensure this extends to employment and people’s livelihoods.

Sincerely,
Shrayas Jatkar
Policy Associate
Coalition for Clean Air
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:04:31No Duplicates.



Comment 113 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JenniferLast Name: MorrisEmail Address: jenyum@gmail.comAffiliation: Southern California Gas Company Subject: SoCalGas Comments on the 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please find attached SoCalGas and SDG&E's comments on the 2030Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/116-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AnEHYgRiAAwBdAJm.pdfOriginal File Name: SCG_SDGE SPU Discussion Draft 12-16-16_final.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:08:03No Duplicates.



Comment 114 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JuliaLast Name: KimEmail Address: jkim@lgc.orgAffiliation: ARCCASubject: Comments from the Alliance of Regional Collaboratives for Climate AdaptationComment:Dear Chair Nichols and Staff:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the 2030
Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft. Please find attached a
comment letter from the Alliance of Regional Collaboratives for
Climate Adaptation.

We understand that with limited staff capacity at ARB that you are
hoping to receive actionable comments. We welcome the opportunity
to discuss any of our comments in greater detail and to help draft
language for inclusion in the final Scoping Plan.

Sincerely,

Julia Kim
Coordinator for ARCCAAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/117-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UjMGcgBiWWkLbAJd.pdfOriginal File Name: ARCCA Comments - 2030 Scoping Plan Disussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:09:18No Duplicates.



Comment 115 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Francesca Last Name: Wahl Email Address: fwahl@solarcity.comAffiliation: Subject: SCTY Comments - 2030 Target Discussion Draft Dec 16Comment:Please find attached SolarCity's comments on the 2030 TargetScoping Plan Update discussion draft released on Dec.2, 2016. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/118-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UyBRNFUgUnhRCFc0.pdfOriginal File Name: SCTY Comments ARB 2030 Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft 12 16 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:52:00No Duplicates.



Comment 116 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChuckLast Name: MillsEmail Address: cmills@californiareleaf.orgAffiliation: California ReLeafSubject: Comments on Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:Thank you for the opportunity to provide the attached writtencomments from California ReLeaf on the discussion draft for the2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/119-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UDMBZgR3WWgCWwc1.pdfOriginal File Name: CARB 2030 target written comments 12-16-16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:52:11No Duplicates.



Comment 117 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JasonLast Name: RhineEmail Address: jrhine@cacities.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments: Discussion Draft 2030 Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Please see attached comments.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/120-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BnVdOABuVHdWOVQ6.pdfOriginal File Name: Scoping Plan Update Discussion Draft 12 16 16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:12:18No Duplicates.



Comment 118 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: TimothyLast Name: HainesEmail Address: thaines@swc.orgAffiliation: State Water ContractorsSubject: SWC Comments on 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:SWC Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/121-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WyhWJ1IwBwsKf1Mw.pdfOriginal File Name: SWC Scoping Plan Comments12162016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:12:49No Duplicates.



Comment 119 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChristopherLast Name: ValadezEmail Address: cvaladez@cafreshfruit.comAffiliation: Subject: 2030 Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Please see the attached comment from the California Fresh FruitAssociation.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/122-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BTcFM1dlBGcLUlIz.pdfOriginal File Name: 2030 ARB Scoping Plan Comments.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:17:49No Duplicates.



Comment 120 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ClaireLast Name: BroomeEmail Address: cvbroome@gmail.comAffiliation: 350 Bay AreaSubject: Comments on Discussion Draft Dec 16 2016Comment:Comments in attached fileAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/123-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WmldblNiAg4CZ1Q1.docxOriginal File Name: 350 CARB SP comments 12-16-2016.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:18:12No Duplicates.



Comment 121 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ToddLast Name: ShumanEmail Address: tshublu@yahoo.comAffiliation: WUMU - Wasteful Unreasonable Methane UprSubject: 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:To CA ARB

As a supplement to my previously submitted comments, I also wish tosubmit for the record this article by Darien Shanske concerningstate-level Border Tax Adjustments for prospective carbon taxes. 

The legal theory propounded and explored by Shanske addressesdirect carbon tax mechanisms at the state level that wouldalleviate, minimize, and perhaps eliminate altogether, GHG"leakage" concerns. 

This material should be considered in conjunction with thepreviously submitted material in Springmann et al (2016), as CA ARBdevelops a Cap and Tax alternative to Cap and Trade. 

Again, such a Cap and Tax alternative should apply to theAgricultural economic sector and should address frequently-voicedconcerns about GHG "leakage" that might occur if high-GHG-pollutingindustries (and the direct consumers of theses industries'commodities) are required in the future to "internalize" the socialand environmental costs of commodity production that are currentlybeing "externalized" to the broader society and environment. Iwould argue that Shanske provides the legal map for instituting,implementing, enforcing, and collecting state-level carbon taxes ina manner that will minimize GHG "leakage" in the future.

Sincerely,

Todd Shuman, CamarilloAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/124-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AHNQPlQ0BThRJAFq.pdfOriginal File Name: Shanske BTA Carbon Tax.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:03:26No Duplicates.



Comment 122 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: LindaLast Name: RudolphEmail Address: linda.rudolph@phi.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:The Public Health Institute's Center for Climate Change and Healthis pleased to submit the attached comments on the 2030 targetscoping plan discussion draft. Thank you.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/125-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AmEFZlE+UXZXNAR2.docxOriginal File Name: Center Climate Change Health December Scoping Plan Comments.docx Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:27:45No Duplicates.



Comment 123 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ClareLast Name: BreidenichEmail Address: cbreidenich@aciem.usAffiliation: Western Power Trading ForumSubject: Comments on Discussion Draft Scoping PlanComment:Please find attached.
Thank you,
Clare Breidenich
Western Power Trading ForumAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/126-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-V2YGMlR4AmAFNVd6.pdfOriginal File Name: 12-16-16 WPTF to CARB on Scoping Plan Discussion Draft .pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:29:37No Duplicates.



Comment 124 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KevinLast Name: TownsendEmail Address: ktownsend@bluesource.comAffiliation: Blue SourceSubject: AB 197 & Cap and Trade with OffsetsComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  Please see the attachedletter.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/127-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UDNSOwRoAjwBYlM9.pdfOriginal File Name: Comment Letter_Blue Source_121616.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:29:02No Duplicates.



Comment 125 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: PeterLast Name: ImhofEmail Address: pimhof@sbcag.orgAffiliation: SBCAGSubject: SBCAG Comments on Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:Please see SBCAG's comments on the draft 2030 Target Scoping Plan,attached.

Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/128-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UmAHMVJiWTwAKwc2.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016-12 SBCAG Staff Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:29:07No Duplicates.



Comment 126 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Abigail Last Name: RamirezEmail Address: aramirez@leadershipcounsel.orgAffiliation: LCJASubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Comment letter attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/129-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-BWNTPFc4AjBWPAil.pdfOriginal File Name: Final­­_2030 Target Scoping Plan (Discussion Draft) Comment Letter.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:20:55No Duplicates.



Comment 127 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ChanellLast Name: FletcherEmail Address: chanell@climateplanca.orgAffiliation: ClimatePlanSubject: ClimatePlan comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:ClimatePlan is a network of over 50 partners committed to improvingland use and transportation planning. I have attached our comments,please follow up if there are any questions. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/130-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VTMGaVwzAzFROwFe.pdfOriginal File Name: Final Comment Letter discussion draft 2030 scoping plan 12_16.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:33:51No Duplicates.



Comment 128 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: KellyLast Name: McBeeEmail Address: KellyM@acwa.comAffiliation: Association of California Water AgenciesSubject: ACWA's Comments on the Discussion Draft of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateComment:Please see the attached letter on behalf of the Association ofCalifornia Water Agencies regarding the Discussion Draft of the2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/131-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VDVRNAN1VWdRCABj.pdfOriginal File Name: ACWA Comments on Discussion Draft of 2030 Target Scoping Plan Update.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:19:38No Duplicates.



Comment 129 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: McBrideEmail Address: barbara.mcbride@calpine.comAffiliation: Calpine CorporationSubject: Calpine Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion PlanComment:Please find attached the comments of Calpine Corporation on the2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.  Thank you for the opportunityto submit these comments.  Please contact Barbara McBride orKassandra Gough at 925.557.2238 or 916.491.3366, respectively, withany questions.  Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/132-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UjFQN1A9UXIHaAdp.pdfOriginal File Name: Calpine Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:33:45No Duplicates.



Comment 130 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BobLast Name: HitchnerEmail Address: bob@nexusewater.comAffiliation: Nexus eWater Inc.Subject: On achieving water-related GHG emissions reductionsComment:
I am writing to comment on the Discussion Draft for the 2030 TargetScoping Plan with respect to water-related use of energy forpumping, conveying, treating and heating water.

Nexus eWater is a San Diego-based company that manufacturesresidential-scale solutions to recover and reuse valuable resourcesthat are in the “grey water” discharge that leaves every home – thewater itself, and the energy that is in the water.  Ours is anemerging technology category that can play a positive role in theachievement of the goal of significant Greenhouse Gas Emissionsreduction.  However, it is critical that the Plan be able to adaptto challenges that are sometimes presented by new technologies.

I would like to emphasize two points that are illustratedparticularly in the water-related use of energy:

1.	Conservation, efficiency and recycling are the shortest paths tocutting GHG emissions, not to mention directly engaging allCalifornians in the achievement of these goals.

2.	The Plan must be open to switching between fuels, and toswitching from one technology to another, if that results insystem-wide reductions in energy and GHG emissions.  In particular,I am referring to two technological paradigms:  Electric vs. gaswater heating; and distributed (on-site) vs. centralized waterrecycling.

Water-related Greenhouse Gas Emissions – the Impact of Conservationand Onsite Water Reuse


The Scoping Plan correctly identifies the water sector as a majoruser of energy, and thus a major source of greenhouse gasemissions.  The Discussion Draft notes that 10% of the State’senergy use is associated with water-related end uses, and water andwastewater systems account for an additional 2% of energy use (page76).

The energy-intensity of water can be addressed at many differentpoints in the long water supply, process and treatment chain.  Themost effective way to reduce the GHG impact of water use (page 77)-- bar none -- is to reduce water use.  This, of course, is thewell-worn concept of conservation or efficiency. 

The second most effective way to reduce the GHG impact of water isto switch our reliance from high-energy sources of water tolocally-sourced water.  The best example of this is the use ofon-site sources of water such as grey water and rainwater as areplacement for potable water (for appropriate uses).  Generally,this Is known as on-site water reuse.
In order to achieve the GHG emissions goals of the scoping planwith respect to water, we need our policies to appropriatelyprioritize water conservation, water efficiency, and water reuse inour policy portfolio.  Without an appropriate policy mix, we willinstead be forced, over time, to move to more energy-intensivesources of water such as desalination or centralized wastewatertreatment for potable reuse.

Fortunately, in California we have already begun to move towardmore on-site water reuse.  Jurisdictions such as the City andCounty of San Francisco, the City of Los Angeles, and the servicearea of the Santa Clara Valley Water District have policies, ordraft policies, which will encourage more and more residential andcommercial buildings to make more effective reuse of grey water andrain water in the future.  

On-site sources of water can be used in California for landscapeirrigation and toilet flushing, which are two of our largestresidential uses of water.  When homeowners are reusing their ownwater, they become more closely engaged with the process ofproducing and using water, rather than simply “consuming” water.  Acitizenry that is engaged in the process of conserving, using itefficiently, and recycling it for their own reuse is a citizenrythat better understands and appreciates our climate policies andgoals.

Building-Level vs. System-wide Efficiency – Addressing PerversePolicy Incentives when Technologies Change

Each scenario presented in the Discussion Draft reflects theState’s known commitment to double building-level energy efficiencyby the year 2030, as required under AB 350 (see page 41).  Onemeans to do so is the replacement of inefficient space heating andwater heating appliances with more efficient appliances, such aselectric heat pumps.   A number of participants in the reviewprocess have called for ending the use of fossil fuels in buildingson the pathway to achieving our GHG emissions reduction goals.

On-site water reuse is an example of an emerging solution that cansimultaneously contribute to the doubling of energy efficiency ofthe broader system, but not necessarily at the level of theindividual building.  It is obvious to see how it can contribute tothis goal when the embedded energy in a home’s grey water isharvested and reused on site, which is already possible but not yetcommon.  It is less obvious when on-site water treatment results ina new appliance power demand that currently is handled off-site ata centralized facility. Even if the net energy use is lower totreat and move water around at the building level than it is at acentralized treatment facility, it is not uncommon for policy-basedcalculators to create perverse incentives that may result in lessefficient outcomes at the system level.  This should not be allowedto happen. 


As was the case of rooftop solar, on-site water reuse solutionshave the potential to transform a portion of water treatment from acentralized to a distributed solution.  When this can happen, weneed our policies to adapt to the technological change and notcreate perverse incentives that may perpetuate less efficientpre-existing technologies.



The potential water and energy impact of on-site solutions forwater is nothing short of transformational, and can have just agreat an impact as the move from a centralized to the distributedpower grid.  

Let us make certain that the Scoping Plan has the flexibility toanticipate, adapt to, and encourage such technologicaltransformation that may be critical to our achievement of the goalsof the plan – the 40% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions by theyear 2030.

Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:35:58No Duplicates.



Comment 131 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: AbbyLast Name: HalperinEmail Address: ahalperin@pacificforest.orgAffiliation: Pacific Forest TrustSubject: Pacific Forest Trust Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Please find our comments attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/134-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-USFXMABiWWMHZwdu.pdfOriginal File Name: Pacific Forest Trust Comments on SPU Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:04:14No Duplicates.



Comment 132 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Carol B.Last Name: VeseckyEmail Address: cbvesecky@gmail.comAffiliation: Citizens Climate LobbySubject: Recommendation to study and analyze carbon fee and dividend Comment:Dear California Air Resources Board members,

As a California resident and a member of the Citizens' ClimateLobby, I deeply appreciate your work to strengthen our greatstate’s role in controlling the emissions that cause global climatechange,

I am writing now to recommend that CARB make efforts to study andanalyze the results of a carbon tax, in particular “carbon fee anddividend,” in comparison with the current cap-and-trade system.

It is my hope that a carbon tax would be simple to introduce andmanage, and help to limit the use of fossil-fuel carbon throughoutthe economy. It would also provide a consistent revenue stream,while offering the possibility of replication in other states andcountries.

Thank you for all you do to ensure a livable future for us all,

Carol B. Vesecky
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:35:39No Duplicates.



Comment 133 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: WilliamLast Name: WesterfieldEmail Address: william.westerfield@smud.orgAffiliation: Sacramento Municipal Utility DistrictSubject: SMUD's Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan DiscussionComment:SMUD's Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan DiscussionAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/136-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-Am4GZQZgBQkGMgY2.pdfOriginal File Name: LEG 2016-1038 SMUD Comments on Discussion Draft 2030 Scoping Plan Update12162016f.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:40:37No Duplicates.



Comment 134 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SusieLast Name: berlinEmail Address: berlin@susieberlinlaw.comAffiliation: Northern California Power Agency (NCPA)Subject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Attached please find the Northern California Power Agency (NCPA)comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/137-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WjRcOQNyAzEBWAFi.pdfOriginal File Name: NCPA comments re 12-2-16 Scoping Plan Discussion Document (final 12-16-16).pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:41:43No Duplicates.



Comment 135 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Adam Last Name: SmithEmail Address: adam.smith@sce.comAffiliation: Southern California EdisonSubject: SCE Comments on the Discussion DraftComment:Please find comments from Southern California Edison on theDiscussion Draft. 

All the best,
Adam R. Smith
Program Manager, Climate Policy
Southern California Edison Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/138-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VyRVI1YiU19WPAht.pdfOriginal File Name: SPU Letter- Discussion Draft.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:42:54No Duplicates.



Comment 136 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: HarveyLast Name: EderEmail Address: harveyederpspc@yahoo.comAffiliation: Public Solar Power CoalitionSubject: ITSC Immediate Total Solar Conversion of Ca et al by HE/PSPCfor 2030 Ca Scoping Plan PaperComment:Dec 16,2016 these comments are for me he harvey eder ffor myselfand for PSPC as Ex, Dir,...........we must have Immediate 
Total Solar Conversiom of CA. basede on the 2014 paper by Jacobson
et al and Dellucci form Stanford and UC 
Berkley on converting Ca asap as Expediently as Practiable whichmeans like converting our and the us ecdonomey to convert the wldto solar renewables at once  this also incorporates by redfernceall past state fed and int proceedings commented on eytc includingNov 7 ,2016 comments etc.

More time isneeded for comments
Ca will ber 60 percent or more ccas in a few urs. we needeimmediate distribute4d solar pv cca and other publicv power and evs10 million for low and middle income cas by 2023 with privatepublic jv with gm amd y tesla and pther ex mfgs PAS  PSPC isworking on this this must be installed within the next 3 to 5 yrswith battery storage just back from thw 2nd storage GTM s.f.  andthere has been  as 30% decrease over the last 6 months witj 50percent more espected inthe next 3 yrs

Notice this and all cosuments submitt4ed are copy righted c  thisis circuled and app copyright etcd innovation law is taken allrights revercved including reporduction..
thnis included EJ including the prrrrrivate ca  pemsion syste, andor others etc for solar equity these syste,s will be using theFedera; tax syste, foooooo from  apx 30 to 50 percemt plus will bepaid by the federal gov by the tax credits and excellaarateddepreciation etc.Communbity solar and shared solar will br usedwith seasonal storage like Drakes Landing in Canada using seasonalstorage that is cost efficitive as all solar has beccomesepecoallyy with record low interest rates 30 or 40 yyeqars age wehad record high interest rates prome ins1980 was 20 per cent.. forjeppers swake... with the over 300ppm  co2e today form ch4methane.
Ypure plan is a fossel fuel plan an natural gas and iol plan and ajs just as noxious biomas methane and other biomass 
ITSC eil will have short term and long terrm seasonal or multilplyyr storage etf for chc solar district heating and cooling
  Nevfer forget there are different tyupes of quality of energytypesand systems and e solar electricity are hogh quality youcncnarun your cim[uter or your ev on it while heating and sime cookingare low quallity energy especially solar heatingf etc
the 8 on the parhway to sunshot by doe seto if 89 pwexwnt at there2020 goaaaaaaals of 6 cents oer kwh  (dMNUT MY Hnds aRE FEDEE UPFROM SURGERY IN MY HANDS RELATED TO MY COMPENSWABLE MCONSEQIENCEINJKURY CIMP IN 1978 ON THE aLASKA IO OIL PIPELINE in salaska etcand i cant type well and trhe suckersww hurt as dies by bacjnecccck legs and arrrrrms etc  from ffallin atound the pipe...

the air pollution dists must be used to implement ITSC vid tjeorair plans like we are doing in  scaq,d and the day area dist andsna juaquin
omsteD LIKE U WE ARE CINSUKTING WUTH THE 
cITY IF 
SANTA mONICA  rent control board where 40 per cent of the ppeopleare low income less tythan 20k per yr and 40 ;er cent make over199k  amd therest make inbetween we need solar equity with theprice of solar down now there is the oportunity to maaaake solarequity wealth as well as production with ai and ribits etc at thesolar power cafillitites ..
8 de dce sunshot reppppports incliuding solar financing and healthbhenefits as well as utility interface and pv and csp solarmanufacturing businessiooopportunitys  etcl

SCD it looking for 10 to 15 billion dollars in the next 15 yrs orless to bri8ng natural gas trcuks etc in the dist
besdies  ucccccc unc by ref  jACBSOL ERT ALL AND BWESIDES THE jUBEW2014 #N34GY jURNAL CONVERTINE TO SOLAR RENEWABLES 80 TP 85 PER CENTBY 2203 AND 100 PER CENT BY 2050 ORMUCH SOONER WE  HAVE 2100NUMBERS NW AND MUST ACT  WHAT IS THE  TERNIN ADICEMIA PUBLISH ORPARISH.... THUS US AN EXISWESTENTIAL THREAT 
TAKE ACTION LIKE IT IS//IN AL IN COMP LAW AND CA THESE IS ACOMP[emsable consequence....etc;
theses 7.8 900 [[m co3e now act like this is truw. carb cec airdiwstsw  state and federal epa must usef the best sience and gwpfor ment methane of 84 or 86 and 2013 ar5 facts and noit the lafcetc 129 dollars pertom cose etc  va a 21 or 25 etc multiplier forch3
law reqireds best science and bs best science is best evidence...


with my our experience with these commentsystems its best to 86 nowor rick loosing like by being purged in the p[past.,, etc/

he


CC







eAttachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 15:59:22No Duplicates.



Comment 137 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: GregLast Name: NordEmail Address: GNord@octa.netAffiliation: OCTASubject: Inadequate notification of releaseComment:Thank you for providing a discussion draft of the 2030 TargetScoping Plan and hosting the associated workshop on December 16,2016.  However, OCTA and many of our partner agencies were unawareof the December 2nd release of the discussion draft.  As a result,there was inadequate time to review and prepare a complete set ofcomments prior to the December 16th deadline.  An extension of thecomment period would be appreciated.  Additionally, the AirResources Board should ensure that future draft releases of theScoping Plan utilize a more thorough notification process, toensure that all stakeholders are properly informed. We look forwardto future opportunities to collaborate with the Air Resources Boardon the development of the 2030 Target Scoping Plan. Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:30:59No Duplicates.



Comment 138 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Kendra Last Name: DaijogoEmail Address: Kendra_Daijogo@GualcoGroup.comAffiliation: Subject: CA Council for Environmental and Economic BalanceComment:Comments submitted on behalf of the California Council forEnvironmental and Economic Balance ("CCEEB").Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/142-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UzAAZV05V2EHYwBf.pdfOriginal File Name: CCEEB Scoping Plan Final Comments December 16 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:46:29No Duplicates.



Comment 139 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: SteveLast Name: SmithEmail Address: ssmith@sanbag.ca.govAffiliation: San Bernardino Associated GovernmentsSubject: Comments on the Discussion Draft 2030 Scoping PlanComment:Comments on the Discussion Draft 2030 ARB Scoping Plan Update  
Steve Smith, Director of Planning, San Bernardino AssociatedGovernments
ssmith@sanbag.ca.gov
December 16, 2016

San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) appreciates theopportunity to provide comments on the December 2, 2016 discussiondraft of the California Air Resources Board (ARB) 2030 TargetScoping Plan Update.   SANBAG is the County TransportationCommission and the Council of Governments for San BernardinoCounty, serving 24 cities and the County of San Bernardino.  Wewere the lead agency on the Regional Greenhouse Gas Inventory andReduction Plan and accompanying Environmental Impact Report for SanBernardino County, prepared in 2014. A number of cities in theCounty prepared local Climate Action Plans (CAPs) based on thiswork, focusing on 2020 goals and tiering from the regional EIR fortheir environmental clearance.  We understand the structure,benefits, and challenges of GHG reduction planning at the locallevel.  Our comments focus on three primary topics:

•	Climate Action with Local Permitting (pages 102 through 105)
•	Transportation Sustainability (pages 48-56), and 
•	Funding (general)

Climate Action with Local Permitting

On page 104, the Discussion Draft makes the following statement:

“The recommended local government goals of six metric tons CO2e percapita
by 2030 and no more than two metric tons CO2e per capita by 2050are intended to provide consistency with the 2030 Target ScopingPlan and the State’s long term goals. Knowing that the per capitaemissions goals may not be appropriate in some jurisdictions, massemissions and service population emissions are also important todiscuss. Per the community protocol, a local government shouldfocus on those emissions that the jurisdiction controls, whiledisclosing emissions within its geographical boundary but for whichthe local government does not have regulatory authority.”

To date, our Regional GHG Reduction Plan and the targets in ourjurisdictions’ CAPs have been based on percentage reduction of GHGsfrom a baseline.  Even SB 32 is based on a percentage reduction ofGHGs from 1990 levels.  A fixed goal of six metric tons of CO2e percapita is unworkable, as it fails to take into consideration thebaseline characteristics of the climate and other characteristicsof individual jurisdictions.  Home energy consumption, for example,tends to be lower in coastal communities and higher in the inlandareas and deserts.  

Residents of California have many reasons for living where they do,and one of the major factors is affordability.  Median home pricesin San Bernardino County are half of the median price in LosAngeles County and one third of the median price in Orange County. Many inland residents may prefer to live closer to the coast, witha more temperate climate, but cannot afford to do so.  Further, SanBernardino County has one of the largest concentrations ofdisadvantaged communities in the State.  Imposing the same fixedgoal on an inland city as for a coastal city would unfairly burdenthe inland communities, and it is likely that the 6 metric ton goalwould be unattainable by 2030 for most inland locations.  In thespirit of the “ambitious but achievable” language of AB 32, we urgethe language of the Scoping Plan to be modified to express otherspecific options, such as percent reductions, not an impliedabsolute target.  

Further, we believe that the choice of CAP targets should be madeat the local level and not at the state level.   Aone-size-fits-all target would be inappropriate andcounterproductive. We recognize that the CAP targets should berelated to the 2030 reduction target in SB 32, but the approachshould ultimately be left up to the responsible local agency.  Thishas worked well for the original 2020 target, and the conceptshould be carried forward to 2030.  

We also appreciate the mention of tiering as a CEQA tool, as thisis a means to see achievement of GHG reduction goals moreholistically, with greater flexibility at a project level.  Havinga project-by-project view, for either development projects ortransportation projects, is an inefficient and restrictive means toaccomplish either GHG reduction or VMT reduction goals.  A tieredapproach can also promote regional goals and policies moreeffectively.

Transportation Sustainability

The last paragraph on page 50 begins with the statement:

“While the majority of the GHG reductions from the transportationsector in this Discussion Draft will come from technologies and lowcarbon fuels, a reduction in the growth of VMT is also needed.” 

We agree with this general assessment.  However, ARB should notunder-estimate the challenges nor over-estimate the potential GHGreduction benefits of VMT-related strategies.  SANBAG has been atthe front lines of VMT-reduction initiatives for a number of years,through the promotion and funding of ridesharing programs, transitservice improvements, collaborative land use planning with localjurisdictions and regional agencies, and active transportationplanning and implementation.  

We are now investing in high-capacity transit systems at a levelunprecedented for San Bernardino County, with over $600 millionbeing committed to capital improvements (i.e. excluding operations)for passenger rail and bus rapid transit systems over the 10-yearperiod beginning in 2014.  We have been actively pursuing with theSouth Coast Air Quality Management District the opportunity toimplement zero emission light rail service for our nine-mileRedlands Passenger Rail Project, currently in design, and plannedfor operation in 2020.  Even with these major investments andaggressive policies supporting transit oriented development (TOD),it is a stark reality that significant reductions in VMT (or atleast slowing the growth in VMT) will come very slowly.  

To illustrate this point, the California population grew by almosttwo thirds between 1980 and today.  Over the same period, VMT hasessentially doubled, with a slight dip during the Great Recession.At the same time, Corporate Average Fuel Economy for light dutyvehicles has increased significantly, by about 45% since 1980. This illustrates the power of technology to temper the impact ofpopulation growth.  

Much like the dramatic advancements that have been made inreduction of criteria pollutants, we believe technology is also theprimary path to GHG reduction.  Freedom of travel, a world-classgoods movement network, and associated economic growth is what hasenabled these technological investments to occur in cleaning up theair.  The state should be cautious not to apply policies thatrestrict travel in a way that would set back the economy.  Thiswould limit the generation of capital needed to fund the buildingenergy upgrades, efficiency measures, and penetration of zero andnear-zero emission vehicles that will ultimately drive thereduction in GHGs.  The more successful we are at reducing thevehicle-based GHG output, the less important VMT reduction becomesfrom a GHG perspective.  

We also appreciate the acknowledgement on page 49 of the importanceof freight.  This relates to our comments immediately above.  Forexample, a number of improvements need to be made to our freewaysystem to address current freight bottlenecks.  Future statepolicy, related to SB 743 or otherwise, should not make it moredifficult to deliver these projects, which are vitally needed tosupport our logistics-based economy.

Funding

We also appreciate the acknowledgement on page 24 that:

“California’s strategic vision for achieving at least a 40 percentreduction in GHG emissions by 2030 is based on the principle thateconomic prosperity and environmental sustainability can beachieved together.” 

We believe this is possible, but the state needs to be wary ofpossible unintended consequences of its actions.  We have alludedabove to the care that will be needed in how VMT reductionstrategies are applied, particularly with respect to maintainingefficient freight flows within and through our region.  About athird of San Bernardino County jobs are tied to the logisticseconomy.  This is particularly important given the substantialpresence of disadvantaged communities, for whom logistics industryemployment is an important gateway to the middle class. 

That said, the costs of achieving the SB 32 GHG reduction goalswill be extraordinary.  Just the ARB Mobile Source Strategy andState Implementation Plan (SIP) Strategy show costs in the tens ofbillions of dollars by 2031.  In pursuing these goals, we need tobe aware that the businesses needed to fund the technologicalimprovements should not be put in a position of having to choosebetween growing their business in California versus moving to orgrowing in places where costs will be lower, just so that they areable to stay competitive in the global economy.  Leakage ofbusiness activity to other states would be an unfortunate resultand would ultimately undermine our ability to generate the capitalneeded for the technologies to reach these goals, as statedearlier.  In other words, we should be careful not to get too farahead of the GHG reduction progress in the U.S. overall.  AlthoughCalifornia is the largest state in the Union, we cannot do thisalone.  The federal government should also be player in providingincentive funding, rather than the full burden falling onCalifornia alone.   

Again, we appreciate the opportunity to comment and look forward tothe receipt of the full draft in January 2017.
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/143-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-WygHYgNtByQKZVM9.pdfOriginal File Name: ScopingPlanCommentsSANBAG20161216_Clean.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:44:24No Duplicates.



Comment 140 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RyanLast Name: SchuchardEmail Address: rschuchard@calstart.orgAffiliation: CALSTARTSubject: Scoping Plan CommentsComment:Dear ARB Staff,

Thank you for this opportunity to provide input on the ScopingPlan. Our comments are attached.

Warmly,
Ryan
Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/144-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AGNTNFwxBCRQIgRl.pdfOriginal File Name: CALSTART Comments on ARB Scoping Plan for December 16, 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:51:23No Duplicates.



Comment 141 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ErikLast Name: WhiteEmail Address: ecwhite@placer.ca.govAffiliation: Placer County Air Pollution Control DistSubject: Comments-Target Scoping Plan Update 2030 Discussion DraftComment:Comments Target Scoping Plan Update 2030Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/145-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UzVRPlE+BzVWPFMM.pdfOriginal File Name: FINAL Comments Target Scoping Plan Update 2030 Dec 2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:18:02No Duplicates.



Comment 142 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RachaelLast Name: O'BrienEmail Address: rachael@agcouncil.orgAffiliation: Agricultural Council of CaliforniaSubject: 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft CommentsComment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/146-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AWBSM1QKU2MCawl8.pdfOriginal File Name: Ag Council 2030 Scoping Plan Discussion Draft Comments .pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:55:06No Duplicates.



Comment 143 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BrentLast Name: NewellEmail Address: bnewell@crpe-ej.orgAffiliation: Center on Race, Poverty & the EnvironmenSubject: Comments on 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion DraftComment:Comments by environmental justice and public health groups on theDiscussion DraftAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/147-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UGJVYwMzUTRSegEw.pdfOriginal File Name: 2016.12.16 scoping plan comments FINAL Exhibits.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:53:09No Duplicates.



Comment 144 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: BarbaraLast Name: HayaEmail Address: bhaya@berkeley.eduAffiliation: University of California, BerkeleySubject: Scoping Plan comments supporting a smaller carbon offset programComment:Please find comments attached. Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/148-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-UGEGNlV5AmBQZAYr.pdfOriginal File Name: 16-12-16 Scoping Plan comments-Haya.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:58:39No Duplicates.



Comment 145 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DarrellLast Name: ClarkeEmail Address: darrell@dclarke.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on Discussion Draft 2030 Target Scoping PlanComment:I commend this process and the progress so far! In theTransportation section (beginning on page 50):

1. I strongly support the “goal of achieving 100 percent ZEV salesin the light-duty vehicle sector.” (page 50) I would explicitly addto fulfill the critical infrastructure of multi-family-buildinghome charging, ideally via an easy process of one-stop shopping tobuy an EV bundled with charger installation.

2. I would explicitly call for railroad electrification inCalifornia to “improve freight efficiency and infrastructuredevelopment, and shift demand to alternate, low-carbon modes” (page50).
 
3. I agree that “VMT reductions are necessary to achieve the 2030target and must be part of any strategy evaluated in this plan. ...There is a gap between what SB 375 can provide and what is neededto meet the State’s 2030 and 2050 goals.” (page 50) I would add toexplicitly promote incentives to drive less that divert trips tobiking, walking, transit, and car-pooling, and reform parkingrequirements and pricing. I would especially focus on facilitatingcarpooling, both workplace-based and informally by smart phone,where transit alternatives are not good or trips are too long to bereasonable for transit or biking.

4. “Complete the pilot road usage charge program pursuant to SB1077 and evaluate deployment of a statewide program” (page 54)overlooks that the road charge program loses the current gasolinetax’s superior proportionality to fossil fuel consumption and GHGemissions.

5. Finally I would add emphasis on creating inviting good-qualityTransit Oriented Districts.
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:46:49No Duplicates.



Comment 146 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JodyLast Name: StraitEmail Address: jstrait@berkeley.eduAffiliation: Subject: A Price on CarbonComment:Dear CARB,

I would like to thank you all for your work on reducingCalifornia’s reliance on big oil and coal. Going forward, I requestthat CARB undertake a more comprehensive analysis and comparison ofa carbon tax. I believe a carbon tax can be a positive policyalternative for California by providing a more predictable price oncarbon, economy-wide emissions coverage, greater portability toother states and countries, greater revenue certainty and greaterequity across all California communities. 

Thank you again for your continued dedication and for your precioustime.

Best regards,

Jody Strait
Waterford, CA
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:53:13No Duplicates.



Comment 147 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: JanLast Name: DietrickEmail Address: bugnet@rinconvitova.comAffiliation: President, Rincon-Vitova Insectaries, InSubject: Comments on 2030 Climate Policy Scoping from small insectary business perspectiveComment:We are a small business of $1.2 million sales in biological inputsfor agriculture. We are the oldest business of our kind in NorthAmerica since 1960. We are the 2016 recipient of the GlobalRegenerative Business Prize which essentially recognizes the degreeto which we were founded on and maintain a view of essence withinthe biggest, most complex picture of society and the natural worldthat guides us to help our customers achieve their fullestpotential. We have reduced our fossil fuel use by approximately 75%in the past decade. 

We invest increasing time doing advocacy for strong effectiveclimate policy, because what difference will our hard work to cutemissions make if others are allowed to continue with business asusual polluting. We are Health Ambassadors for Physicians forSocial Responsibility-LA and believe you should be listening totheir leadership for environmental justice. 

But in terms of our business goals, your agency is frankly thenodal point for our company to achieve its highest aspirations. Youmust require the same of all businesses of all sizes, no matterwhat! All businesses and all residents need emissions reductiongoals and targets as well as more encouragement and recognition ofsmall businesses that are striving to be part of climate changesolutions. 

Our company did the fieldwork for a study 20 years ago funded bythe California Energy Commission that showed that the biggestenergy savings in the transition of a farm from conventional toorganic was in the pest management sector, mainly in being able toreduce the number of tractor passes. That knowledge has sat on theshelf for two decades! It is time for climate policy to recognizethe potential contribution of biological row crop agriculture, notjust grazing land and forests. The point is that an abundance ofknowledge exists for farms to reduce their fossil fuel use as wellas sequester CO2. What is needed is the economic incentive.  

The best way to support all small businesses and farms totransition away from fossil fuels through sound biologically basedpractices like carbon farming is via a comprehensive market-drivenstate policy, such as a simple straight-forward predictablegradually and steadily increasing carbon tax. Because emissions areincreasing and we are running out of time, the goal must be atleast $100 per ton of CO2 equivalent by 2025. 

Besides carbon dioxide emissions reduction and widespreadsequestration incentives, California also has an urgent role toplay in enacting strong and necessary reductions policy formethane, especially from livestock. California has the biggestmethane hotspot in North America. The urgency of acceleratedimpacts from methane requires a minimum goal of 50 percentreduction in enteric emissions by 2025. A methane fee or tax mustbe based on its true social cost using the 20 year interval methaneGTP. Your agency must stop ignoring the current scientific data oncalculating the social cost of methane and start getting tough onemissions.

California must neither compromise on climate policy nor make themodel you create appear unnecessarily complicated. Simple policiesare going to spread to other states and nations faster. We can useour prosperity and capacity best on the world stage by modelingsimple, market-based, transparent, comprehensive carbon dioxide andmethane pricing mechanisms.

Thank you for this opportunity.

Jan Dietrick, MPH, President
Ron Whitehurst, PCA, Secretary
Rincon-Vitova Insectaries, Inc
108 Orchard Dr
Ventura, CA 93001
Attachment: Original File Name:  Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:52:42No Duplicates.



Comment 148 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DanielLast Name: KammenEmail Address: kammen@berkeley.eduAffiliation: Univ. of California, BerkeleySubject: draft commentsComment:We send this comments hoping to arrange a sit-down discussion or torefine and clarify them as needed.

Regards

DanAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/152-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-AWsAc1A8AiEGc1Qg.pdfOriginal File Name: Jumpstarting Californias Low Carbon Future-Dec16-2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-16 16:59:11No Duplicates.



Comment 149 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Amy Dryden Last Name: Dryden Email Address: amy@builditgreen.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Update, December 2, 2016Comment:RE: Comments on 2030 Scoping Plan Update, December 2, 2016

Energy Efficiency: As mentioned in the plan cleaner and moreefficient technologies, new polices an incentives that betterrecognize and reward innovation and prioritize low carboninvestments. As mentioned SB 375 is one of the ways to addresshousing and transportation needs and provide climate benefits.  AB32 Scoping plan can expand this effort by assessing and addressingthe energy-related and non-energy benefits of accelerating energyefficiency efforts in existing homes, where much of California'sGHG emissions come from.  Without some careful analysis andconsideration of this opportunity, stakeholders and the public ingeneral cannot evaluate how well the draft Scoping Plan will meetthe goals for 50% energy use reduction and weatherization of alleligible homes, and improvements in human health and environmentalequity.  

The co-benefits of energy efficiency in existing building alsodirectly correlate to improved living conditions, reduced stress,and reduction in fuel poverty. In the SB 350 barrier repot it isrecommend that a common set of NEB’s should be defined along withmetric to measures them and should be integral to delivery ofenergy services for low income communities. In a recently publishedstudy Occupant Health Benefit of Residential Energy Efficiency(November 2916), it was demonstrated that residential energyefficiency programs that typically improve the building envelop andHVAC systems creating more comfortable homes, improve theenvironmental conditions and the occupant health including reducedhospital visits.  The plan should look to capture and identifythese avoided social costs of energy efficiency and supportinnovative approaches to achieve the co-benefits. 

One of California's goals is to reduce energy use in existingbuildings by 50% by 2030. As noted in the plan (on page 30) ZeroNet Carbon Building is an important strategy to achieve our 2050target, but requires work needs to start now. In that vein, thescoping plan should look to accelerate efforts in the followingareas to take advantage of the GHG reduction opportunities in theexisting building stock.  The plan should evaluate theopportunities to increase energy efficiency in existing buildingsto achieve our 50% reduction target including but not limited tothe following examples: 

•	Explore cost effective ways to reduce GHG emission from a largenumber of stationary source of CO2 such as furnaces, boilers andwater heaters.
•	Identify opportunities to be more aggressive and streamlined waysof weatherizing moderate income homes should be demonstrated andpursued immediately.
•	Demonstrate the opportunity for green building programs toachieve greater reductions in GHGs associated with efforts beyondenergy efficiency including overall reduction in energy use, waterand resource conservation and waste reduction (possibly in AppendixG in 2017)
•	Support local government initiatives to achieve improvements inexisting residential sector.  Owner – occupied homes can beaddressed through requirements at time of sale such as Portland andBerkeley have done.  The city of Boulder addressed it rentalhousing stock through and ordinance to achieve an energy efficiencythreshold by a date certain. 
In light of the potential reduction in federal support for lowincome weatherization programs in the near future, California mayneed to expand support to these efforts through other sources inorder not to fall shorter of its GHG reduction targets and climateadaptation than planned. 

Electrification: The plan also identifies the importance ofreducing consumption and reliance on natural gas.  We understandthat we must decarbonize our fuel source in order to meetgreenhouse gas emission goals.  In this vein, it is recommendedthat ARB include additional measures to support the decarbonizationof our buildings when carbon pricing itself will not be effective. The new policy in Alternative 1 is highly supported, but thisoption must be coupled with additional actions to have the intendedimpact on the market.  While the technology in the market isincreasing, there is a need to make the technology moreaccessible/affordable, less risky, and more available.  Inaddition, the energy code and the CPUC rule set for fuels switchingprevent the electrification of existing homes. ARB should evaluatethe scenarios and existing regulation and programs to ensure thereare mechanisms to support intended outcomes of carbon reduction.The actions should support fuels switching in existing homes andall electric new homes that will be leveraging a cleaner source ofelectricity under the RPS. 

Resiliency: Please consider the opportunity to include resilientdesign measures for extreme heat and other anticipated climatechanges that will affect the most vulnerable populations. Ourcurrent building model does not take into account these futureimpacts and would not address the ability of a building to bethermally comfortable in an extreme heat wave or increaseddurations of heat waves, as an example. LEED and GreenPoint Ratedas green building certification programs have includedvulnerability assessments and improvements to address climateadaptation in addition to social equity measures. 
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Comment 150 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: ThomasLast Name: UmenhoferEmail Address: tom@wspa.orgAffiliation: Subject: Comment:WSPA Comment Letter on Draft ARB 2030 Target Scoping Plan UpdateAttachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/154-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-B3BcKVcmWWsCWwR3.pdfOriginal File Name: WSPA Scoping Plan Comments December _16_2016.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-19 08:29:13No Duplicates.



Comment 151 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: Advisory CommitteeLast Name: Environmental JusticEmail Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.govAffiliation: Subject: Environmental Justice Advisory Committee PresentationComment:Please see attachment.
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Comment 152 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: RobertLast Name: ParkhurstEmail Address: rparkhurst@edf.orgAffiliation: Environmental Defense FundSubject: EDF Comments on Draft Scoping Plan- Natural & Working LandsComment:Please accept the attached comments on the Draft Scoping Plan,
Natural & Working Lands section from the Environmental Defense
Fund.Attachment: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/BARCU/barcu-attach/156-sp2030disc-dec16-ws-VDEBYwNkV1tQNQNs.pdfOriginal File Name: EDF Comments on Draft Scoping Plan NWL Section Dec 16 2017.pdf Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-12-20 07:45:50No Duplicates.



Comment 153 for 2030 Target Scoping Plan Discussion Draft (sp2030disc-dec16-ws) - 1st Workshop.First Name: DonaldLast Name: GoldbergEmail Address: donald@clpproject.orgAffiliation: Subject: CLPP Comments on the 2030 Target Scoping Plan Comment:Comment:Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Plan.
Comments are attached in PDF format.

Donald M. Goldberg, Executive Director
Climate Law & Policy Project
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