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September 13, 2010

The Honorable Mary Nichols, Chair

California Air Resources Board

1001 I street

P.O. Box 2815

Sacramento, CA 95812

SUBJECT:
Proposed SB 375 Targets
The Southwest California Legislative Council (SWCLC) opposes the proposed emission reduction targets identified in California Air Resources Board’s (CARB) August 9th, 2010 staff report: Regional Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Targets for Automobiles and Light Trucks Pursuant to Senate Bill 375. 

The SWCLC represents businesses, both large and small, that are vital to California and that provide thousands of jobs to Californians. We believe the proposed targets are infeasible to achieve, would bring extraordinary cost increases to families, and would have severe ramifications for our state’s economic recovery.  We respectfully request that the CARB reject the unreasonable target levels and instead pursue more reasonable levels at the low end of the contemplated target range.

While we appreciate the challenge of reaching our climate change goals, the targets recommended by CARB staff fail to balance the goals with California’s need to provide jobs and housing for our residents. The targets as they have been proposed are unreasonable and unachievable, and will have a chilling effect on new economic projects and developments. This unfortunately undermines the extensive collaborative process that the metropolitan planning organizations engaged in to make thoughtful recommendations to CARB.  

During the course of CARB’s stakeholder input process, the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) evaluated targets of 3-12% for emission reductions. SCAG’s analysis determined that the higher end of this range was not achievable. However, CARB’s report seems to ignore this warning, and has instead issued a recommended target of 13% by 2035. According to staff at the Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation Commission, even a target of 12% was “not considered attainable by any stretch of the imagination.”  But CARB’s proposed targets go beyond 12% for both the Bay Area and Southern California regions. 

These extraordinarily high target levels were not modeled for economic impacts, and are based on entirely impractical assumptions about transportation improvements. For example, CARB’s targets assume the development of expensive mass transit projects that are not likely to be completed anytime soon.  Furthermore, the targets do not realistically account for potential population growth. In addition the targets may result in reduced job growth – in fact SCAG recently adjusted their job forecast downward by 200,000 jobs in order to demonstrate a half percent reduction in emissions. 

Although the CARB staff report was silent on the potential impacts to jobs and the economy, we can safely predict that businesses will be forced to pay fines or expensive, mitigation fees under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in order to receive necessary building permits. The process that started as a collaborative effort has turned into a massive new state regulatory program that will create major uncertainty for employers and increase job losses. In order to preserve the spirit of SB 375 and promote a program that will move forward successfully, CARB should go back to the input and analysis that was provided by experts during the stakeholder process, and adopt lower range targets that have been modeled and shown to be reasonable and achievable. 

We respectfully ask that until these policies are vetted and analyzed for economic impacts, and the public is informed about the ramifications, CARB should reject the proposed target levels.

Sincerely,
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Roger C. Ziemer
Chair
