Comment 1 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Don

Last Name: Nelson

Email Address: dnelson@rockenergyllc.com
Affiliation: Rock Energy, LLC

Subject: CO2 significance threshold for heavy oil operations
Comment:

Pl ease do not adopt your planned significance threshold of 7,000
nmetric tons of CO2 for California heavy oil projects. Please
consi der that huge anpbunts of undevel oped heavy oil reserves
remain in California but these deposits nmust be heated with
injection of steamfromsteamboilers to unlock the oil. The
vol unme of CO2 created from California heavy oil operations was
much, much higher 20 years ago. | hope you can nake an exception
for California heavy oil operations that uses a CO2 significance
threshol d based on CO2 | evels from20 years ago. |If you held
other industries to levels from20 years ago, we can nmake nuch
progress on reduction of CO2 em ssions. Thank you!

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-10-27 10:38:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Vespa

Email Address: mvespa@biologicaldiversity.org
Affiliation: Center for Biological Diversity

Subject: Comments on Proposed Thresholds for GHGs
Comment:

Comments in attached docunent

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-genera -ws/2-
cbd__comments_arb_proposed_threshold_nov_2008.pdf

Original File Name: CBD Comments ARB Proposed Threshold Nov 2008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-07 09:37:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Jessica

Last Name: Range

Email Address: jessica.range@sfgov.org
Affiliation: SF Planning Department

Subject: Timeline for implementation
Comment:

The | atest nessage regardi ng CEQA threshol ds of signficance stated
that final thresholds would be published in Early 200? Can you
provide me with nore specifics on your inplenentation tineline?
Thank you,

Jessi ca Range, LEED AP

Envi ronnent al Pl anner
San Franci sco Pl anni ng Depart ment

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-12 16:48:02

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Terri

Last Name: Shirhall

Email Address; tshirhall @roseville.ca.us
Affiliation: City of Roseville

Subject: City of Roseville Commentsre. ARB Guidance on CEQA Thresholds
Comment:

Hel | o,

The attached file is a comrent letter fromthe City of Roseville
regardi ng the proposed ARB Gui dance on CEQA Threshol ds. Thank you
for your consideration of our thoughts and concerns.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/5-cityofroseville_comments111808.pdf
Original File Name: CityofRoseville_ Comments111808.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-18 09:32:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Terry

Last Name: Dresdler

Email Address: Ikimura@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: CAPCOA

Subject: Comments on ARB's Draft Proposed Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Comrents received fromCalifornia Air Pollution Control Oficers
Associ ati on (CAPCOA) on ARB's Draft Proposed Significance
Threshol ds. See attachnent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/6-capcoa letter_on_cega 11-14-08.pdf
Original File Name: CAPCOA Letter on CEQA 11-14-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 11:02:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: Tanner

Email Address; dave@earsi.com
Affiliation:

Subject: GHG Thresholds
Comment:

See Attached coment

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/7-
earsi_comments to arb_on_draft_thresholds.doc

Origina File Name: EARSI Commentsto ARB on Draft Thresholds.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-20 12:29:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Charles (Chuck)

Last Name: White

Email Address; cwhitel@wm.com
Affiliation: SWICS

Subject: Comments on CEQA Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Comments Attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/8-final_swics cega letter 112108.pdf
Original File Name: Final SWICS CEQA Letter 112108.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-21 16:01:04

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Frantz

Email Address: ini @lightspeed.net
Affiliation: Association of Irritated Residents

Subject: CEQA and AB 32
Comment:

Tom Frant z

Envi ronnental Justice Advisory Comittee nenber for AB 32
President, Association of Irritated Residents

San Joaquin Val |l ey resident

Pl ease see attachnent

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/9-
tom_frantz_comments on_cega for_ab 32.doc

Origina File Name: Tom Frantz comments on CEQA for AB 32.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-23 10:59:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for General commentson ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

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



Comment 10 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Nicole

Last Name: Vermilion

Email Address: nvermilion@planningcenter.com
Affiliation: The Planning Center

Subject: Comments on CARB's CEQA Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comments on CARB's Prelimnary Draft Staff
Proposal , Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim Significance
Threshol ds for G eenhouse Gases under the California Environnmental
Quality Act.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/11-tpccmtscarbthrshlds.pdf
Original File Name: TPCcmtsCARBT hrshlds.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 10:13:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Bill

Last Name: Higgins

Email Address: mmckelvey@cacities.org
Affiliation: League of California Cities

Subject: Comments on the Draft Proposed Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached coments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general -ws/12-
comments_arb_significance_threshold_10.26.pdf

Origina File Name: Comments ARB Significance Threshold 10.26.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 10:16:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Andrew

Email Address: jandrew@water.ca.gov
Affiliation: DWR

Subject: threshold significance for CEQA
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter. Thank you for the opportunity to
conment .

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/13-ghg_threshold _comment_|etter-dwr.pdf
Origina File Name: GHG threshold comment |letter-DWR.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:01:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Kristin

Last Name: Grenfell

Email Address: kgrenfell@nrdc.org
Affiliation: NRDC

Subject: NRDC Comments
Comment:

NRDC respectfully submts these conmrents.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-genera -ws/14-
nrdc_comments_to_carb_on_cega thresholds_-_general .pdf

Origina File Name: NRDC Commentsto CARB on CEQA Thresholds - General .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 11:06:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

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



Comment 15 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Shari

Last Name: Libicki

Email Address: dlibicki @Environcorp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CEQA Comments
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-genera-ws/16-
arb_ghg_threshold_comment_lItr_final.pdf

Origina File Name: ARB GHG Threshold Comment Ltr FINAL.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 15:24.:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Vander Sluis

Email Address: mvander@pcl.org

Affiliation: Planning and Conservation League

Subject: Comments on ARB's Proposed GHG Thresholds
Comment:

We appreciate the opportunity to submt the attached conments on
ARB' s proposed GHG Thresholds. |If you have any questions, please
cont act :

Matt Vander Sl uis
(916) 313-4515
nmvander @cl . org
Thanks,

Matt Vander Sl uis

Pl anni ng and Conservati on League
G obal Warmi ng Program Manager

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/17-
pcl_comments on_arb proposed_threshold.pdf

Original File Name: PCL Comments on ARB Proposed Threshold.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 16:54:40

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Dorothy

Last Name: Rothrock

Email Address; drothrock@cmta.net
Affiliation: AB32 Implementation Group

Subject: Comments of AB32IG
Comment:

Attached are comments of AB321 G

Submitted by:

Dor ot hy Rot hr ock

California Manufacturers & Technol ogy Associ ation
Co- Chair, AB32 Inplenentation G oup

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/18-ab32ig_cega Itr_nichols.doc
Original File Name: AB32IG CEQA Ltr Nichols.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-11-26 20:25:13

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Gretchen

Last Name: Hardison

Email Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.org
Affiliation: City of Los Angeles

Subject: Comments on Draft Interim CEQA Thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached comments fromCity of Los Angeles staff on
t he approach to statew de CEQA thresholds for GHG em ssions. For
further information, please contact ne at the e-nmail or phone

i sted above.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/19-arb_cega ghg_thresholds 11-26-
08_cmt_ltr.pdf

Origina File Name: ARB CEQA GHG thresholds 11-26-08 cmt Itr.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-01 13:13:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Lyon

Email Address: rlyon@chia.org
Affiliation: CBIA

Subject: CEQA Comments
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-genera -ws/20-
cbia_comment_letter re carb_cega ghg_threshold _proposal_11 25 08.doc

Origina File Name: CBIA Comment Letter Re CARB CEQA GHG Threshold Proposal 11 25
08.DOC

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 09:08:35

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Dani€l

Last Name: Rockholt

Email Address; drockholt@co.riverside.ca.us
Affiliation: Riverside County Waste Management

Subject: CEQA Comments
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/21-riverside_co_waste _management.pdf
Original File Name: Riverside Co Waste management.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-02 09:12:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 21 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Linda

Last Name: Krop

Email Address. LKrop@EDCnet.org
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Center

Subject: Submission of Comments
Comment:

Greetings:

| received a copy of the Prelimnary Draft Proposal - Reconmended
Approaches for Setting Interim Significance Threshol ds for
Greenhouse Gases under the CEQA. The docunent solicits public
comment but fails to provide a conment deadline or instructions for
submitting coments. | amin the process of review ng the proposal
and intend to submt comrents. | just |earned today that the
conment deadl i ne was supposed to be Novenber 26. Since this
information is not provided in the Proposal itself, | hereby ask
you to re-notice this matter and extend the deadline for public
comrent .

Si ncerely,

Li nda Krop, Chief Counsel

Envi ronnent al Defense Center

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-04 16:20:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
1st Workshop.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Cort

Email Address: pcort@earthjustice.org
Affiliation: Earthjustice

Subject: Comments on Draft CEQA Threshold Recommendations
Comment:

Pl ease find coments attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/23-cega_threshold_comments _to_arb.pdf
Original File Name: CEQA threshold comments to ARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-08 15:54.06

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: bob

Last Name: boughton

Email Address: bboughto@dtsc.ca.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: general question
Comment:

We are working on renedi ation of contaminated sites and figuring
out ways to foster "green" technol ogi es and greener cleanups. So
how does a site clean-up fit in all this? W my only be
considering the site clean-up activities or may al so include the
devel opnent afterward. Are you |ooking to encourage brownfield
devel opnent with incentives? Your proposal may inhibit the
recovery of brownfields to industrial, comrercial, residential or
ot her beneficial uses.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-09 16:32:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: John

Last Name: Friedrich

Email Address: sierrgjohn@mac.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Raise land use emission reduction targetsin AB 32 scoping plan
Comment:

letter attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/25-john_f_ab32_scoping_comments.doc
Original File Name: John F AB32 scoping comments.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 13:00:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: annie

Last Name: steele

Email Address; annies@kcbx.net

Affiliation: pray sierraclub, Canaries, Surfridder

Subject: Green house gases
Comment:

| want to expand nmy conment with sonme pictures of the

area and to do spelling checks for the record.

Air quality in the coast Dunes formation in san Luis

Ohi spo Coast is a serious problem

One mllion vehicles are on our beach during a call andar

year. That so my science orientated friends equal s
about 28, 000, 000 pounds of green houses.

This is count of the vehicles paying to enter our
beach. one type of flatbedy extension maybe 6 to 12

ATV (3 or 4 wheel) vehicles that will be noving on
our beach. They in turn will burn fuel... gasoline.

Green houses al so cone fromthe Containers brought
onto the beach to be poured into these ATV s.

Spillage as the transfer happens is also available to

the environment... air and beach sand. A thousand or nore
gal | ons

Carbon in the thousands of pounds is al so airbourne

Down wi nd

many peopl e have serious breathing |lung probl ens

for which nedical treatnent has not worked

anni es@cbx. net

2 of three ny nessage anni es@chx. net

Attachment:

Original File Name:



Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-10 15:10:44

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Mike

Last Name: Frantz

Email Address; MikeJFrantz@socal.rr.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Global Warming Solutions Act, Assembly bill 32
Comment:

I amanong | am sure nost of the state who feel inmplenenting this
for one thing is a bad idea. For another thing to do this at TH' S
time with the budget deficit, bad climte for business, bad

econony, etc. is insane! | amquoting froman article in the
Orange County Register in the opinion section titled "Wong plan at
wong tine". "The Air Resources Board neets today to vote on the

pl an. But six highly regarded econonic experts conmi ssioned by the
agency found its econom c projections significantly underestinated
costs. One reviewer said the projections give "the appearance of
justifying" the regulations "rather than evaluating" them Another
criticized the rosy projections for |eaving the erroneous

i npression of a "free lunch,” when great costs are invlioved. The
state's independent Legislative Analyst's Ofice also found the
resource board's projections flawed by "a | ack of analytica

rigor."" G obal warm ng alarm sts have people so worked up they
wi Il believe anything but comobn sense! This also fromthe sane
article - "These econom cally disastrous proposals are advanced on

t he unreasonabl e fear of glabal warni ng, sonething that hasn't
occurred for alnobst a decade. As Dr. David Gee, chairnman of the
2008 International Ceol ogical Congress, put it: "For how many
years must the planet cool before we begin to understand that the
pl anet is not warm ng?""™ Now, | amnot a scientist, |I just have a
logical mnd to work with. If the planet in the past cooled and
war ned without us, it surely will with us. But, with that being
said, when is the last time you heard anyone say ANYTHING in the

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 10:33:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Shari

Last Name: Libicki

Email Address: dlibicki@environcorp.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment Period
Comment:

See attached file

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/28-gdc_comments_20081211.pdf
Original File Name: GDC Comments 20081211.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-11 14:01:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Ralph

Last Name: Wedge

Email Address: ralphwedge@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: AB 32 Scoping Plan
Comment:

Decenber 12, 2008

Ms. Mary Nichols

Chair, California Air Resources Board

1001 | Street

Sacr anent o, CA 95814

http://ww. arb. ca. gov/ i spub/ conmi bcl i st. php

Dear Ms. Nichols:

As a small business owner | amvery concerned about the current
state of the

economny and ny ability to maintain and grow my busi ness.
California already

i mposes a nunber of taxes on businesses and while | think it is

i mportant to protect

the environnent it nust not cone at the expense of the grow ng the
econormy.

Li ke many smal |l businesses these difficult times force us to make
di fficult decisions.

I do not want to lay off workers or reduce salaries or benefits,
but if I amsaddled with

hi gher energy costs, additional taxes and fees | will have to nake
sone tough

choi ces.

As you consider the best way to inplenent California' s clinate
change program | urge you to take into account California's
struggling small busi nesses. The proposed

pl an your agency has put forth increases taxes, energy costs, fuel
costs, vehicle costs

and building costs, which will all hurt snall businesses.

In addition, many of the inplenmentation neasures you are
suggesting require billions

of dollars in capital investnents and annual operating cost

i ncreases. Many of us

cannot afford the required upfront investnments and do not have the
[ uxury of waiting

several years to see returns on these investnents.

| encourage you to adopt a bal anced, cost-effective climte change
pl an that does

not inpose an inpossible burden on small businesses and consumers.
By using the

nost cost-effective strategies to mnimze greenhouse gas

em ssi ons we can reduce



gl obal warm ng while also protecting California s conpanies, jobs
and the econony.

Si ncerely,

Ral ph Wedge

Presi dent Wedge Roofing Inc.

5 Casa G ande Rd.

Pet al uma Ca. 94954

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 07:53:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: william

Last Name: schmit

Email Address: wschmit@winespectrum.com
Affiliation:

Subject: History lesson for CARB
Comment:

| hope you all get a copy of Chris Paine's novie "Wio Killed the
Electric Car" for Christmas

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 08:31:25

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Wheeler

Email Address; rwheel er@surewest.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Distructive Forest Management
Comment:

Forest Land occupi es about 40% of California and it is being
nm smanaged or not being nanaged at all

| was a Professional Forester for 58 years. Forest Managenent and
Forest Product Production i.e. Tinber Harvesting is an Agricultura
Practice not a project that is changing the character or use of the
| and.

| recently questioned the CDF about Overcutting of Forest Land and
they had no records of any overcutting. The California Forest
Practice Act requires reforestation of Clear Cuts, so that is not
overcutting.

| al so questioned the anmount of Erosion as Overcutting and Erosion
are the two nost inportant socalled Inpacts on Forest Land. They
answered that all of their studies showed there was NO SI GNI FI CANT
ERCSI ON due to Ti mber Harvesting.

An Investigation of the Archeol ogical Centers Reports and
Inventory would reveal that fewif any of the Sites that have been
recorded neet the description of Historical or Archeol ogical Sites
as defined in EPA or CEQA. They have been recorded because

ot herwi se your Tinber Harvesting Plan woul d not be recorded.
Damaged sites do not qualify as Hi storical or Archeol ogical Sites.
M ni ng ditches nade into roads are no |longer historical sites.

There is no real evidence that Tinber Harvesting affects any
Wldlife as only about 1% of Forest Land is harvested per year
nmeani ng 99%is left undisturbed for wildlife and Oxygen
Producti on.

On the other hand, Carbon Di oxi de has been increased by the |ack
of effective and efficient Forest Fire Fighting. Air Tankers and
Fire Truck just don't cut it!

And the nunber of Dead & Dying Trees create nore Carbon Dioxi de as
t hey cannot not be gathered or sal vaged due to the expense of the
Harvesting Permt.

Such a permit in California costs 3X as nuch as one in Oregon
that's why Oregon is shipping in nmost of the lunmber. This situation
has reduced the Forest Product Econony by 78% costing Billion of

Dol lars of Incone to California along with thousands, naybe



hundreds of thousands of jobs.

Def orestation is increasing as Judges determ ne that Burned Areas
can not be planted to Forest Seedlings and produce nore Oxygen
Erosi on Control than brush.

So EPA & CEQA are reducing the production of Oxygen and increasing
t he production of Carbon D oxide.

Forest Fires like the Angora Fire at Lake Tahoe coul d have easily
be prevented but the individuals responsible are obviously
i ncompetent as were the personnel sent to fight it.

Regar ds,

Former USFS District Ranger
Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-12 12:39:55

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Richard

Last Name: Wheeler

Email Address; rwheel er@surewest.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Distructive Forest Management
Comment:

Gent | enen,
Pl ease be advised, ny physical address is:

Ri chard A. \Wheel er
3927 Adel heid Way
Sacranent o, CA 95821-2828

Yes, | would like a hard copy of the regulatory itens that ny
conmment

nment i oned.

And that is: Wiy do the EPA and CEQA Laws pertain to Tinber Land

Management, since it is
an Agricultural Practice?

No ot her Agricultural Practices require an approved Environnental

| mpact Revi ew Report
bef ore Harvesting or Planting Activities can be conducted.

Why the di fference? Tinber Harvesting PRACTI CES are al ready under
t he

jurisdiction of

the California Forest PRACTICES ACT. Wy the duplication?

Wy is the U S. Forest Service and the U S. National Forests under

the jurisdiction
of the U S. Department of Agriculture if their Adnministration and

Managenent i s not
Agriculture and recogni zed as Agricultural Practices?

I woul d al so suggest an investigation of the CDF' s Archeol ogi cal
Program and see

if the Archeol ogical Reports as subnitted to the Archeol ogi cal

I nformation Centers

neet the standards of Significance.

I's this possible?



This programis not being inplenmented correctly as required by the

EPA or CEQA.
Many if not nmost of the Historical and Archeol ogical Sites do not

neet the
requi renments of Significance.

During ny enploynment as a Registered Professional Forester, | was

required to

regi ster sites that had been alnbst entirely destroyed. And the
Law

states that

damaged sites do not and should not be registered or reported.

Wiy is this additional expense required of Forest Land and its
Agricul tural

Practices?

| woul d appreci ate your answer to ny questions.

Regar ds,

Ri chard

On Dec 12, 2008, at 12:39 PM owner-ceqa-general -
ws@i stserv.arb.ca.gov wote:

Thank you for taking the tine to send the
Air Resources Board (ARB or Board) your
Vi ews concerning an issue under consideration

by the ARB.

I f your coment concerned a regulatory item you
will receive notice of additional public coment
periods, if any, on that item However, this
notice will be exclusively via email unless you

provide ARB with a physical address to which you
woul d I'ike a hard copy of the notice to be nmil ed.

Thanks again for your input.
Si ncerely,

/sl
Orbudsman
California Air Resources Board

----------- Your comment follows -------------

Comment 31 for ceqa-general -ws (2nd Wor kshop).

CONTACT | NFORMATI ON

First Name: Richard

Last Nane: Wheel er

Emai | : rwheel er @ur ewest . net
Phone:



Affiliation
File (i.e., Attachnent):

Subj ect: Destructive Forest Managenent

Comment :

Forest Land occupi es about 40% of California and it is being
nm smanaged or not being nmanaged at all.

| was a Professional Forester for 58 years. Forest Managenent and
Forest Product Production i.e. Tinber Harvesting is an

Agricul tural

Practice not a project that is changing the character or use of

t he

I and.

| recently questioned the CDF about Overcutting of Forest Land
and

they had no records of any overcutting. The California Forest
Practice Act requires reforestation of Clear Cuts, so that is not
overcutting.

| al so questioned the anmount of Erosion as Overcutting and

Er osi on

are the two nost inportant socalled Inpacts on Forest Land. They
answered that all of their studies showed there was NO

S| GNI FI CANT

ERCSI ON due to Ti mber Harvesting.

An Investigation of the Archeol ogical Centers Reports and
Inventory would reveal that fewif any of the Sites that have
been

recorded nmeet the description of Historical or Archeol ogica
Sites

as defined in EPA or CEQA. They have been recorded because

ot herwi se your Tinber Harvesting Plan woul d not be recorded.
Danmaged sites do not qualify as Hi storical or Archeol ogica
Sites.

M ning ditches nade into roads are no |onger historical sites.

There is no real evidence that Tinber Harvesting affects any
Wldlife as only about 1% of Forest Land is harvested per year
nmeani ng 99%is left undisturbed for wildlife and Oxygen

Pr oducti on.

On the other hand, Carbon Di oxi de has been increased by the |ack
of effective and efficient Forest Fire Fighting. Air Tankers and
Fire Truck just don't cut it!

And the number of Dead & Dying Trees create nore Carbon Dioxi de
as

t hey cannot not be gathered or sal vaged due to the expense of the
Harvesting Permt.

Such a permt in California costs 3X as nuch as one in Oregon
that's why Oregon is shipping in nost of the lunber. This
situation

has reduced the Forest Product Econony by 78% costing Billion of
Dol lars of Incone to California along with thousands, naybe
hundreds of thousands of jobs.

Def orestation is increasing as Judges determ ne that Burned Areas
can not be planted to Forest Seedlings and produce nore Oxygen,



Erosi on Control than brush.

So EPA & CEQA are reducing the production of Oxygen and

i ncreasi ng

t he production of Carbon D oxide.

Forest Fires like the Angora Fire at Lake Tahoe coul d have easily
be prevented but the individuals responsible are obviously

i nconmpetent as were the personnel sent to fight it.

Regar ds,

Former USFS District Ranger

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-13 17:17:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Dan

Last Name: Marks

Email Address: dmarks@ci.berkeley.ca.us

Affiliation: City of Berkeley Planning & Development

Subject: Interim CEQA Greenhouse Gases Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Attached is Decenber 17, 2008 letter from Dan Marks, Director of
Pl anni ng and Devel opnent, City of Berkeley, to Douglas Ito, ARB,
1001 | Streeet, Sacranento, CA 95814, re Prelimnary Draft Staff
Proposal : Interim CEQA G eenhouse Gases Signicance Threshol ds.
Pl ease | et me know that our response is received.

Mary Shea (nshea@i . berkel ey. ca. us)

for Dan Marks
(510) 981-7404

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/33-arb_cega 12-17-08.pdf
Origina File Name: ARB CEQA 12-17-08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-18 10:26:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Larry

Last Name: Rohlfes, CAE

Email Address: larryrohlfes@clca.org

Affiliation: Calif. Landscape Contractors Association

Subject: Interim Significance Thresholds for GHGs under CEQA
Comment:

Decenber 19, 2008

Kurt Karperos, Chief

Air Quality and Transportati on Pl anni ng Branch
Pl anni ng and Techni cal Support Division
California Air Resources Board

P. O Box 2815

Sacranmento, CA 95812

Dougl as 1to, Manager

SIP and Local Governnent Strategies Section
Pl anni ng and Techni cal Support Division
California Air Resources Board

P. O Box 2815

Sacranento, CA 95812

Re: Comments on Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim
Signi ficance Threshol ds for G eenhouse Gases under the California
Environnental Quality Act

Dear M. Karperos and M. Ito:

The California Landscape Contractors Associ ation, representing

nore than 3,000 |icensed contractors and associ ated industry
suppliers who design, construct, and nmaintain conmercial, public,
and residential |andscapes, welcones the opportunity to comment on
the Air Resources Board draft staff proposal for setting interim
significant thresholds under the California Environmental Quality
Act. Qur comments are linmted to those elenents of the staff
recomendations relating to setting potential perfornance standards
for landscape irrigation.

CLCA supports the goal of providing | ead agenci es and devel opers
with a perfornmance-based pathway for determ ning threshol ds of
significance associated with greenhouse gas em ssions from projects
subject to CEQA. W recognize that efficient use of water for

| andscape irrigation is an essential conponent of any

per f or mance- based standards ultimately adopted by the board.
However, it is critically inmportant to our menbership that any



| andscape irrigation standards adopted by the board be consi stent
and conformto the updated Mddel Water Efficient Landscape

Ordi nance (“Mdel O dinance”) regulations that will shortly be
adopted by the California Department of Water Resources.

Based on our review of staff materials and workshop presentations,
it appears that the ARB staff is attenpting to “piggyback” an
arbitrary 50 percent reduction in water use for |andscape
irrigation on top of the already stringent water efficiency

st andards bei ng established by the updated Model O dinance. In
Slide 17 of the Decenber 9th workshop presentation, staff m sreads
the requirenents of Section 604.2 of the California Geen Building
Code, which does not require a 50 percent reduction in water use
above the requirenents of the water budget as cal cul ated under the
Model Ordinance. |In fact, Section 604.2 merely provides that water
use shall be reduced by 50 percent “after initial requirenents for
plant installation and establishnent.” 1In this connection, the
nost recent draft of the updated Mbdel O dinance regul ati ons does
not differentiate between the water allowed for newy installed
versus established plants, but instead provides for an annual water
budget which gives property owners flexibility to apply nore or
less water at different tinmes of the year or during initial growh,
whi | e keeping total annual water use within an aggregate cap

Mor eover, the Qutdoor Water Use provisions of the California Geen
Bui | di ng Code (Section 604 et seq.) were never designed to apply to
dwel | i ngs, are currently voluntary, and appear to be borrowed from
al so voluntary LEED standards that are nore appropriate to

M dwestern and Eastern states where clinmatol ogic conditions differ
significantly fromthose found in California.

The Model O dinance offers an ideal performance standard because
it in-corporates many specific geographic and climte adjusted
desi gn, docunentation, and conpliance criteria and, nost

i mportantly, enforcenent provisions before and after project
conpletion to assure that projected water savings froman approved
| andscape design are actually realized. Additionally, in
situations where | andscaping is installed after project approval,
such as a single-fam |y housi ng devel opnent w th unfini shed
backyards, the Mddel Ordinance will apply prospectively to the

i ndi vi dual honeowners if the | andscaped area is 5,000 square feet
or nore and the | andscape work requires a building or | andscape
permt.

As experienced | andscape professionals, we believe that a 50
percent reduction in | andscape water use above and beyond the
reductions already contenplated by the updated Model O di nance
woul d drastically change the characteristics of California

| andscapes and have uni nt ended consequences that would contribute
to even greater energy-related greenhouse gas em ssions, such as

i ncreased air conditioning use due to reduction of shade fromtrees
and | arge shrubs, the accentuation of heat island effects, and
reduced carbon sequestration by |awns and | andscape plants. Heal t hy
| andscapes al so help clean the air and reduce dust and particul ate
matter--inportant public health and quality of life issues for many
conmmuni ti es.

For these reasons CLCA recommends the Mddel Ordinance as the nost
appropriate, effective, and evi dence-based perfornance standard for
wat er efficient |andscaping in commercial and residential projects
subject to CEQA. Any reference to the Green Buil ding Standards
Code, which was erroneously drafted and never intended to apply to
dwel | i ngs, shoul d be avoi ded.



| f additional outdoor potable water savings beyond those

achi evabl e fromthe Mddel O dinance are necessary, CLCA recomends
that the board consider cost-effective perfornmance nmeasures to
supply recycled or reclainmed water to projects--so long as the
aggregat e amount of water available for |andscapi ng use from both
pot abl e and non-potabl e sources is not |ess than the annual water
budget established for a particular property by the Mde

Or di nance.

CLCA appreciates the challenges presented to board staff in
crafting perfornmance standards for residential and comercia
projects that reasonably linit greenhouse gas enissions from at

| east five sources. As this proposal evolves we hope that you wll
reach out to CLCA for its advice and counsel on real world
solutions to | andscape water conservation

Si ncerely yours,

LARRY ROHLFES, CAE
Assi st ant Executive Director

cc: Rick Soehren, Chief, DWR Ofice of Water Use Efficiency and
Transfers,

CLCA Executive Director Sharon McCuire

CLCA Board of Directors

CLCA Legislation Committee

CLCA Resource Managenent Committee

Parke Terry, Greenberg Traurig LLP

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/34-doc20081218144129. pdf
Original File Name: doc20081218144129.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-19 15:02:38

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Vespa

Email Address: mvespa@biologicaldiversity.org
Affiliation: Center for Biological Diversity

Subject: CBD Comments on Revised Preliminary Draft
Comment:

Comment s att ached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/35-
cbd__comments_arb_proposed_threshold_dec 23 2008.pdf

Origina File Name: CBD Comments ARB Proposed Threshold Dec 23 2008.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-23 14:33:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Jessica

Last Name: Hankins

Email Address: jessica.hankins@co.nevada.ca.us
Affiliation: Nevada County Planning Dept

Subject: General comments on proposed GHG thresholds
Comment:

General comrents on the proposed interimthresholds are attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/36-to-arb_thresholds 122608.pdf
Original File Name: To-ARB_Thresholds_122608.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-29 09:15:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Shari

Last Name: Libicki

Email Address: dlibicki@environcorp.com
Affiliation: ENVIRON

Subject: GDC Comments on the CEQA Threshold Guidelines Process: Backup Documentation

Must be Relea
Comment:

Comrent | etter attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/37-gdc_comments_20081230.pdf
Origina File Name: GDC Comments 20081230.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2008-12-30 16:10:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: James

Last Name: Andrew

Email Address: jandrew@ellman-burke.com
Affiliation: Ellman Burke Hoffman & Johnson

Subject: Comment on Boxes 2 and 3 of Attachment B
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to conment. Devel opnent of
significance thresholds is not an easy task. Thank you for your
efforts.

| have several concerns regarding the draft threshol ds, nost of

whi ch concerns are captured in the letters fromthe APA California
and CBIA. | will not repeat those concerns here. | do add the
foll owi ng comrents, and specific proposal to nodify Box 3 of
Attachment B

I do not believe that Box 2 will be useful for projects in nost
jurisdictions. It is sinply too layered with progranmatic
requi rements, and will be too hard for |ocal agencies to apply.

CEQA is filled with exceptions and streanining provisions that
assume that cities and counties have the tine and noney to

undert ake the higher |evel programmatic planning work. This sinmply
does not happen in nost cases. In any event, the SB 375 process
will be a type of progranmatic approach by itself (which is why Box
3 needs to reference SB 375). Froma | and-|ocation perspective as
it may inpact global warmng (including fromtransportation),

consi stency with an approved SCS/ APS shoul d be enough by itself,
regardl ess of project size. |If a project also neets the
performance standards for water use, energy use, etc. - which are
not covered by SB 375 - then the project should be |ess than
significant.

The idea that a "large" project nust be treated as potentially
significant sinply because it is large (as Box 3 states) cannot be
supported. AB 32 sets up an overall cap, and the Scoping Pl an
clearly defers to the SB 375 process to get there. |nagine that we
could predict and precisely plan where all growth in California
wi Il occur and could require that it all occur there and that it be
constructed to neet water/energy performance standards, AND we
planned it to neet the Scoping Plan's 5 MMI target. The CEQA
review for that planning exercise would have to conclude that the

i mpact of such devel opnment on global warming is |ess than
significant. Accordingly, why should any project that is
consistent with SB 375 (which is what we've set up to get us to the
sane place) ever be treated as significant froma gl obal warm ng
perspective (again, assunming it nmeets water/energy requirenments)?

Consi stent with the foregoing, | would suggest that Box 3 for
Resi dential and Conmercial projects be revised to reference the SB



375 SCS and APS. SB 375 specifically includes a provision (see
Sec. 15 of SB 375, to be codified at PRC 21159.28) that says that a
CEQA docunent for a project consistent with an approved SCS or APS
does not have to di scuss GHG em ssions fromcars and |ight-duty
trucks. This would hold true regardl ess of the size of the project
or its em ssions.

Wth this, Box 3 would be as foll ows:

"3.(a)..

Construction...

Qperations. ..

standard for waste
AND
(b) (i) Meets an interim ARB performance standard for
transportation OR (ii) is not required to reference, describe, or
di scuss inpacts fromcars and |light-duty trucks generated by the
project on global warm ng under Public Resources Code 21159. 28
AND

(c) if (b)(ii) does not apply, the project with perfornance
standards...wll emt no nore than X ....

Thank you,
Ji m Andr ew

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-02 14:36:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Spoonhour

Email Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.us
Affiliation: Western Riverside Council of Governments

Subject: Comments on the Preliminary Draft Proposal for Interim Significance Thresholds for
GHG
Comment:

The Western Riverside Council of Governnents staff would like to
submit the followi ng comrents on ARBs Prelimnary Draft Proposal
for Recommended Approaches for Setting Interim Significance
Threshol ds for G eenhouse Gases.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/39-
ceaq_threshold _comment_letter to carb.pdf

Original File Name: CEAQ Threshold Comment L etter to CARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-05 10:15:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Patrick
Last Name: Griffith
Email Address: pgriffith@lacsd.org
Affiliation: LACSD

Subject: Comments on the ARB CEQA Greenhouse Gas Proposal
Comment:

PDF Comment Letter on the ARB CEQA G eenhouse Gas Proposal

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/40-
comment_letter_on_the arb_cega ghg_proposal .pdf

Origina File Name: Comment Letter on the ARB CEQA GHG Proposal .pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 09:41:43

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Spoonhour

Email Address: spoonhour@wrcog.cog.ca.us
Affiliation: Western Riverside Council of Governments

Subject: ARB Approach to GHG Significance Thresholds under CEQA
Comment:

On behalf of the Gty of Corona, | would like to submt the
attached coments on ARB's Approach to GHG Significance Threshol ds
under CEQA.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/41-city_of corona_arb_comment_|tr.pdf
Original File Name: City of Corona ARB Comment Ltr.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 13:28:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: lori

Last Name: Ballance

Email Address: |ballance@gdandb.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on the Proposed CEQA Significance Thresholds for GHGs
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-genera -ws/42-
comment_letter_on_proposed_significance_thresholds__01-09-09_.pdf

Origina File Name: Comment letter on Proposed Significance Thresholds (01-09-09).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 14:37:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Anne

Last Name: McQueen

Email Address: anne.mcqueen@amec.com
Affiliation: AMEC Geomatrix

Subject: Comments on ARB CEQA GHG Guidance
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached file

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/43-
comment_on_arb_cega guidance_jan_09_09.pdf

Origina File Name: comment on ARB CEQA guidance Jan 09 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:14:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Steven

Last Name: Kelly

Email Address: steven@iepa.com
Affiliation: |IEP

Subject: GHG Thresholds of Significance under CEQA
Comment:

Attached are the comments fromthe | ndependent Energy Producers
Associ ati on on GHG Threshol ds of Significance under CEQA
Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/44-
iep_comments to_carb_on_thresholds of_significance under_cega final_1-9-09  .doc

Origina File Name: IEP Commentsto CARB on Thresholds of Significance Under CEQA
(FINAL 1-9-09) .doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:19:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Gretchen

Last Name: Hardison

Email Address: gretchen.hardison@lacity.org
Affiliation: City of Los Angeles

Subject: Comments on proposed performance standards
Comment:

Pl ease see this second set of attached coments fromCity of Los
Angel es staff on the approach to statew de CEQA thresholds for GHG
em ssions. For further information, please contact ne at the
e-mai |l or phone |listed above.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/45-arb_cega _ghg_thresholds 1-09-
09_cmt_ltr.pdf

Original File Name: ARB CEQA GHG thresholds 1-09-09 cmt Itr.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 15:37:22

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Timothy

Last Name: Cremin

Email Address: tcremin@meyersnave.com
Affiliation: Meyers Nave

Subject: Comments of Meyers Nave on ARB CEQA Threshold Proposal
Comment:

Attached are General Comments of Tim Cremn, Principal, Myers
Nave, on ARB Prelinmnary Draft Staff Proposal for Determ ning
Signi ficance of Greenhouse Gas Em ssions under CEQA

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/46-
meyers nave_comments_on_arb_draft_cega thresholds.doc

Original File Name: Meyers Nave Comments on ARB Draft CEQA Thresholds.doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:03:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Barbara

Last Name: Baird

Email Address: bbaird@agmd.gov
Affiliation: South Coast AQMD

Subject: Comments re GHG Significance Thresholds under CEQA
Comment:

Attached are the comrents of South Coast AQVD re CEQA and
G eenhouse Gases.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/47-comments_ghg_cega 1-9-09.pdf
Original File Name: Comments GHG CEQA 1-9-09.padf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:45:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: The

Last Name: Pacific Forest Trust

Email Address: rkatz@pacificforest.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Comments on Interim Thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/48-
arb_threshold_comments pft 1 9 09 final.doc

Original File Name: ARB Threshold Comments PFT 19 09 final .doc
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-09 16:59:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Rhys

Last Name: Rowland

Email Address: rrowland@cityofdavis.org
Affiliation: City of Davis

Subject: General Questions/Comments Regarding the Approach
Comment:

olt is good to have a threshold to conpare a project to?
oHow will we know if a study provides a valid nunber?

oWat resources can we rely upon to validate nunbers related to
proj ects?

o How do we evaluate projects that do not fall into these three

use categories? Does a “comercial” project include projects which
are public/sem-public, office, churches, schools, or other? W

t hi nk nore gui dance will be necessary since substantial categories
of projects would not be eval uated under the proposed threshol ds.

oDo we nerely condition a project to be in conpliance with the
standards and have the applicant provide proof?

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-14 16:40:45

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Shelly

Last Name: Sullivan

Email Address; ssullivan@onemain.com
Affiliation: AB 32 Implementation Group

Subject: AB 32 Implementation Group -- Comments on CEQA Interim Significance Thresholds
Comment:

Attached please find coments fromthe AB 32 | npl enentati on G oup
on 'Prelimnary Draft Staff Proposal on Reconmended Approaches for
Setting Interim Significance Thresholds for G eenhouse Gases under
CEQA (Cctober 24, 2008).'

Pl ease feel free to contact ne if you have any questions if you
need anything further.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/50-ab32_ig_ceqga ltr_to_carb fina 0
Original File Name: AB32 |G CEQA Ltr to CARB FINA#0
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 12:51:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Shari

Last Name: Libicki

Email Address: dlibicki@environcorp.com
Affiliation: ENVIRON International Corporation

Subject: GDC Comments on the CEQA Threshold Guidelines
Comment:

See attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/51-gdc_comments_final _20090116.pdf
Original File Name: GDC Comments Final 20090116.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 13:58:37

No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Jessica

Last Name: Range

Email Address: jessica.range@sfgov.org
Affiliation: City and County of San Francisco

Subject: Comments on Proposed CEQA Thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached comment letter fromthe City and County of
San Franci sco.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/52-carb_cega comment_letter ccsf.pdf
Original File Name: CARB_CEQA Comment Letter CCSF.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 16:26:52

No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Mark

Last Name: Dillon

Email Address: mdillon@gdandb.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment Letter regarding Proposed Significance Criteria
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/53-It_carb_re _ghg_ceqga thresholds  1-16-
09_.doc.pdf

Origina FileName: LT CARB re GHG CEQA Thresholds (1-16-09).doc.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 16:57:50

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: J.P.

Last Name: Cativiela

Email Address: dairycares@aol.com
Affiliation:

Subject: CEQA significance thresholds
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment |etter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/54-cares_comment_letter 1 16 09.pdf
Original File Name: CARES comment letter 1 16 09.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-16 18:12:11

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: J.P.

Last Name: Cativiela

Email Address: dairycares@aol.com
Affiliation: CARES

Subject: Comments
Comment:

We submitted our comments on Friday, Jan. 16 and subsequently noted
a couple of errors. The attached revises the table on page 5 to
correct the 2006 cow popul ation and nmi |k production figures. Al so
we' ve revised the first paragraph on page 6 for clarity.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/55-cares_comment.corrected.1.19.08.pdf
Origina File Name: CARES Comment. CORRECTED.1.19.08.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-01-19 12:04:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for General comments on ARB staff's overall approach on
interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-general-ws) -
2nd Workshop.

First Name: Sande

Last Name: George

Email Address: sgeorge@stefangeorge.com
Affiliation: APA California

Subject: Comments on the overall approach to GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA
Comment:

Last week | requested that the attached docunent replace a previous
submi ssion as there were red comments showing in the docunent. The
correct docunent is now posted but the nane in the Received From
col um of the workshop log (see #55) is incorrect. Currently it
reads "Farrell, Francine" but should read "APA California, Sande
CGeorge". | was instructed by Zenia Aguilera in the Ofice of the
Onbudsman to resubnmit the docunent with the affiliation box filled
in. Please update the Received Frombox with this information

Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/cega-general-ws/59-10-
apaca final_ab 32 cega thresholds of significance proposal_apa comments 11 21 08 ah
_pp.doc

Original File Name: 10-
apaca final_ab 32 cega thresholds of significance proposal_apa comments 11 21 08 ah
_pp.doc

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2009-02-17 13:17:54

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to General comments on ARB staff's overall
approach on interim GHG significance thresholds under the CEQA. (cega-
gener al-ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at thistime.



