Comment 1 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Philip M.

Last Name: Fine

Email Address: pfine@agmd.gov
Affiliation:

Subject: SCAQMD Comment Letter - Aliso Canyon Climate Change I mpacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

The South Coast Air Quality Managenment District appreciates the
opportunity to subnit a comment letter from SCAQVD Chai rnman Dr.
WilliamA. Burke, on the Aliso Canyon Cinmate Change Mtigation
Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/3-alisompdraft-ws-AHMAZQNjV XcKY Vcz.pdf
Original File Name: SCAQMD Comment Letter - Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-18 12:59:12

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Malcolm

Last Name: Weiss

Email Address. mwei ss@hunton.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease see attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/4-alisompdraft-ws-WjZQM 1IMmWHS8BY gR2.pdf
Original File Name: Letter to ARB re Aliso Cyn.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-18 15:14:42

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Martin

Last Name: Gordon

Email Address: valleyspreader @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation: Valley Spreader

Subject: So Cal Gas mitigation proposal

Comment:
Do nothing. The leak was unintentional. The noney spent on
nmtigation will be misspent and the true paynent of the bill wll

be the ratepayers.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-18 16:40:27

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Jenny

Last Name: Oorbeck

Email Address: joorbeck@nsf.org
Affiliation: NSF International

Subject: Mitigation projects should be validated
Comment:

Pl ease see our attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/6-alisompdraft-ws-BWtTIw7WFRQNQZp.pdf
Original File Name: NSF comment |etter on Aliso Canyon methane mitigation program_20160321. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-21 05:50:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Evan

Last Name: Edgar

Email Address. evan@edgarinc.org
Affiliation: Ca Compost Coalition

Subject: Support Full Mitigation using organic waste diversion
Comment:

Support Full Mtigation using organic waste diversion that are
| ocal and transfornative such as the City of LA's conmercial waste
franchi se systemstarting n 2017.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/7-alisompdraft-ws-Wi1lSPANrU3RRMgRDb.pdf
Original File Name: White Paper - Waste Sector AD for RCNG trans fuel.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-21 10:57:20

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Tim

Last Name: Taylor

Email Address: ttaylor@airquality.org
Affiliation: Sacramento Air District

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Strategies
Comment:

State | egislation nmandates that food waste generators of 8 cubic
yards or nore per week source separate and divert that waste from
landfills. Sacramento Solid Waste Authority, (SWA), has passed
Ordinance 26 to inplenent this requirenent. Despite several years
of effort to inplenment source-separation and diversion, and despite
the ordi nance, SWA anticipates that it will take several years to
achi eve conpliance. SWA al so recogni zes that 4 yd/wk food waste
generators will not be required to divert food waste until 2018 and
2yd/ wk generators nmay never be required to divert.

A coalition of utility, agency and non-profit organi zati ons has
been organi zed in the Sacramento Region to educate and assi st both
generators and collectors to source-separate and divert food waste
into bio-digesters where the nmet hane and CO2 emi ssions can be
captured and turned i nto Renewabl e Natural Gas, (RNG, for
transportation and for electrical energy production. This effort
cannot be fully effective without significant additional funding,
but with additional funding fromthe Aliso Canyon mtigation
effort, food waste diversion could be significantly increased and
air em ssions of nethane and CO2 could be significantly reduced.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-22 06:08:24

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: barbara

Last Name: coler

Email Address: bcolerconsulting@gmail.com
Affiliation: CAPCOA consultant

Subject: CAPCOA GHG Rx use and Organic Waste Digestion subsidies
Comment:

Dear Sir or Madam

I am enpl oyed by the California Air Pollution Control Officers
Associ ation (CAPCOA) as the administrator of the CAPCOA G eenhouse
Gas Reduction Exchange (GHG Rx). The GHG Rx is a registry and

i nformation exchange for GHG emi ssion reduction credits designed
specifically to benefit the State of California It is a low cost,
secure online platformfor exchange of |ocally-generated GHG
credits derived fromCalifornia-only voluntary projects based on
Boar d- approved protocols. The CGHG Rx is inplenmented by
Participating Air Districts throughout the state. Credits nust be
real, quantified, verified, permanent, enforceable,

addi tional /surplus to be accepted within the GHG Rx. There are
several co-benefits that can be realized through use of the GHG Rx:
financial resources invested in-state will help create |ocal jobs
and result in other needed air pollution co-benefits as well as
soci oeconom ¢ and ot her environmental co-benefits fromprojects in
California.

The GHG Rx has several CAPCOA Board approved protocols, including,
anong others, two Biogas Control Systens (BCS) protocols: 1)
Organic Waste Digesters (OAND) — Livestock Manure and 2)

Li vestock — Dairy Cattle & Swine. O our Participating Districts,
the San Joaquin Vall ey APCD and others have significant farm ng and
ranchi ng operations within their respective jurisdictions.

| suggest that use of CAPCOA GHG Rx be recommended as an option to
utilize for the nmitigation programand specifically for biodigester
(OAD) projects. The programmneets all the criteria listed within

t he docunent and woul d satisfy many (or all) of the additiona
considerations. Additionally, | respectfully suggest that the Air
Resources Board provide specific recommendati ons as to the funding
subsi di es (anpbunt and type) that should be provided by Southern
California Gas to support OAD projects. At this tine, State
fundi ng avail abl e through the Treasurer’s O fice would not be

wor kabl e for such projects. There are limted USDA grants and | oan
fundi ng, however they are insufficient to encourage w despread use
of OAD. G ven the magnitude of the nmethane emissions in the State
fromagriculture, and that they are primarily associated with
enteric fermentation and em ssions fromdairy manure | agoons, it is
critical that 1) mtigation is conducted, and, 2) that significant
subsidies (grants/low cost | oans and guarantees) are provided
through the Aliso Canyon programthat would be applicable to a
broad array of |ivestock operations, large and snall

Thank you for your consideration.

Bar bara Col er, Col er Environmental Consulting LLC

Attachment:



Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-22 09:39:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Timothy J.

Last Name: O'Connor

Email Address: toconnor@edf.org
Affiliation:

Subject: Letter on Aliso Mitigation
Comment:

See attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/10-alisompdraft-ws-V TQCaAZuUnJV PANc.pdf
Original File Name: Aliso mitigation letter EDF_ CR_NRDC.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-22 13:08:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st Workshop.

First Name: Gilbert

Last Name: Duran

Email Address: gilbertduran3@att.net
Affiliation:

Subject: Letter on Aliso Mitigation
Comment:

See Attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/11-alisompdraft-ws-WzxRPIES8BTQKaV cl.pdf
Original File Name: Gilbert Duran 3_18 2016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-22 14:02:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 10 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jason

Last Name: Hector

Email Address: jason15838@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: : Comments on Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Impacts Mitigation Program Draft
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/12-alisompdraft-ws-WjBdOIQmA j4DawBf.pdf
Original File Name: Jason_Hector 3 22 2016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-23 13:57:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: Rosenheim

Email Address: drosenhelm@theclimateregistry.org
Affiliation: The Climate Registry

Subject: TCR comments on Aliso Canyon draft plan
Comment:

Dear Chairman Nichol s,

thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Aliso
Canyon draft plan. Please see the attached PDF with our coments.

Very best,

Davi d Rosenhei m
Executive Director
The Cinmate Registry

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/13-alisompdraft-ws-VilGY 10uBAgHY | c4.pdf
Original File Name: TCR comments_Alison Canyon.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-23 14:51:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Paul

Last Name: Relis

Email Address: paulr@crrmail.com
Affiliation: CR&R Incorporated

Subject: ARB methane mitigation plan
Comment:

CR&R | ncorporated, one of the largest privately held solid waste
and recycling firns in the U S. serves sonme 3 nmllion custoners and
nore than 50 communities in Southern California. The 50-year old
conmpany will conplete the first phase of a four-phase anaerobic
digester (AD) project that will convert source separated organic
waste that would otherwise go to landfill, to renewabl e natural gas
(RNG and soil anmendnents by April of this year. A second phase
wel | under construction, will be conpleted by the fall of 2016.

The project is located in the city of Perris, an economcally

di sadvantaged comunity. It will produce one mllion gallons of

di esel equivalent (DGE) fuel with each phase or 4 nmillion gallons
when fully built out. Each one million gallons of RNG equal s about
2500 nmetric tons of methane. Using the ARB 10-year nethane
reduction target in ARB's mitigation plan, two phases of our

proj ect would produce about 50,000 tons of methane mitigation, or
about half of the ten-year nitigation target.

CR&R has privately financed 80% of Phases | and Il of the Perris
project with about $8.7 million in grant funds fromthe California
Ener gy Commi ssion, Cal Recycle and the South Coast Air Quality
Managenment District and with the support of 10 comunities. These
ten conmuniti es have suppl enented their waste service contracts
with CR&R to enable themto use Phases | and Il to manage their
organi ¢ wastes and fuel the CR&R trucks serving these comunities.

If mtigation funds were nmade available to CR&R the conpany woul d
consi der proceeding with Phases Il and IV with a conpletion date
of 2018. The net hane production fromthese two phases, as
previously noted, could achieve half of the nethane nitigation
target.

The project would reduce net hane from organi c waste going to
landfill.

The project location is an econonically di sadvantaged conmmunity.

The project would build on CR&R s existing truck infrastructure,
consi sting of several hundred natural gas vehicles and three
natural gas fueling stations, all located in the South Coast.

The project would exploit the use of the new Cunmins | ow NOX .02
gram 8 liter engine that running on RNG achi eves carbon negative
performance. CR&R has been awarded a grant fromthe South Coast Air
Qual ity Managenent District to denonstrate the performance of the
vehicle that goes into comrercial production |ater this year or in
early 2017

CR&R has the land use entitlenents to all four phases of the AD to
RNG project. The project is thus, "shovel ready."



CR&R will be connected to Southern California Gas Conpany's gas
grid by the end of 2016. At that time CR&R will becone the first
large scale facility of its kind to connect to the grid. It wll
then be able to "wheel" its RNG to custoners throughout Southern
California.

CR&R is contracting with the Gty of Los Angeles to help it manage
its residential organic waste. 120 tons per day of organic waste
will be processed at the Perris facility. The city has expressed

i nterest, subject to proof of project perfornmance, and the
availability of grant funds, to increase green waste deliveries to
the Perris facility.

CR&R s project team of Ei senmann (digester technol ogy from
Germany), Greenlane (gas clean up technol ogy from New Zeal and),

Lyl es, (an experienced public works contractor)and J.R Mller,
(architect and engineer for nany solid waste facilities nationw de)
brings exceptional capabilities to the devel opnent of the project.

The project technol ogy and t he devel opnent team has been fully
vetted by the City of Los Angeles (Bureau of Sanitation), the
California Energy Conmi ssion, Cal Recycle, and the South Coast Air
Qual ity Managenent District.

If mitigation funds were used to assist with the devel opnent of
Phases |1l and IV the ARB would have a clear and practical pathway

to achieve its methane nitigation target building on an existing AD
to RNG devel opnment platform

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-23 20:40:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Susan

Last Name: Gorman-Chang

Email Address: sggc@dslextreme.com
Affiliation: Porter Ranch resident

Subject: Comments on Mitigation Plan for Aliso Canyon Leak
Comment:

see attached comments

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/15-alisompdraft-ws-UyQFcVY +V X1AclUw.docx
Original File Name: written comments SG-C.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 06:06:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 14 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mike
Last Name: Levin
Email Address: mlevin@fce.com
Affiliation: FuelCell Energy, Inc.

Subject: Comments of FuelCell Energy, Inc. on Draft Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached coments of Fuel Cell Energy, Inc. on the
Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Clinmate Inpacts Mtigation Program
I ncl uded as Appendix 1 to these conments is independent analysis
perforned by Energy & Environmental Econonmics (E3) that offers an

obj ective cost-benefit assessnment of our proposal.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/16-alisompdraft-ws-BjRRZwQOV TBXfAc3.pdf
Original File Name: 2016-03-24; FuelCell Energy ARB Aliso Canyon Final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 06:37:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 15 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Frank

Last Name: Caponi

Email Address: fcaponi @lacsd.org
Affiliation: LACSD

Subject: Commet Letter re: Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Impacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

From Frank Caponi of the Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/17-alisompdraft-ws-UzdcNVAyUzBRZAAYy.pdf
Original File Name: DOC032416-03242016095948. pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 11:11:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 16 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mitchell

Last Name: Englander

Email Address: councilmember.englander@lacity.org
Affiliation: Los Angeles City Council

Subject: Comments on CARB Aliso Canyon Climate Impacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment letter fromLos Angeles City
Counci | menber M tchell Engl ander.

Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/18-alisompdraft-ws-WjkAZ10uWGI X DIAX.pdf
Original File Name: CARB Aliso Canyon mitigation comment letter.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 11:24:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 17 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Mitchell

Last Name: Englander

Email Address: councilmember.englander@lacity.org
Affiliation: Los Angeles City Council

Subject: Comments on the CARB Aliso Canyon Climate | mpacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease see attached comment letter fromLos Angeles City
Counci | menber M tchell Engl ander.

Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/19-alisompdraft-ws-AGMHY AdOUGFXDgRI . pdf
Original File Name: CARB Aliso Canyon mitigation comment letter.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 11:35:47

No Duplicates.



Comment 18 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Norvell

Last Name: Nelson

Email Address: norv@lItvcorporate.com
Affiliation: Longbow Technology Ventures

Subject: Mitigation in the Transportation Sector
Comment:

Pl ease consider the mitigation potential of additional approaches
in the transportation sector as outlined in the attachnent.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/20-alisompdraft-ws-BWgHY FckU2M CbA Jd.docx
Original File Name: March 24 Alsio Canyon Comment Final.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 11:45:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 19 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Dr aft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Anna ("Mickey")

Last Name: Moritz

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

Subject: Aliso Canyon Draft Mitigation Plan Comments
Comment:

Comments and references fromthe Center for Biodiversity attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/21-alisompdraft-ws-VWRdbVIMVTZQZVQL .zip
Original File Name: 16 03 24 CBD comments Aliso draft mitigation plan.zip
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 12:15:56

No Duplicates.



Comment 20 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Adam

Last Name: Scow

Email Address: ascow@fwwatch.org
Affiliation: Food & Water Watch

Subject: Comments on Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease find attached cited conmments on the Aliso Canyon Met hane
Leak dinate Mtigation Programsubmtted jointly by Matt Pakucko
of Save Porter Ranch, Gary G aham Hughes of Friends of the Earth
and ne.

The conments, without citation, appear below ny signature, here.
Thank you for your consideration of our recomendations.

Si ncerely,
Adam Scow
California Director
Food & Water Watch

March 24, 2016

California Air Resources Board
Attn: Mary D. Nichols, Chair
1001 “1” Street

Sacranent o, CA 95814

RE: Comments on Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate |npacts
M tigation Program

Thank you for accepting these conments on the Aliso Canyon Met hane
Leak dinmate Inpacts Mtigation Program

On Cctober 23, 2015, workers at the Aliso Canyon Storage Facility
operated by Southern California Gas Conpany (SoCal Gas) di scovered
the well casing | eak that becane the worst natural gas disaster in
U.S. history. The bl owout |asted nearly four nonths, displacing
nore than 15,000 Porter Ranch area residents fromtheir hones,

si ckening countless adults, children and pets, and enitting nearly
100, 000 tons of heat-trappi ng methane into the atnosphere.

SoCal Gas nust be penalized for these inpacts and the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) nust design such penalties to reduce
directly the reliance of Los Angeles on fossil fuels and to

i ncrease access by Los Angeles residents — particularly those in

| ower inconme and vul nerable comunities — to | owcost, non-fossi
fuel, renewabl e energy sources. Therefore, we strongly recomend
that CARB revise the Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate

I mpacts Mtigation Programto effectively neet these objectives.

SoCal Gas has a proven history of placing the community and
environnment at risk by failing to repair conprom sed equi pnent at
Ali so Canyon.

The terrible inpacts of the Aliso Canyon gas bl owout are nade worse
by the fact that SoCal Gas and the California Public Uilities

Conmmi ssion were well aware of the risks that led to the disaster
and failed to take steps to protect the surrounding conmunity and



the environnent. According to SoCal Gas, the average age of a well
at Aliso Canyon Storage Facility is 52 years; eight wells at the
facility have been subjected to “internal and external corrosion”
for over 81 years. SoCal Gas operates 114 storage wells at Aliso
Canyon, and over half of them are over 58 years old.

SoCal Gas adnmitted in 2014 testinony before the California Public
Uilities Commission (CPUC) that “a negative well integrity trend
seenms to have devel oped since 2008,” indicating that well casings
were reaching a breaking point due to their age and high-intensity
use. The conpany explained that it discovered a 400 pounds per
square inch leak at Aliso Canyon in 2008, and stated the | eak was
“indicative of production casing | eaks fromeither internal or
external corrosion where high pressure gas can migrate to the
surface in a matter of hours.” Integrity failures in two nore
wells at Aliso Canyon were discovered in 2013, but the gas was
reportedly not reaching the surface through the |eaking wells, but
was migrating through the soil. G ven these severe conditions,
Porter Ranch and the surroundi ng areas of Los Angel es have been,
and continue to be, at ongoing risk of exposure to | eaks fromthe
Aliso Canyon Storage Facility.

Nunmer ous SoCal Gas storage wells are known to have externa
corrosion problenms or other signs of physical damage. At Aliso
Canyon, natural gas storage wells show signs of external casing
corrosion at relatively shallow depths in the well casing and at
deeper depths where oil is extracted using fluid stimulation
SoCal Gas cited the “unknown nunber of at-risk wells and their
integrity status” as two factors that conplicate budgeting and
accounting related to rates set by the CPUC. The i ncreasi ng
number of safety and integrity conditions is attributed primarily
to the frequency of use, exposure to the environnent, and | ength of
time wells have been in service. The clear inplication is that
costs to address the systemw de integrity issues could quickly
bal | oon.

Nat ural gas storage wells can be damaged down-hol e and have what
SoCal Gas terns “poor deliverability rates,” meaning that there is
resistance to natural gas injection. SoCal Gas has been clearing
this resistance using gravel packing other well stinulation

nmet hods, potentially including high-pressure injections of fluids,
i ncludi ng aci ds.

During the gas disaster, the South Coast Air Quality Managenent
District inspected 16 wells at the Aliso Canyon Storage Facility
with a forward | ooking infrared (FLIR) canera, and found that 15
wel | s had | eaking valves, fittings and/or flanges. These |eaks
were mnor conpared to the | eak at SS-25, but neverthel ess show the
i nherent leak risks associated with natural gas infrastructure at
the Aliso Canyon Storage Facility and el sewhere.

The use of offsets and other narket-based approaches does not
result in net environmental and social benefits.

The proposed Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Inpacts Mtigation
Program suggests that one way for SoCal Gas to nmitigate its rel eases
of methane is by using “offsets” created by funding projects such
as dairy digesters on sone of the state’s agricultural operations.
CARB suggests that this offset mitigation approach exists outside
of California s current GHG tradi ng/of fset program because of the
impact it may have on that progranis trading/offset projections and
al l ocations. Regardl ess of whether the proposed offsets occur
within or without the state tradi ng/offset program any kind of

of fset, including the purchase of credits, is a legitinmate threat
to achieving real, additional or pernmanent em ssions reductions.

O fsets allow polluters to avoid the urgent need to stop polluting
by allowing theminstead to pay to continue harnful activities with
i mpunity, while claimng that enissions have been reduced

el sewhere. Mboreover, the agenda behind offsets, as is clear here,



too often places priority on cost contai nment, nmarket efficiency
and ease of polluter conpliance, but disregards the true priority,
which is to reduce GHG eni ssi ons

The i ssue of permanence presents the nost egregi ous problemfrom

of fsets. The dictionary defines permanence as “the state or quality
of lasting or remaining unchanged indefinitely.” However, CARBS s
under st andi ng of permanence is quite distorted: “Pernanent means,
in the context of offset credits, either that GHG reductions and
CGHG renoval enhancenents are not reversible, or when GHG reductions
and GHG rempval enhancenments nmay be reversible, that mechanisns are
in place to replace any reversed GHG em ssion reductions and CGHG
renoval enhancenents to ensure that all credited reductions endure
for at |least 100 years.”

This definition of “pernmanence” sends the contradi ctory nessage
that of fset protocols require pernmanence, but then allows for
situations where pernmanence can be violated so long as there are
backup nechani sns in place. For exanple, the Forest Buffer Account
exists for use should a forest used for offsets burn down or be
destroyed by another natural disaster, reversing the offsets
generated. However, what’'s left unsaid is that using a buffer
account like this allows the total amount of enissions rel eased to
i ncrease —the reversed of fsets rel ease em ssions, requiring nore
of fsets to replace those reversed, ultimately increasing the
aggregat e nunber of credits used and subsequently increasing the
overall anpunt of emi ssions allowed. It’'s not as sinple as a
one-for-one exchange.

Additionally, offsets conflict with the requirenent for permanence
when the life of the reductions is only for 100 years, instead of
achi eving true permanence. Crediting periods also contradict the
concept of permanence when they only go for 25 or 30 years at a
time. This is, again, not permanent. It is also unclear what
happens after the crediting periods end, or after the 100 years of
“permanence” end. The conpanies that issue the offset credits m ght
not exist in 25, 30 or 100 years, and these inpermanent crediting
periods bring all of the offsets issued into question. The entire
structure of these offsets presents a significant risk of

| arge-scal e reversal in the future, undoi ng whatever em ssions
reductions nmight happen and creating no real progress on the very
critical issue of GHG reductions.

Anot her problem arises in the nethodol ogy for neasuring the anounts
of carbon dioxide (CO2) stored in forests, as well as the nethods
for calculating em ssions reductions fromthe proposed rice
cultivation offsets. Al though both nethodol ogi es are probl enati c,
they share a significant issue in that they use nodels and
estimates to arrive at the anmount of CO2 stored in a forest or the
anount of met hane emi ssions prevented fromdifferent rice
cultivation practices. Fromthese estinmates, offsets are then sold
for exact anmounts of avoi ded enissions. A nodel ed estimate does not
equal an exact anmount of emissions. It doesn't add up

| ssues of additionality also render California s offset program
invalid. State regulations hold that, "A registry offset credit
must represent a GHG em ssion reduction or GHG renoval enhancenent
that is real, additional, quantifiable, permanent, verifiable, and
enforceable [Health and Safety Code 838562(d)(1) and (2)]. Yet tine
and agai n, CARB approves offsets that do not neet this additiona
requi renent. For exanple, Burbaker Farmin Pennsylvania built a
manure di gester in 2011, using taxpayer funding, to provide
electricity for the farm ng operation. The owner of the farmis on
record as saying he originally built the digester not for credits,
but electricity. Yet, in 2015 CARB retroactively certified the
Brubaker digester as a GHG of fset generator, and California

i ndustries can now take advantage of this facility to continue
their own em ssions even though the digester was already in place,
and operating. Likew se, CARB recently approved the 704-acre Pungo
Ri ver Forest Conservation Project in North Carolina as a source of



GHG of f sets even though this stand of forest was put into permanent
conservation easenment in 2003. Seeking already existing CHG
reduction projects across the country to generate offsets in the
state of California nmeans that there are no additional GG
reductions taking place through the state’s offset program

The of fset approach is not the only problem Cap-and-trade is a
regul atory framework that seeks to elimnate the nost inportant
tenets of the Clean Air Act, which is that conpanies do not have an
i nherent right to pollute. Under cap-and-trade policies, polluters
are given aright to threaten public health and the environnent, as
long as they pay for it. These schenes essentially create |oopholes
that allow polluters to continue dunping and di scharging rather

t han hol di ng them accountable for pollution

Tradi ng creates a mechani smwhere profits determine who is able to
pollute and can actually lead to an overall increase in pollution
This is because credits that polluters would purchase are difficult
and often inpossible to verify. In fact, a recent study of a

Eur opean Union cap and trade program found that 80% of credits were
unverifiable. This neans that polluters were able to buy credits to
pollute nore fromother polluters that may or nmay not have actually
reduced eni ssions.

Even if the inpossible task of verifying pollution credits were
possi ble, trading creates regi onal pollution hot spots, as |arger
and wel |l -financed polluters will often opt to purchase credits
rather than run pollution-control equipnment. This happened with the
Los Angeles air pollution trading progranms under the Rule 1610 and
RECLAI M prograns in which conmuni cates of color near the Cty's
refinery district suffered fromincreased air pollution when these
facilities purchased enissions credits instead of installing
reduction technol ogi es.

VWi | e proponents of cap-and-trade and offsets tout the regul atory
flexibility benefits of these policies, inreality these policies
all ow polluting industries to put profit above the interests of
public health and the environment. W need to strengthen
protections under the Clean Air Act that have worked for decades to
hel p hold polluters accountable, rather than rolling back sone of
the nost inportant public health |aws.

The threats posed by clinmate change to our public health,
environnental health, comunities and |ivelihoods are pernanent and
real, and so nust our efforts to stop these threats be pernanent
and real —offsets cannot acconplish this. The fact that they

requi re | oophol es, distortions and exceptions to even “work” shows
that offsets are not a solution, but nerely a scam

Di gesters are not a solution to environnental problens, including
climate change

Waste disposal is a problemfor all factory farnms, with inpacts on
wildlife and human health, the health of the waterways surrounding
them and even on microbial devel opnent and potential antibiotic
resistance. 1In addition to containing nethane, a potent greenhouse
gas, the air surrounding factory farnms typically includes anmonia,
hydrogen sulfide and particulate matter. These can lead to a
variety of illnesses, including |ung di sease, chenical burns to the
respiratory tract and even death. Anaerobic digestion is focused
nmostly on nethane production, though it clains to help with sone of
the other effects as well.

At the nost sinple |evel, anaerobic digestion happens by addi ng

m croorgani sns to animal waste. The nicroorgani sns digest the
wast e, producing “biogas,” nostly a m xture of nethane and carbon
di oxi de. The nethane, the nmain conponent of natural gas, can then
be burned to generate electricity or heat.

By covering and heating nanure | agoons —and installing expensive



machi nery —factory farns claimto be able to capture and burn
met hane gas, thereby elininating greenhouse gas enissions and
produci ng energy. The environnmental benefits of manure digesters,
however, have proven elusive —and seemto offer little remedy to
the far-rangi ng environmental inpacts of the factory farms that
feed these machi nes.

But, like manure pits w thout any nethane capture system digesters
may accidentally spill or leak Iiquid manure and al so present
environnmental and climate risks from expl osi ons associated wth

nmet hane production. A 1.25-million gallon manure digester in

W sconsin, constructed with nore than $3 million in public funds,
spill ed 380,000 gallons of manure into nearby waterways in 2013,
then anot her 22,000 gallons in 2014. The digester then experienced
a maj or nethane explosion. Faced with the reality of such

danger ous accidents at digesters, sonme rural communities have
opposed the construction of digesters.

Manure digesters don't capture all of the nethane they produce, and
sonme anount of net hane these machi nes generate escape as eni ssions.
This “fugitive nethane,” as scientists call it, can greatly

of f set —er even negat e—what ever greenhouse gas reductions digesters
of fer. And when di gesters burn nethane, they rel ease greenhouse
gases |i ke carbon di oxi de and nitrogen oxide, which al so causes
snog and public health issues |ike asthna.

Even factory farns that safely nanage manure during nethane capture
still have to manage the huge vol une of waste that remains
followi ng the digestion process. Digesters don't make the manure
evaporate or disappear; they nmerely extract nethane gas fromit. In
fact, if digesters add water to nmanure during the digestion
process, the total volune of liquid waste may actual ly increase.

Additionally, trucking tons of digested manure to surrounding farns
incurs significant environnmental costs associated with fossil fue
use and presents risks associated with spills. For exanple, in
April 2015 there were at |l east two reported trucking accidents in
upstate New York in which thousands of gallons of nmanure were
spil | ed.

Manure digesters are an extrenely inefficient nethod of energy
production and would not exist in the United States absent taxpayer
subsidies. Start-up, nmintenance and operating costs are often in
the mllions of dollars, and digesters often do not generate enough
energy or revenue to be economically feasible. Ther ef ore, nanure
di gesters nust not be included in the Aliso Canyon Methane Leak
Cimate I npacts Mtigation Program

CARB should require SoCal Gas to fund renewabl e energy projects in
Los Angel es

CARB' s plan should not call on SoCal Gas to fund difficult to track
and regul ate agricultural nmethane ‘offset’ activities that nay not
reduce overall emnissions and would certainly not benefit Los

Angel es’ inpacted and vul nerabl e communities. In order to assure
that all Angel enos have access to clean, renewabl e energy, CARB
shoul d require SoCal Gas to fund the construction of conmunity sol ar
gardens that serve the |l owincome residents of the City of Los
Angel es. Constructing these sol ar gardens would both provide
economc relief to residents and result in a pernmanent reduction in
the reliance on fossil fuels.

If conbined with California s net netering program residents who
have shares in comunity solar gardens would see a reduction in
their nonthly electricity bills. In addition, increasing the anount
of solar generation in the city would displace current fossil fue
generati on.



The total generation of the community solar gardens constructed by
SoCal Gas as part of this nitigation plan should be sufficient to
annual | y di splace nore than enough fossil fuel generation to
account for an equival ent anount of greenhouse gas as was enitted
during the four nonths of the Aliso Canyon Storage Facility

di saster.

According to the U S Departnment of Energy, |less than one-third of
Aneri can rooftop space is suitable for solar installation

Further, half of all househol ds cannot install a solar PV system
because of issues ranging from ownership, to shading, to | ack of
adequat e roof space. Additionally, even though costs have dropped,
installing a rooftop solar PV systemstill requires upfront
financing that typically hinges on both higher |levels of incone and
hi gher credit scores. Wile 40 percent of all households in the
United States have inconme |ess than $40,000 per year, those
househol ds “account for less than five percent of solar
installations.” In Los Angeles, |ess than 40 percent of residents
live in owner-occupi ed housi ng. Medi an househol d i ncone is bel ow
$50, 000 and nore than 20 percent of residents live bel ow the
poverty line.

Communi ty sol ar enabl es househol ds that cannot, for financial or
other reasons, to install rooftop solar on their hones and get the
benefits of distributed solar. Community sol ar prograns all ow
househol ds to buy a share of the solar electricity generated at a
| arger-scal e solar garden built in their comunity. The
participants in the project receive a share of utility bil

credits, tax incentives and production incentives. The bil
credits work in the sane way that an individual household with net
metering receives credits. For the anount of electricity sold into
the grid by the project, participants receive a paynent for the
kil owatt hours represented by their share. The paynent then
reduces their utility bill.

Concl usi on

G ven the aging and deteriorating nature of its infrastructure and
the i nherent dangers of natural gas storage to nei ghboring
communities, a true long-termmtigation plan for the Aliso Canyon
Storage Facility would require its pernanent decomm ssion
Therefore, CARB's Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Cimate |npacts

M tigation Program nust be viewed nore accurately as a penalty

agai nst SoCal Gas for the harns to the |ocal conmunity and the

envi ronnent caused by the four-nonth | eak disaster. CARB s plan
shoul d focus exclusively on requiring SoCal Gas to fund projects to
permanent |y reduce nethane enission in Los Angel es communities. W
urge CARB to revise its draft plan to require SoCal Gas to spend its
mtigation funds solely on the construction of conmunity sol ar
farns sufficient to annually displace nore than enough fossil fue
generation to account for an equival ent amount of greenhouse gas as
was emitted during the four nonths of the Aliso Canyon Storage
Facility disaster. Any other nitigation activities should be
stricken from CARB s pl an.

Si ncerely,

Adam Scow
California Director, Food & Water Watch

Matt Pakucko
Presi dent, Save Porter Ranch

Gary G aham Hughes
California Advocacy Canpai gner, Friends of the Earth



Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/22-alisompdraft-ws-WipSO1QnByACY V Qm.pdf
Original File Name: PORTER RANCH COMMENTS final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 12:13:59
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Comment 21 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Anna ("Mickey")

Last Name: Moritz

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

Subject: Aliso Canyon Draft Mitigation Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease substitute this comment letter for the one subnmitted earlier
by the Center for Biological Diversity - this one has a corrected
si gnature bl ock.

Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/23-alisompdraft-ws-BTRRY QNdWToGMwhX .pdf
Original File Name: 16 03 24 Center comments Aliso Canyon draft mitigation plan FNL.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 12:38:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 22 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Anna ("Mickey")

Last Name: Moritz

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

Subject: Aliso Canyon Draft Mitigation Plan Comments
Comment:

Pl ease substitute this comment letter for the one subnmitted earlier
by the Center for Biological Diversity - this one has a corrected
si gnature bl ock.

Thank you.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/24-alisompdraft-ws-VmdVZV AOAGNRZANCc.pdf
Original File Name: 16 03 24 Center comments Aliso Canyon draft mitigation plan FNL.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 12:38:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 23 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Shuman

Email Address: tshublu@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Comment on Aliso Canyon Climate Impacts Mitigation Program Draft
Comment:

To CARB,

I am now resubmtting sone of ny previously-submtted conments
concerning this matter, which focus on enteric-rel ated nethane

em ssions fromlivestock. The CARB draft concerning the Aliso
Canyon Climate Mtigation Strategy conpletely ignored nmeasures that
m ght or would significantly lead to a reduction in enteric

em ssions fromlivestock (the | argest source of nethane eni ssions
in California!) CARB al so ignored previously-subnitted coments
concer ni ng net hane taxes/fees that would also likely reduce mnethane
em ssions frommultiple sources. | request again that CARB address
t hese issues before issuing a final docunent

Si ncerely,

Todd Shuman, Wasteful Unreasonabl e Methane Uprising, Camarillo, CA
805. 987. 8203

Subject: Aliso Canyon Cimate Inpacts Mtigation Program

On behal f of Wasteful Unreasonable Methane Uprising, | submit the
foll owi ng reconmendati ons concerning the Aliso Canyon dinate
| npacts Mtigation Program

1. SCGC/ Senpra shall be required to heavily subsidize the
wi despread construction of freestall dairy barn enclosures with
met hane captured and vented to biofilters in California.

2: SCGC/ Senpra shall be required to heavily subsidize a fund that
will finance livestock herd size reduction in California (in order
to reduce statewi de, cattle-related enteric methane em ssions) and
enabl e the neaningful nmitigation of environnental justice-related
i mpacts associated with dairies and gas wells throughout
California.

3: CARB shall consider instituting or developing or pronoting a
Met hane Fee, in either of two fornms presented bel ow

A: "All those legally responsible for the generation of nore
than 40 pounds of uncaptured, unburnt nethane emi ssions per year
shall be required to pay an annual fee on each ton of uncaptured,
unburnt met hane em ssion for which they are responsi ble. The fee
shal |l be 100 percent of the baseline value of $4700 of dammges per
ton of nethane (in 2007 dollars) that is presented in The soci al
cost of atnospheric release, Drew T. Shindell, dimatic Change
(2015) 130:313-326, DA 10.1007/s10584-015-1343-0, page 319, Table
2, Median total; declining rate.”



This approach would result in a nethane price per ton paid by those
responsi bl e for nmethane emi ssion of approximtely 4700 dollars per
ton, in 2007 dollars (or 5372 dollars, in 2015 dollars). (See
http://ww. usinfl ationcal cul ator.com .)

B: "All those legally responsible for the generation of nore
than 40 pounds of uncaptured, unburnt nethane em ssions per year
shall be required to pay an annual fee on each ton of uncaptured,
unburnt met hane em ssion for which they are responsi ble. The fee
shal | be based upon a net hane-int o- CO2-equi val ency conversi on
al gorithm cal cul ati on that incorporates the nost recent
scientifically-defensible 10-year interval nethane GAP constant (at
best) or 20-year interval nethane GAP constant (at worst). The
nmet hane GAWP constant used for such cal cul ati ons should al so
i ncorporate clinmate-carbon feedbacks."

This approach would result in a current nethane price per ton of
approxi mately 1120 dollars per ton. (Current price of CQRe
[$13/ton] X 86 [20-yr nethane GAP, | PCC AR5th]. See

http://cal carbondash. org/.

4: Additional neasures should al so be enacted that would require
SoCal Gas/ Senpra to finance reductions in nethane em ssions from

ot her sources, including pneumatic devices, punps, and conpressors
used within the natural gas industry itself.

Si ncerely,

Todd Shuman, Wasteful Unreasonabl e Methane Uprising, Camarillo, CA
805. 987. 8203

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 12:52:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 24 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Beth

Last Name: Olhasso

Email Address; bolhasso@westcoastadvisors.com
Affiliation: AECA

Subject: AECA/Ag Council Comments
Comment:

AECA/ Ag Council Comments on Draft Mtigation for Aliso Canyon Pl an

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/26-alisompdraft-ws-UDFVNIAYyV GZQCQJ;.pdf
Original File Name: AECA AG Council Comments on draft Aliso Canyon Methane Mitigation.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 13:15:14

No Duplicates.



Comment 25 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michagl

Last Name: Boccadoro

Email Address; mboccadoro@westcoastadvisors.com
Affiliation: Dairy Cares

Subject: Dairy Cares comments on Aliso Canyon Draft Mitigation Plan
Comment:

Dairy Cares comments on Aliso Canyon Draft Mtigation Plan

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/27-alisompdraft-ws-UTV SNV I6WHIRLIUK .pdf
Original File Name: Dairy CARES Aliso Mitigation Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 13:22:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 26 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jan

Last Name: Dietrick

Email Address: jdietrick9@gmail.com

Affiliation: Ventura County Climate Hub, a 350 Org

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Plan Must Center on a Methane Tax
Comment:

We support the proposal of Wasteful Unreasonabl e Methane Upri sing,
| ed by Todd Shunman of Camarillo. To sumari ze we support the
fol | owi ng:

1: SCGC/ Senpra finance freestall dairy barn enclosures with
nmet hane captured and vented to biofilters.

2: SCCC/ Senpra finance livestock herd size reduction to reduce
cattle-related enteric nethane emi ssions and nitigate environnental
justice-related inpacts associated with dairies and gas wells.

3: CARB institute a Methane Fee on those legally responsible for
the generation of nore than 40 pounds of uncaptured, unburnt

nmet hane emi ssions per year pay an annual fee on each ton. The fee
can be designed in one of two ways:

A. 100 percent of the baseline value of $4700 of dammges per ton
of methane (in 2007 dollars or $5372 in 2015 dollars) that is
presented in The social cost of atmospheric rel ease, Drew T.
Shindell, dimtic Change (2015) 130: 313-326, DO

10. 1007/ s10584- 015- 1343-0, page 319, Table 2, Median total
declining rate.”

B: A net hane-int o- CO2- equi val ency conversion al gorithm cal cul ation
that incorporates the nost recent

scientifically-defensible 10-year interval nethane GAP constant (at
best) or 20-year interval nethane GAP constant (at worst). The

nmet hane GWP constant used for such cal cul ati ons should al so

i ncorporate clinate-carbon feedbacks. This would result in a
current nmethane price per ton of approximately 1120 dollars per

ton. (Current price of CO2e [$13/ton] X 86 [20-yr met hane GAP, | PCC
AR5t h]. See http://cal carbondash. org/.

4. Enact neasures to require SoCal Gas/ Senpra to finance reductions
i n met hane emi ssions from other sources, including pneumatic

devi ces, punps, and conpressors used within the natural gas

i ndustry.

If California is to distinguish itself as a climte policy |eader
it nust denonstrate the vision, accountability and political wll
to tax nmethane. The disaster that the Aliso Canyon | eak represents
to the future of life on earth is best redeened by serving as a
platformfor the most difficult policy challenge of all--a tax on
unburnt methane. It HAS to be one and the sooner you do it, the
better. We are clearly running out of tinme and nethane is show ng
itself to be at least as big an inmedi ate i ssue as CQ2. Pl ease take
courage and do your job.

Attachment:



Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 14:16:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 27 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jake

Last Name: Levine

Email Address: jake.levine@sen.ca.gov
Affiliation: Senator Fran Pavley

Subject: CA Air Resource Board
Comment:

Additional steps for the success of the Aliso Canyon Methane Leak
Cimate Inpacts Mtigation Program
Attached bel ow.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/29-alisompdraft-ws-Uz8AY 1QhA CcK aQd1.pdf
Original File Name: Letters- CARB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 14:24:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 28 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Clyde T

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: ctwilliams2012@yahoo.com
Affiliation: Citiens Coalition for A Safe Community

Subject: Comments for ARB Aliso Mitigation Program
Comment:

See upl oaded file

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/31-alisompdraft-ws-AmNSJgdk WFQFbgV s.rtf
Original File Name: ARB Mitigation Program0322fin.rtf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 14:44:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 29 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Thomas

Last Name: Morris

Email Address: thomas.morris@honeywell.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Honeywell's Comments
Comment:

Honeywel | 's Comments are attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/32-alisompdraft-ws-B28FbABVAjRV K gZx.docx
Original File Name: Honeywell Comments on Aliso Canyon Mitigation.docx
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 14:48:10

No Duplicates.



Comment 30 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Katharine

Last Name: Merrill

Email Address: kitty merrill @hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Porter Ranch leak
Comment:

W need a tax on release of unburnt nethane fromall sources.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 14:58:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 31 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Elisabeth

Last Name: Lamar

Email Address; elisabethlamar@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Methane
Comment:

It's time to institute a tax on unburnt nethane that includes
em ssions fromenteric production fromdairy cows!

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:08:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 32 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Chris

Last Name: Busch

Email Address: chrisb@energyinnovation.org
Affiliation: Energy Innovation

Subject: Comments on proposal
Comment:

Pl ease find our comment |letter attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/35-alisompdraft-ws-AmcHb1E1UnNMK awR9.pdf
Original File Name: Energy Innovation comment Mitigation Fund (24 March 2016).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:41:34

No Duplicates.



Comment 33 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Claire

Last Name: Halbrook

Email Address: cehu@pge.com

Affiliation: Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Subject: Comments on Changes to Methane GWP Vaue
Comment:

Comment s on Changes to Met hane GAP Val ue

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/36-alisompdraft-ws-UiJXNIAOV oL bgBv.pdf
Original File Name: PGE comment on GWP value 3 24 16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:38:19

No Duplicates.



Comment 34 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Sarah

Last Name: Dedauriers

Email Address: SDeslauriers@carollo.com
Affiliation: CA Association of Sanitation Agencies

Subject: CASA Comments on the Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate |mpacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

The California Association of Sanitation Agenci es (CASA)

appreci ates the opportunity to comment on the Draft Aliso Canyon
Met hane Leak Cinate Inpacts Mtigation Program W reconmend the
Draft Mtigation Program seek to maxinmze partnerships wth

wast ewat er treatnent agencies as a prine nitigation strategy.

Pl ease contact us if you have any questions regardi ng are conmnent
letter. W wel cone the opportunity to further discuss the

wast ewat er comunity’'s position in helping to proactively nitigate
i mpacts fromthe Aliso Canyon | eak.

Regar ds,
Sarah Desl auriers
d i mat e Change Program Manager

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/37-alisompdraft-ws-BjVV DFdkUzQL UINi.pdf
Original File Name: 3 24 16 CASA-Comments_MitigationProgram.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:40:09

No Duplicates.



Comment 35 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Martha

Last Name: Davis

Email Address: mdavis@ieua.org
Affiliation: Inland Empire Utilities Agency

Subject: IEUA Comments on Aliso Canyon Draft Mitigation Plan
Comment:

| EUA Comments on Aliso Canyon Draft Mtigation Plan

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/38-alisompdraft-ws-AGKAY 1EIAzFRCA Jh.pdf
Original File Name: IEUA Comments on draft Aliso Canyon Methane L eak.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:47:00

No Duplicates.



Comment 36 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: George

Last Name: Minter

Email Address: giminter@semprautilities.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SoCalGas's Comments on ARB's Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Mitigation Program
Comment:

Attached please find Southern California Gas Conpany's Comments on
ARB' s Draft Aliso Canyon Mtigation Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/39-alisompdraft-ws-VWdATZVRkBWBQZgY 1.pdf
Original File Name: 20160324132307.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 15:33:32

No Duplicates.



Comment 37 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Damon

Last Name: Franz

Email Address: dfranz@solarcity.com
Affiliation:

Subject: SCTY Comments - Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program
Comment:

Pl ease find attached SolarCity's comments on the Aliso Canyon draft
mtigation program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/'com-attach/40-alisompdraft-ws-UiFXMgRxV 30K U1Q3.paf
Original File Name: SCTY Comments Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Mar 24 16.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:11:30

No Duplicates.



Comment 38 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Knox

Email Address: tom.knox@valleycan.org
Affiliation: Valley Clean Air Now

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program
Comment:

Vall ey Cean Air Now Comments on the
Ali so Canyon Methane Leak Climate I npacts Mtigation Program

Thank you for the opportunity to conment on the Aliso Canyon
Met hane Leak Clinmate Inpacts Mtigation Program (referred to bel ow
as Draft Plan).

Valley Clean Air Now (Valley CAN) strongly supports the overal
direction and proposed franework for this proposed nitigation plan
and its targeting of both direct reductions of nethane and ot her
Short-Lived Cimate Pollutants (SLCP) as well as related
co-benefits, as sumari zed on Page 8 of the Draft Plan

Specifically, the program should prioritize or otherw se encourage
em ssi on-reduction projects that:

* Invol ve substantial direct and indirect reductions in em ssions
of SLCPs, especially nethane;

« Enhance the sustainability of the State’s energy infrastructure,
by decreasing reliance on fossil fuels or otherw se;

 Address the interests of disadvantaged California comunities and
communities directly inpacted by the |eak; or

e Provide other significant and denonstrabl e environnental,
econonmi ¢, and public health co-benefits.

e These additional factors reflect priorities, rather than

essential elenents. Not every project would have to fulfill each of
these additional criteria to be eligible for inclusion within the
Aliso Canyon mitigation program That said, projects that satisfy
one or nore of these criteria would represent especially attractive
candi dates for inclusion within the program

In addition, we support these statenents:

Serve val uabl e conpl enentary rol es by produci ng near-term eni ssions
reductions, yielding co-benefits of their own, including in
communities nost directly affected by the Aliso Canyon | eak, and
ensuring the realization of other programmatic objectives.

As well as:

Af fected communities may represent optiml settings for pilot
progranms or other investnments that will contribute toward a nore
sust ai nabl e energy infrastructure.

Valley Clean Air Now (Valley CAN) believes that the approach
outlined in the Draft Plan creates the opportunity to build an
organi zi ng programin Cal Envi roScreen 2. 0-desi gnated di sadvant aged
communi ties throughout the affected region to deliver

communi ty-1level projects with quantifiable nethane and SLCP
reductions as well as associated criteria pollutant and public
health co-benefits. Valley CAN feels that the Draft Plan creates
i deal conditions for effective pilots in di sadvantaged conmunities



to reduce CHGs including SLCP as well as maxim ze criteria
pol I utant eni ssions and public health benefits.

Val l ey CAN requests that staff give serious consideration to
including a program category to target high-enmitting vehicles in

di sadvant aged comunities. W believe that a programto reduce or
elinmnate enissions by repairing and retiring high-enmtting, likely
unregi stered ol der vehicles in disadvantaged communities fits wel
within CARB' s stated strategy in the Draft Plan of creating
quantifiable reductions in STCP quickly, with the opportunity to
create rel ated co-benefits with criteria pollutant reductions and
public health:

Program should prioritize or otherwi se encourage eni ssion-reduction
projects that:

e Generating significant environnental and econonic co-benefits,

i ncluding benefits to public health and reduced reliance on fossi
fuels;

e« Conferring co-benefits upon di sadvantaged communities and
communities directly inpacted by the |l eak, and incorporating
avenues for engagenent by these communities in the program

devel opnent and inpl enentati on process;

e Facilitating participation by other stakeholders, with the public
bei ng given the opportunity to provide neaningful input toward the
prograni s ongoi ng process,

« All owi ng for ongoing nonitoring and verification of program

i mpl enent ati on and progress.

« An inclusive program devel opment process being foll owed by a

wel | - supervi sed and transparent inplenentation phase

Backgr ound

Valley CAN is a 501c3 focused on quantifiable and uni que em ssions
reductions in the San Joaquin Valley. W manage the GCGRF-funded
Enhanced Fl eet Mbderni zati on Program Pl us-Up on behal f of the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District and CARB

Val | ey CAN serves 12,000 custoners annually at 26 Tune In & Tune Up
snog repair events throughout the San Joaquin Valley. 94% of Tune
In & Tune Up custoners live in disadvantaged conmunities as defined
by Cal EnviroScreen 2.0, with a vast nmgjority residing in | owincone
househol ds. 45% of vehicles at Tune In & Tune Up events are

unr egi stered, many of which have driven 10,000 niles or nore since
their registration expired and 25,000 nmiles since passing their

| ast snobg check.

Tune In & Tune Up continues to be driven by the support and the

i nput of community stakehol ders. Qur outreach and organizing is a
continual collaboration with nearly 100 comunity-based

organi zati ons throughout the San Joaquin Valley. These

organi zations participate directly in operating the event, with
dozens of nenbers helping with directing traffic, translating, and
preparing and serving lunch for custonmers. The program would not
be successful without the deep input fromdiverse communities that
we have incorporated into the program process.

Enm ssi ons Reduction Cpportunities

Val |l ey CAN has long believed, and has confirmed w th our program
results, that ol der vehicles in disadvantaged comunity census
tracts are a disproportionate air quality inpact wthin these

overi mpacted areas. Specifically, vehicles older than 1996

regi stered within a di sadvantaged conmunity ZI P code are a
significant but under-reported em ssions probl emthroughout the San
Joaquin Valley and Southern California. These two regions are
likely home to nore of these vehicles than any other part of the

u s

The opportunity for the Draft Plan is that a significant percentage
of these vehicles are unregi stered and thus are outside of the
state's air quality nodels. Reducing enissions fromthese dirtiest
vehicles is additional and uni que.



The bul k of the emi ssions fromgross polluting vehicles are the
criteria pollutants NOx, HC, and CO. However, the State

| mpl enent ati on Pl an shows hi gher-t han- st at ewi de-average emni ssion
levels for CH4, SOx, ROG NO, and PM from pre-1996 vehicles

In addition to the enmissions nodelled in the SIP, it is reasonable
to assune that these ol der vehicles are anong the nost likely to
have | eaks and/or failure of the Freon system According to the
United Nations Environment Programe, Mobile Air Conditioning is
the second | argest source of hydrofl uorocarbon (HFC) emni ssions at
24% representing a full half of the total of Residential
Commercial & Industrial Air Conditioning & Refrigeration HFC

em ssions at 47%

G ven the high rate of unregistered vehicles within this category,
it is difficult to estinate the true extent of the problem
However, rough estimates can be done w th existing nunbers:

« 2.8MM pre-1996 vehicles in California

01.6MMin San Joaquin Valley and greater LA area

020% of these older cars are likely high emtters

020+% are |ikely unregistered

e Therefore, there are roughly 320,000 “problenf cars on the road
in the San Joaquin Valley and greater LA area that are a priority
to repair, retire or replace.

Sol ution
In keeping with a strategy that is very well presented in the Draft
Pl an:

Projects in this sphere woul d sponsor or otherw se pronote enhanced
energy-efficiency measures and the targeted replacenent of fossi
fuels with renewabl e energy resources, especially in the
transportation, comercial, and residential sectors. These projects
could include incentive prograns, sponsored infrastructure
installations, equipnent purchases, and other efforts to pronote
the adoption and utilization of |ess energy-intensive systens and
devi ces, including those powered by renewabl e energy resources.
Projects within this category could have several co-benefits, anobng
them reducing reliance on gas storage by reduci ng peak gas and
electric demand in comunities that have historically relied on the
Ali so Canyon storage facility.

These projects al so could produce transformative benefits either by
audi ti oni ng new technol ogi es and processes, or by placing

em ssi on-reduci ng i nnovations on nore secure footing. In addition
while nmitigation projects in the agriculture and waste sectors may
take tinme to start generating enission reductions, projects
designed to enhance energy efficiency could yield returns nore

qui ckly, thereby ensuring continuing nmomentum for the nitigation
program

Val | ey CAN believes that the expansion of a community-based program
to repair, retire or replace the highest enitting vehicles in the
nost severely disadvantaged areas with the worst air quality in the
nati on would be anong the fastest and nost cost-effective neans of
buil ding a delivery network within di sadvantaged comunities while
achi eving quantifiable and additional STCP and criteria pollutant
reducti ons.

Creating a consistent pipeline of these older high-emtting
vehicles will require continuous conunity organizing in

di sadvant aged conmunities that are nost likely to have these
high-em tting ol der vehicles. These targeted residents could attend
a series of events within their region where qualified | owincone
notorists are offered a conplete set of snbg sol utions

- Snog repairs

- Vehicle retirenent

- Vehicl e replacenment (via EFMP and EFMP Pl us- Up)

- Additional energy efficiency, health care, carbon reduction
prograns can be of fered by disadvantaged community benefit



providers

Community Co-Benefits

The initial organizing for the vehicle program could expand scope
to deliver additional neighborhood- and househol d | evel prograns
i ncl udi ng:

- Appliance retrofit and repl acenent

- O her residential and comercial energy-efficiency prograns

- Vehicl e replacenment, including individual or fleets

- Gas network and appliance safety upgrades

- Sustai nabl e transportation infrastructure

- Coordination with all other federal, state, |ocal, and regiona
utility di sadvantaged community and | ow i ncone assi stance prograns,
in order to deliver the broadest potential benefits to qualified
househol ds.

CGeogr aphi ¢ Tar get

The greater LA area and the San Joaquin Valley have a

di sproportionate percentage of the older, likely high-emtting cars
in the nation. SoCal Gas has service territory in both of these air
basi ns, which share the worst air quality in the US., so it could
make sense to include at |east the southern San Joaquin Valley as
well as the greater L.A area

Thank you again for the opportunity to provide coments. Please
don’t hesitate to contact ne if you need any additiona

i nformation.

Sincerely,

Tom Knox

Executive Director

(916) 273-8886
tom knox@al | eycan. org

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/41-alisompdraft-ws-UCY CZQdgqU2wAY wiw.pdf
Original File Name: Valley CAN Aliso Canyon comment letter 3-24-16.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:05:15

No Duplicates.



Comment 39 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Michagl

Last Name: Rubio

Email Address: Michael Rubio@chevron.com
Affiliation: Chevron U.S.A, Inc

Subject: Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Impacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

Attached please find Chevron U S. A, Inc's conmments on the Draft
Ali so Canyon Methane Leak Climate Inpacts Mtigation Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/42-alisompdraft-ws-BWZUOIY yBylHcwIm.pdf
Original File Name: Chevron Comments Aliso Canyon_Final _03242016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:15:54

No Duplicates.



Comment 40 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Strela

Last Name: Cervas

Email Address: scervas@caleja.org

Affiliation: California Environmental Justice Allianc

Subject: Aliso Canyon Climate Impacts Mitigation Program Recommendations
Comment:

The California Environmental Justice Alliance submt these attached
recomendations for consideration in the Aliso Canyon Cinate
| npacts Mtigation Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/43-alisompdraft-ws-V DdcPwZtV mQLUgV k. pdf
Original File Name: CEJA Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:04:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 41 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Todd

Last Name: Campbell

Email Address: todd.campbell @cleanenergyfuels.com
Affiliation: Clean Energy

Subject: Clean Energy's Comments on ARB's Draft Aliso Canyon Mitigation Document
Comment:

Dear ARB Staff,

Pl ease accept the attached conmments on the Draft Aliso Canyon
Natural Gas Leak Mtigation proposal prepared by ARB. Thank you
for the opportunity to share our thoughts on this inportant

mat ter.

Si ncerely,

Todd R Canpbel |
Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/44-alisompdraft-ws-VWZTelJhV]EBKV VK.pdf
Original File Name: 3.24.16 Fina CE Comments on ARB Aliso Canyon Mitigation Proposal . pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:16:59

No Duplicates.



Comment 42 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Dr aft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Keilly

Last Name: Witman

Email Address: keilly@kwrms.com

Affiliation: KW Refrigerant Management Strategy

Subject: Comments on ARB's Draft Aliso Canyon Climate Impacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

These coments are related to the types of projects that should be
prioritized under Program Concentration #2: Pronoting Sustainabl e
Energy Infrastructure

The draft mitigation programstates that ‘[p]rojects in this sphere
woul d sponsor or otherw se pronote enhanced energy-efficiency
measures ... especially in the transportation, conmercial, and

resi dential sectors.

One of the quickest and nost effective ways to generate energy
efficiency benefits in the comercial sector is through refrigerant
retrofits of existing high GAP refrigerant systens to a | ower GAP
HFO refrigerant. A refrigeration systemthat uses an HFO bl end
refrigerant is about 10% | ess energy intensive than a systemthat
uses a high GAP HFC refrigerant gas.

According to the Energy Star Program an average supernmarket uses
approxi mately 2,346,000 kilowatt hours of electricity per year.
Approxi mately hal f of that consunption is due to the store’s
refrigeration system Therefore, a 10% energy efficiency

i nprovenent in that systemtranslates into a savings of al nost
120, 000 kwh per store, per year

In addition to an expected 10% energy efficiency gain that would be
achi eved by converting a supernarket refrigeration systemto use a
nore efficient refrigerant, each of these projects al so generates
an i nmedi at e greenhouse gas benefit by |l owering the direct

em ssions of the refrigerant.

Stores that currently use R-404A or R-507A, which both have a GAP
of approxi mately 4000, |eak on average about 1,000 pounds of that
refrigerant. That translates into approxi mately 4,000,000 |Ibs. or
about 1,800 netric tons of CO2 equivalent per store (the annua
electricity use of approximately 250 houses). A store that converts
its refrigeration systemto use an HFO bl end refrigerant can reduce
its direct CQ2e emnmissions to 1,300,000 |bs or 520 nmetric tons of
CQ2e (the annual electricity consunption of about 80 houses). The
greenhouse gas benefit just fromthe reduction in store refrigerant
emissions is the sanme as turning off the electricity for 170
houses.

It seems nmuch easier to retrofit a grocery store than to try to
achi eve the sane reductions through residential energy efficiency
neasures.

The average cost of a refrigerant retrofit is about $50, 000 per
store. For $1, 000,000, you could retrofit about 20 stores, which
equals a reduction in electricity demand of 2,400,000 kW per year
(about 600 tonnes of CQRe annually) and a greenhouse gas reduction
fromdirect emnmissions of 25,600 netric tons. The total reduction
for 20 stores is 26,200 tons of CQ2e - per year! Over a ten year
span, these 20 stores save 262,000 tons of CQRe!



Stores are unlikely to retrofit out of these high GAP refrigerants
voluntarily. There is no regul atory mandate that they do so. In

ot her words, all of these CQ2e benefits will not happen w t hout
fundi ng through the mitigation plan.

HFO bl end refrigerants are fairly new to the supermarket industry.
Whi |l e sone supermarkets are conducting trials on these
refrigerants, a programto fund 20 store retrofits would greatly
expand t he body of knowl edge and data available on the retrofit
process and the environnental benefits. This will help expand the
use of these refrigerants across the nation faster than would

ot herwi se be the case.

This project would yield CO2e savings i mediately. Twenty stores
can be retrofit in a 3 nonth period, which will generate benefits
much qui cker than nany other projects that m ght be funded by the
mtigation program

Refrigerants used in supernmarkets are F-gases, which are
short-lived climate forcers, so the inclusion of these projects in

the mtigation program advances California's goal of reducing these
gr eenhouse gases.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:33:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 43 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Danny

Last Name: Cullenward

Email Address: dcullenward@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Use of 20-year global warming potentials
Comment:

Pl ease see the attached PDF for our comments.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/46-alisompdraft-ws-V2VTZV 1t BWADKAU 1.pdf
Original File Name: 2016-03-24 Aliso Canyon 20-year GWPs.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:34:53

No Duplicates.



Comment 44 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: David

Last Name: Parziale

Email Address: davidparziale@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: acleaner future
Comment:

Hell o, | support the energy and research of citizens putting a tax
on unburnt nmethane and capturing nethane in dairy farns into
filters in the hopes of a nore clean future. Thank you for your
public service and happy spring.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:32:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 45 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kendra
Last Name: Daijogo
Email Address: Kendra_Daijogo@Gual coGroup.com
Affiliation: CCEEB

Subject: Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Impacts Mitigation Program
Comment:

California Council for Environnental and Econonic Bal ance (" CCEEB")
- Comments on Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate |npacts
M tigation Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists'com-attach/48-alisompdraft-ws-AWIWM 1Y yUWCAZFQL .paf
Original File Name: CCEEB FINAL AC Climate Impact Mitigation Program_March 24 2016.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:48:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 46 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Ron

Last Name: Whitehurst

Email Address: ron@rinconvitova.com
Affiliation: Rincon-Vitova Insectaries, Inc.

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Focus on Methane Tax
Comment:

What better way to redeemthe disaster at Aliso Canyon than to use
it torationalize a tax on nethane rel eased |ike that which nust
focus on that released fromcow belching at the dairies. This wll
junpstart an industry transition denonstrating to the world our

hi gh standards for pollution prevention from aninal agriculture.
The tax nust be based on the 10-20 year interval for nethane's

gl obal warm ng potential.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:50:23

No Duplicates.



Comment 47 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jim

Last Name: Stewart, PhD

Email Address: drjimstewart@gmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Use Aliso Canyon Mitigation Funds to benefit local affected areas
Comment:

Pl ease use a major fraction of the Aliso Canyon Mtigation Funds to
benefit | ocal affected areas, including areas affected by this |eak
and other conmmunities affected by So Cal Gas | eaks.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:51:57

No Duplicates.



Comment 48 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Coby

Last Name: Skye

Email Address: cskye@dpw.lacounty.gov
Affiliation: Los Angeles County Public Works

Subject: Comments on Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program
Comment:

Los Angel es County Public Wrks views the recommended approach set
by the California Air Resources Board to be reasonabl e and
effective. Public Wrks offers comments for consideration in the
attached letter.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/52-alisompdraft-ws-VjJQJgN1UISRNFI 9. pdf
Original File Name: DPW Comments on Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:48:18

No Duplicates.



Comment 49 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Johannes

Last Name: Escudero

Email Address: johannes@Rngcoalition.com
Affiliation: Coalition for Renewable Natural Gas

Subject: RNG Coalition Support for Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Mitigation Program
Comment:

On behalf of the Coalition for Renewabl e Natural Gas, please find
attached our brief comments in support of the Air Resources Board's
DRAFT Aliso Canyon Met hane Leak Clinate |Inpacts Mtigation

Program

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/53-alisompdraft-ws-WihTO1M 1BzcCW1Q3.pdf
Original File Name: RNGC Comments on Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Mitigation Plan 032416.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:47:05

No Duplicates.



Comment 50 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Edward

Last Name: Torres

Email Address: bugnet@rinconvitova.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Invest in capturing/taxing all methane emissions including from dairy cows
Comment:

| enjoy eating dairy products and do not mnd paying at nmuch as 50%
nore in order to know that what | eat is not contributing to gl obal
war nmi ng. Ask the Gas Conpany to help dairy farnmers capture the

met hane. This will show your creativity and determ nation for a
broad-based clinmate action program funded by the extrenely

profitabl e and weal thy Gas Conpany.

Attachment;
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:54:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 51 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Matt

Last Name: Petersen

Email Address. matt.petersen@lacity.org
Affiliation: LA Mayor Eric Garcetti

Subject: City of Los Angeles comments re CARB Draft Aliso Canyon Climate Mitigation Program
Comment:

O ficial cooments from Los Angel es Mayor Eric Garcetti attached for
your review.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/55-alisompdraft-ws-AGNRNIA9AjgFZV Q7. pdf

Original File Name: California Air Resources Board Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Proposal-Garcetti March
2016.pdf

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:55:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 52 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Kevin

Last Name: Townsend

Email Address; ktownsend@bluesource.com
Affiliation: Blue Source

Subject: Comments on Draft Mitigation Program
Comment:

Thank you for the opportunity to conment.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/56-alisompdraft-ws-BmJT JIAWUGUDcQIW. pdf
Original File Name: Draft Mitigation Plan_comments 032416.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:57:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 53 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Julia

Last Name: Levin

Email Address: jlevin@bioenergyca.org
Affiliation: Bioenergy Association of California

Subject: Aliso Canyon Mitigation Plan
Comment:

Pl ease find BAC s comments on the draft mtigation plan.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/57-alisompdraft-ws-AWMHY FU3V FgEY QJt.pdf
Original File Name: BAC Comments on Aliso Canyon Mitigation Plan (3.24.16).pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:59:21

No Duplicates.



Comment 54 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Christiana

Last Name: Darlington

Email Address: darlingtonlaw@gmail.com
Affiliation: Placer Air District

Subject: Aliso Canyon
Comment:

Comment s attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/58-alisompdraft-ws-B2ZcNI16V 3cKY 1IN.pdf
Original File Name: Aliso Canyon Climate Impacts Mitigation Program Comments L etter.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-24 16:46:03

No Duplicates.



Comment 55 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdraft-ws) - 1st
Wor kshop.

First Name: Jm

Last Name: Costa

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: U.S. House of Representatives

Subject: Aliso Canyon Natural Gas Leak, Draft Mitigation Program
Comment:

See attached.

Docunent received 3/24/16 at 1:24 p.m

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/59-alisompdraft-ws-UWNdalZmWTwAKwQO. pdf
Original File Name: 2016-03-24 LTR.Costato CARB re Aliso Canyon mitigation plan.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-03-25 12:36:49

No Duplicates.



Comment 56 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Dr aft (alisompdr aft-ws) - 2nd
Wor kshop.

First Name: Timothy J.

Last Name: O’ Connor

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: Environmental Defense Fund

Subject: Comments on the Development of the Aliso Canyon Mitigation Plan
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/61-alisompdraft-ws-BmdQOIESAiI IV PAhX .pdf
Original File Name: Aliso mitigation letter EDF_NRDC - Part 2.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-04-29 10:24:31

No Duplicates.



Comment 57 for Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Dr aft (alisompdr aft-ws) - 2nd
Wor kshop.

First Name: Angelo J.

Last Name: Bellomo

Email Address: ombcomm@arb.ca.gov
Affiliation: LA County Dept. of Public Health

Subject: Draft Aliso Canyon Methane Leak Climate Impacts Mitigation Program Comments
Comment:

See attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/com-attach/62-alisompdraft-ws-Wz9VI1c+VIpRNgFz.pdf
Original File Name: DPH ARB Climate MitigationAJB.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2016-04-29 10:24:31

No Duplicates.



There are no comments posted to Aliso Canyon Mitigation Program Draft (alisompdr aft-
ws) that wer e presented during the Workshop at thistime.



