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May 21, 2008

The Honorable Jackalyne Pfannenstiel

Chair, California Energy Commission

Chair, Climate Action Team’s Land Use Subgroup

1516 Ninth Street, MS-33

Sacramento, CA 95814-5512

Re:  LUSCAT Submission to CARB Scoping Plan on Local Government, Land Use and Transportation
Dear Chairwoman Pfannenstiel:

The Regional Council of Rural Counties (RCRC) appreciates this opportunity to comment on Land Use Subgroup of the Climate Action Team (LUSCAT) Submission to CARB Scoping Plan on Local Government, Land Use and Transportation.  We appreciate the LUSCAT consideration of the comments and recommendations submitted from local government with respect to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions related to land use and transportation.   
RCRC supports the LUSCAT’s focus on identifying existing programs and developing land use planning strategies to strengthen and coordinate between federal, state, regional, and local planning processes and tools.  While promoting regional coordinated planning, the report consistently recognizes the local government land use authority throughout the draft report and includes a policy to avoid conflicting requirements or redundant processes.  When addressing regional efforts and support of urban regional blueprint plans, the report also addresses the general plan level and support of the creation of rural blueprint plans.  

RCRC supports other policies and recommendations throughout the report that will effectively address GHG emissions, including GHG emission reduction targets for land use and transportation related GHGs at the State and regional levels.  Other positive statewide planning policies identified in the report were:  
· To identify financial disincentives to GHG related local and regional planning and alternatively recommend incentives, including consideration of tax reform efforts. 

· Recognition that local government will need financial and regulatory assistance and implementation flexibility.
· To develop clear guidance and expectations for regional and local government in the form of guidelines, information, methodologies and technical resources, and consider developing a package of programs and resources targeted at rural community assistance.    

· Require policies to remove barriers to, and allows development in appropriate infill locations.  The report acknowledges that CEQA challenges are a major impediment to approving the infill housing in many communities and regions that would help to address GHG emissions.  

· That the LUSCAT does not support mandatory local climate action plans, but recommends that ARB should develop a Climate Action Plan Template to assist local government and small businesses. 
· That the ARB should base its targets and recommendations on where the greatest reductions can be achieved for the lowest cost.  
RCRC would also like to express our support of the California Sate Association of Counties (CSAC) recommendations in their comment letter dated May 21, 2008.  
RCRC thanks you for your consideration in this matter and looks forward to continuing to participate in this process in the future.  Please feel free to contact me at (916) 447-4806 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely,
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Mary Pitto

Regulatory Program Director
801 12th STREET, SUITE 600  SACRAMENTO, CA 95831  PHONE: 916-447-4806   FAX: 916-448-3154    WEB: WWW.RCRCNET.ORG

