
Low-income/inequality 
• Energy and transportation costs will be even higher under all of these scenarios, hitting

those who can least afford it the hardest.
• California is in a housing crisis and working families can’t afford to live close to where

they work. Regressive policies like charging them for the miles they drive is going to
push them further into poverty.

• Folks that live in Merced and Tracy are commuting hours to the Bay Area for their work
and if any of these scenarios are chosen, they will not afford to do so whether they need
to plug in or use gas for their fuel.

• I urge this board not to make California the leader in climate change policies that hurt
low-income communities the most.

Affordability 
• There must be a better way to meet emissions goals that doesn’t only cater to those

living near the coast who:
o Don’t really need air conditioning to survive blistering summers,
o Drive Teslas with chargers in their four-car garages,
o Can afford to live close to work and easily pay higher energy costs.

• I implore this Board to think of the Central Valley farm workers in shared housing, or the
large family that shares one minivan they will drive into the ground because they cannot
afford anything else.

• These scenarios do not meet the average Californian’s reality, please go back to the
drawing board.

Inequality 
• Inequality is built into CARB’s Scoping Plan, with no consideration for low-income

communities and small businesses that will need cost-effective alternatives to follow
mandates.

• Responsible, reasonable, and affordable options need to be added to the Scoping Plan.
• The Scoping Plan is extremely out of touch with the everyday people of California.

Forcing certain cars and energy places a limit on how often and how far people can
drive.

• We should focus on lowering the cost of electricity for the average household and small
businesses in California.

Costs 
• California families’ electric costs will increase by as much as 120% by 2030, and so many

families are already behind on their utility bills as it is.
• CARB needs to go back to the drawing board. This Scoping Plan is not benefiting

California’s working-class who help drive our economy.
• California’s current poverty crisis is partially driven by transportation and energy costs.
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Super Commuters 

• Folks that live in Merced and Tracy are commuting hours to the Bay Area for their work 
and if any of these scenarios are chosen, they will not afford to do so whether they need 
to plug in or use gas for their fuel. 

• They do so because they cannot afford to live near where they work and that will not 
change given the state of California’s housing market. 

• Policies like this will push people further away from ever being able to afford NOT to 
commute hours to work or school. 

 
Infrastructure/Local Government 

• There are destructive economic consequences of acting fast to be first. Consumers and 
industries are being left behind, which slows down the goal of a healthier future.  

• These bans and mandates hold no accountability. There needs to be a diversified plan 
that doesn’t force high-cost supplies.  

• The plan is narrowly focused on one technology rather than allowing for the flexibility of 
other available lower-cost carbon options.  

• Reaching our climate goals is not a one-way path.  
 
  
Businesses 

• Small businesses are still in the process of recovery from COVID disruptions that 
included unexpected shutdowns, and chain disruption inflation of goods.  

• To meet the goals of the Scoping Plan, policymakers need to set a realistic timeframe for 
small businesses.  

• Minority businesses are not being accounted for in CARB’s Scoping Plan. Thousands of 
black and brown-owned businesses will carry the burden of the lack of affordability this 
plan presents.   

• California needs to provide more time and resources so small businesses can adapt to 
these changes.  

 
 
Energy Affordability/Grid Reliability 

• Every year millions of California residents are subject to rolling blackouts and Power 
Shutoffs.  

• California doesn’t have the adequate energy supply or the proper infrastructure to add 
more pressure to our electric grid.  

• This is going to set California back in its goal of green energy.  
• By 2030, bundled residential rates are forecasted to be approximately 40% (PG&E), 20% 

(SCE), and 70% (SDG&E) higher than normal inflation.  



• Wildfire and heatwave threats increase by the year, and our electrical grid lacks the 
capacity to withstand those threats.  

 
Energy Reliability 

• The California grid is outdated cannot support our current energy usage and the 
additional usage that is to come with this mandate.  

• The State’s energy agencies have just issued a warning that our electrical grid lacks 
sufficient capacity to keep the light on this summer and beyond if heatwaves and 
wildfire threats continue. 

• We should first ensure that we can keep the lights on.  
 
Agriculture 

• Our food security will be at risk. Farmers can’t afford energy shutdowns if they are 
forced to rely on electric vehicles and equipment.  

• Californians rely on farmers for food, and an energy shutdown will affect cooling 
systems that are needed to deliver perishable food.  

• Farmers are feeling the burden of current inflation and so are consumers. The use of all-
electric vehicles and equipment will cost more for farmers, driving up costs for 
consumers.    

• We urge CARB to reconsider its Scoping Plan to lessen the harm to growers who are 
already struggling within this state.  

 
Growers/Food Security 

• Creating a ban on the most feasible form of transportation for farmers weakens our 
food security.  

• Creating unattainable mandates squeeze out small farmers who will eventually have to 
close shop. This will create a chain reaction in farm production and output.  

• Farmers will be driven out of California due to higher production rates, and California 
will then have to rely on food produced in other states or overseas. This once again 
contributed to food inflation and insecurity.  

• California must do better for it to continue to be the breadbasket of the nation. 
 

Inequality 
• The Scoping Plan requires drivers to reduce how much they drive by 12% by 2030 when 

people are driving further and further to get to their jobs because they are completely 
priced out of affording housing near their work. 

• These scenarios simply assume that by 2030 more people will be taking busses or other 
forms of public transportation to work without any consideration for how people 
actually live and what their needs are. 

• In some scenarios, carbon neutrality in 2035 will cost California households an average 
of $80 a month in income. 

• When you are living paycheck to paycheck, that can mean the difference between 
buying diapers for your baby. 



•  I urge this Board to come back to Californians when you have more realistic scenarios. 
 
Agriculture Impacts 

• The state wants to require that agricultural energy use electrify 25% of usage by 2030 
and 75% by 2045. 

• Yet, we cannot keep the lights on and power going right now. 
• California could face a potential shortfall of 1,700-5,000 Megawatts (MW) of electricity 

during peak summer demand this year with a capacity shortfall of around 1,800 MW in 
2025, while also  

• The Public Utilities Commission has also warned that utility rates could increase 4 to 9% 
every year between now and 2025.   

• Not only does this plan add to the instability of our electricity grid for growers that are 
supposed to rely on electricity by this mandate, it will also making it more expensive for 
them to plug in. 

 
Small Business Impacts 

• Businesses need certainty to grow and invest in jobs, yet every scenario in the Scoping 
plan will have us facing an unpredictable and unreliable electric grid.  

• It seems this Board feels free to make it worse by driving up energy and transportation 
costs even higher, which is especially hard for small businesses to shoulder as we face 
high inflation and energy costs. 

• On our current path, California electricity costs will increase by as much as 120 percent 
by the end of this decade. 

• And, by your own analysis, aspects of this plan will reduce personal income by $15 
billion, making it even harder to keep our employees when it will cost them too much to 
live here.  

• Please go back to the drawing board.  


