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SB 535 Workshop:
Participant Preparatory Packet

Dear participant:

Thank you for registering for the SB 535 Workshop: Investment Justice and the Greenhouse 
Gas Reduction Fund. As we approach the event date of March 21st, we share with you this 
preparatory guide. 

With billions of dollars expected for the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (the Fund), California 
has a tremendous opportunity to make smart investments that will maximize environmental, 
public health, and economic co-benefits while combatting climate change. As you know, SB 535 
(de Leόn) requires that at least 25 percent of the moneys in the Fund go to projects that benefit 
disadvantaged communities.

The workshop will support and inform the State’s planning and implementation of strategic 
investments from the Fund to maximize benefits in and with disadvantaged communities.  

Again, we thank you for being part of this important conversation. 

Sincerely,

Your collaborators at the UCLA Luskin Center for Innovation
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I. YOUR ROLE 

The format for your breakout sessions is roundable group discussion. Each participant is 
essentially a speaker. As such, participants will provide input to:

1. Help advance criteria and metrics for guiding strategic investment decisions from the 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund in, with, and for disadvantaged communities. The 
metrics could also be used for tracking results of the investments. 

2. Review and begin to assess programs based on those criteria and metrics. Explain the 
rationale behind the ratings, including citing sources when feasible. Identify what is known 
and unknown (gap data) about estimated and actual program performance.*

3. Make specific recommendations for how the programs can be most beneficial to 
disadvantaged communities. 

*The task forces are asked to provide an explanation for their ratings and as feasible to cite the 
information source and/or otherwise justify the rating. To do so, participants are encouraged 
to come to the workshop having thought about the background literature relevant to their 
particular area of focus.  
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 II. AGENDA

8:30 A.M. - 9:00 A.M.  CONTINENTAL BREAKFAST AND REGISTRATION

9:00 A.M. - 9:15 A.M.  WELCOME AND OPENING REMARKS
J.R. DeShazo - Director, UCLA Luskin Center for Innovation

9:15 A.M. - 9:30 A.M.  HISTORY OF SB 535 AND THE SB 535 COALITION
Bill Magavern - Policy Director, Coalition for Clean Air 
Mari Rose Taruc - State Organizing Director, Asian Pacific Environmental Network

9:30 A.M. - 9:45 A.M.  UPCOMING OPPORTUNITIES AND PROCESS
Cara Horowitz - Executive Director, Emmett Center on Climate Change and the  Environment 

at UCLA School of Law (Introduction)
Clifford Rechtschaffen - Senior Advisor, Office of Governor Brown

9:45 A.M. - 10:15 A.M.  CROSS-CUTTING CRITERIA AND METRICS
Manuel Pastor - Professor and Director, USC Program for Environmental and Regional Equity
Vien Truong - Director of Environmental Equity, The Greenlining Institute 

10:15 A.M. - 10:30 A.M.  BREAK

10:30 A.M. - 12:30 P.M.  CONCURRENT BREAK-OUT SESSIONS (See pages 5-6)

This will include presentations from:

Sustainable Communities Strategies and Implementation
David Giongco - Transportation Engineer, California Transportation Commission 
Linda M. Wheaton - Assistant Director for Intergovernmental Affairs,

California Department of Housing and Community Development

Low-Carbon Freight Transport
Matthew Botill - Manager, Climate Change Programs Group, California Air Resources Board

Zero-Emission Passenger Transportation
Edie Chang - Deputy Executive Officer, California Air Resources Board 
Rob Oglesby - Executive Director, California Energy Commission

Energy Efficiency and Residential Weatherization
Catherine J.K. Sandoval - Commissioner, California Public Utilities Commission
Jason Wimbley - Acting Chief Deputy Director, California Department of Community

Services and Development
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Clean Renewable Energy
Stanley Greschner - Vice President, Government Relations, GRID Alternatives
Michael Kadish - Executive Director, GRID Alternatives LA Region 
Laura Williams - Program Manager, California Center for Sustainable Energy

Community Greening and Forests
John Melvin - State Urban Forester, California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

12:30 P.M. - 1:30 P.M.  LUNCH 
Marybelle Nzegwu - Staff Attorney, Public Advocates Inc. (Introduction)
Honorable Senator Ricardo Lara (Lunch Keynote)
Charles Lee - Deputy Associate Assistant Administrator for Environmental Justice,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (Federal Perspective)

1:30 P.M. - 3:00 P.M.  BREAK-OUT SESSIONS CONTINUED

3:00 P.M. - 3:15 P.M.  BREAK

3:15 P.M. - 3:30 P.M.  KEYNOTE ADDRESS
Joseph K. Lyou - President and CEO, Coalition for Clean Air (Introduction)
Honorable Senator Kevin de Leόn

3:30 P.M. - 4:30 P.M.  GROUP REPORT-OUTS AND DISCUSSION
Colleen Callahan - Deputy Director, UCLA Luskin Center for Innovation (Moderator)

4:30 P.M. - 5:20 P.M.  PLENARY OF GOVERNMENT AGENCY LEADERS
Bill Magavern - Policy Director, Coalition for Clean Air (Moderator)
Hector De La Torre - Board Member, California Air Resources Board
Arsenio Mataka - Assistant Secretary for Environmental Justice and Tribal Affairs,

California Environmental Protection Agency
Chief Ken Pimlott - Director, California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
Catherine J.K. Sandoval - Commissioner, California Public Utilities Commission
Linda M. Wheaton - Assistant Director for Intergovernmental Affairs,

California Department of Housing and Community Development

5:20 P.M. - 5:30 P.M.  CLOSING REMARKS
J.R. DeShazo - Director, UCLA Luskin Center for Innovation

5:30 P.M. - 6:00 P.M.  WINE RECEPTION WITH HORS D’OEUVRES
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III. WORK PLAN OVERVIEW

Each participant will be in a group as part of a break-out session organized by investment 
sector. Unless pre-approved by event organizers, please remain with your group for all 5 of 
the following steps:

1. INTRODUCTIONS AND GROUP ROLES
(10:30 A.M. – 10:45 A.M.)

Each  group member will provide a self-introduction. Members will also volunteer for roles 
such as reporter, data manager, and timekeeper.  

2. REVIEW PROGRAM SCOPE
(10:45 A.M. – 11:30 A.M.)

First, you will hear presentations about one or two existing programs within your investment 
sector. Then the group will discuss these and other existing programs within your sector 
that are included in the current Cap-and-Trade Auction Proceeds Investment Plan (for 
details see matrix sheet provided in your break-out session). The intent is to collectively 
understand how the programs work and how disadvantaged communities can  benefit. 

Next, your group will identify whether or not there are any critical programs not  listed in 
the current Investment Plan that perhaps should be eligible for future funding cycles. As a 
reminder, the workshop seeks to inform the full length of the Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Fund, rather than focusing on the current budget year.

3. ADVANCE INVESTMENT CRITERIA AND METRICS
(11:30 A.M. – 12:30 P.M.)

Your group will review and refine evaluative criteria and propose  performance metrics. The 
criteria and metrics should be broad enough to apply to all programs in your investment 
sector. Metrics should also ideally have an existing data source and/or methodology to 
allow for quantification or at least qualification. See the Appendix for more information. 

4. APPLY THE CRITERIA AND METRICS TO PROGRAMS
(1:30 P.M. – 2:15 P.M.)

Your same will apply previously discussed criteria and metrics to begin to assess existing 
programs. Fill out the matrix sheet (provided in break-out session), including a descriptive 
rationale for each rating. The intent of this exercise is two-fold: 1) to ground truth the 
criteria and metrics, allowing for further refinement, and 2) to reveal what is known and 
unknown (i.e. data gaps) about estimated and actual program performance.   

5. MAKE SPECIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION
(2:15 P.M. – 3:00 P.M.)

Your group will recommend how the programs could be most beneficial to disadvantaged 
communities, in a way that can be reported and tracked per the performance metrics.
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IV. PROGRAM REVIEW 

The 6 invesment sector-oriented break-out sessions are listed in bold (below). Your group’s 
session will first identify how programs within your investment sector benefit disadvantaged 
communities. The initial focus will be programs in the current Investment Plan pertaining to 
the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, as summarized below. Next, your group will identify 
whether there are any program or program elements mising from the current Investment 
Plan that perhaps should be included in future funding cycles. 

Sustainable Communities Strategies Implementation 
Page B-4 and B-5 of the Investment Plan

1. Intercity Rail Program (California Transportation Commission/Caltrans)
2. High-Speed Rail Program (High Speed Rail Authority)
3. State Transit Assistance Program (Caltrans) 
4. Active Transportation Program (Caltrans)

Transportation Alternatives Program  
Bicycle Transportation Account
Safe Routes to School 

5. Transit Oriented Development Housing Program (CA Dept. of Housing & Community 
Development)

6. Sustainable Communities Planning Grant & incentive Program (Strategic Growth 
Council)  

Low-Carbon Freight Transport 
Page B-7 of the Investment Plan

7. AB 118 Air Quality Improvement Program (CA Air Resources Board), including the 
California Hybrid and Zero-Emission Truck and Bus Voucher Incentive Program 

8. AB 118 Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program (CA Energy 
Commission)

Zero-Emission Passenger Transportation  
Page B-7 of the Investment Plan

9. AB 118 Air Quality Improvement Program (CA Air Resources Board), including the 
Enhanced Fleet Modernization Program and the Clean Vehicle Rebate Project

10. AB 118 Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program (CA Energy 
Commission), including the Infrastructure and Workforce Development components 

Energy Efficiency and Residential Weatherization 
Page B-8 of the Investment Plan

11. Weatherization Assistance Program for low-income households and the Low-
Income Home Energy Assistance Program (CA Dept. of Community Services and 
Development)

12. Energy Savings Assistance Program for low-income households (CA Public Utilities 
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Commission)
13. Energy Upgrade California (CA Public Utilities Commission, utilities, and others)

Clean Renewable Energy
Page B-8 of the Investment Plan

14. California Solar Initiative for low-income households (CA Public Utilities Commission): 
   Multifamily Affordable Solar Housing (MASH)

Single Family Affordable Solar Housing (SASH)

Community Greening and Forests 
Page B13 and 14 of the Investment Plan

15. Forest Improvement Program, Fire Protection Program; and Forest Legacy Program 
(CAL FIRE)

16. Urban Forestry and Urban Greening Grant Program (CAL FIRE)
17. Urban Greening Project Grant Programs (Strategic Growth Council/CA Natural 

Resources Agency)
18. Ecosystem Restoration Program (CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife)

V. EXPECTED EVENT OUTCOME 

After the event, UCLA Luskin Center will release a report that summarizes 
recommendations informed by the workshop. It will not necessarily represent a consensus 
among participants at the workshop. Instead, the workshop discussion will help inform the 
final report, and the participants of the workshop will be acknowledged as such. 
 
These recommendations will be shared with State decision makers to support the 
development of an analytical approach for prioritizing and implementing investments to 
maximize benefits for and with disadvantaged communities. 

The recommendations coming out of the workshop will stop short of a full suite of funding 
guidelines and a performance measurement process. However, we recommend that 
the implementing agencies set explicit standards and performance goals about quantity, 
quality and distribution that take into consideration the workshop’s recommended metrics.  
State agencies could adopt agreements that establish, for example, local/targeted hiring 
goals within disadvantaged communities and career pathways goals for programs and 
projects that receive funds from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund.  Mechanisms for 
measurement, tracking, and program evaluation will also be critical. While beyond the 
scope of the workshop, our hope is that the recommendations we do put forth related to 
prioritizing and implementing investments can be helpful to the State when establishing 
results monitoring and measuring processes.)
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VI. OTHER TOOLS

To make the process run as smoothly as possible during the workshop, we will provide the 
following:

1. Toolkit Worksheet 

At the workshop, each participant will receive a Toolkit worksheet that you  will be use to take notes. 

2. Proposed Criteria and Metrics (See Appendix B, on page 11)
 
The following Addendum proposes criteria and metrics. As a participant, you do not need to 
review these prior to the workshop. The discussion leader(s) of your breakout session will 
guide you through the discussion about them. However, some participants may find this level 
of detail helpful as you think about what you may want to bring up in your discussion group.
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VII. APPENDIX A: Principles for Ensuring Disadvantaged 
Community Benefits under SB 535

These principles are intended to guide the SB 535 funds and ensure that investments result 
in meaningful and tangible benefits for disadvantaged communities.

A. Establish a process, with indicators and metrics, for project development, 
selection and evaluation. The indicators and metrics for assessing disadvantaged 
community benefits (DCBs) should evaluate specific investments (as opposed to broad 
investment program areas as a whole). 

1. Selection and evaluation indicators will serve as a template to aid project sponsors 
as they develop proposals that will maximize DCBs.

2. Tailoring indicators to evaluate proposed investments will promote the selection 
of the best investments by distinguishing between “high scoring” and “low scoring” 
proposals in the same program area. 

3. Finally, the indicators will provide the metrics for evaluating the extent to which 
each investment actually realized the DCBs that it was intended to provide.

B. Proposed investments must clearly demonstrate how they will address the needs 
of the most vulnerable residents of identified disadvantaged communities.

1.  DCB indicators should be tailored to reflect the priority unmet needs residents 
of disadvantaged communities across California repeatedly identify and work to 
address in their communities. (Some common examples are listed on the next 
page.) Where possible, the indicators should be quantified, with metrics.

2. To ensure that disadvantaged communities have the flexibility to identify and meet 
their most pressing needs, a separate criterion should be included for an investment 
that addresses an unmet need that has been identified as a high priority in an 
inclusive process led by disadvantaged community residents and groups.

3. The links between project design and benefit provided must be clearly articulated. 
Strategies that will be utilized to maximize benefits should be identified.

C. The DCBs of the proposed investment must significantly outweigh its adverse 
impacts on the disadvantaged community.

1. An adverse impact includes the degree to which the investment would impede 
one or more DCB indicators. Adverse impacts also include other potential harmful 
effects of investments, such as displacement.

2. Total net benefits over harms should exceed some minimum threshold.
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D. Relationship of the location of an investment to its benefits to a disadvantaged 
community.

1. The location of a project or investment in a disadvantaged community does not 
necessarily provide a benefit to that community. Nor does it guarantee that its 
benefits to that community outweigh its harmful impacts. For instance, care must be 
taken to ensure that the benefits of otherwise beneficial investments are not reduced 
by locating them in proximity to harm. (E.g., bike and pedestrian improvements on a 
truck route.)

2. The residents of disadvantaged communities should have the choice and opportunity 
to work in, travel to, and live in high-opportunity communities, and investments that 
would make that choice real should be part of a comprehensive investment strategy 
for benefiting disadvantaged communities. (E.g., affordable housing near high-
opportunity suburban job centers.)

Categories of Some Common Disadvantaged Community Benefits

Public Health/
Co-pollution benefits

1. Reduce health harms (e.g., asthma) suffered disproportionately 
by low-income residents/communities due to co-pollutants 

2. Reduce health harms (e.g., obesity) suffered disproportionately 
by low-income residents/communities due to the built 
environment (e.g., by providing active transportation 
opportunities, parks)

3. Increase community safety

Economic benefits: 
Increased family income 
and assets

1. Increase family income (e.g., targeted hiring for living wage 
jobs)

2. Increase job readiness and career opportunities (e.g., 
workforce development programs, on-the-job training)

3. Revitalize local economies (e.g., increased utilization of local 
businesses)

Economic benefits: 
Reduced family costs

1.  Rent savings (e.g., affordable housing)

2.  Transportation cost savings (e.g., free or reduced cost transit passes)

3.  Energy cost savings (e.g., weatherization, solar, etc.)
Mobility and Access to 
Opportunity

1. Improve transit service levels on systems/routes that have 
high-ridership of low-income riders

2. Bring jobs and housing closer together (e.g., affordable 
housing in transit oriented development, and in healthy, high-
opportunity neighborhoods)

Sustainable Community 
Infrastructure 

Improvements that will benefit low-income residents without 
increasing the risk that they will be displaced.

Community-identified 
Priority Needs

An investment will meet an unmet need that has been identified 
as a high priority in an inclusive process led by disadvantaged 
community residents and groups.
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VIII. APPENDIX B: PROPOSED CRITERIA AND METRICS:
GUIDANCE DOC FOR DISCUSSION LEADERS AND INTERESTED PARTICIPANTS

The criteria proposed below will be discussed at the SB 535 Investment Justice Workshop. 
The criteria are proposed because they are consistent with the laws governing investments 
from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, including SB 535. The UCLA Luskin Center, as 
informed by the SB 535 Quad leaders and other members of the event’s Advisory Committee, 
also propose example metrics, below. They are proposed as a starting point for discussion 
at the workshop. Not all of these metrics will not be included in the handout that participants 
will receive at the workshop (intent is to avoid being overly prescriptive and instead facilitate 
good ideas from participants). With that stated, the discussion leaders will have a hard copy 
of this doc that they can draw from to get ideas flowing in breakout session.

First, some key definitions as defined for the purpose of this workshop:

Criteria: The criteria encompass broad objectives that investments from the Greenhouse 
Gas Reduction Fund (the Fund) should achieve, per laws governing the Fund. Specifically, 
they are evaluative criteria that could be used to guide revenue allocation. 

Metrics:  The metrics have two related purposes. First and foremost, metrics should 
operationalize the evaluative criteria. As such, they are more detailed than the criteria and 
designed to rate investment options. Second, the performance metrics should be applicable 
for tracking outcomes associated with the investments. Metrics should be broad enough to 
apply to all investment sectors or at least all programs within an investment sector. 

Role of Participants: In breakout session, the discussion leader(s) will guide participants/
group members through a discussion about criteria and metrics. The group will have the 
opportunity to refine the proposed criteria. Group members could also propose other criteria. 
In addition, the group will propose metrics. Finally, the group will apply the criteria and metrics 
to begin to rate some investment options within their investment sector. 

*Criteria are numbered in bold while the metrics are differentiated alphabetically.

Criteria for GHG Reduction Fund Investments Targeting Disadvantaged Communities:

1) Investments eligible under the program will have co-benefits in disadvantaged 
communities (DACs).1

a) Contributes to environmental benefits in DACs. Articulate the nature of the 
environmental benefit in DACs: 

i) Reduces toxic air pollution in DACs. (Metric: Quantify and/or rate as H,M,L 
Specify whether the pollution reduction in DAC is mostly direct or indirect)

ii) Reduces criteria pollution in DACs. (Metric: Quantify and/or rate as H,M,L. 
Specify whether the pollution reduction in DAC is mostly direct or indirect)

iii) Other environmental benefits for residents of DACs, including reducing water 
pollution, conserving natural resources, etc. Specify the nature of the benefit. 
(Metric: H,M,L. Specify whether the pollution reduction in DACs is mostly direct 

1SB 535 places priority on co-benefits specifically for disadvantaged communities. 
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or indirect)

b) Contributes to public health benefit in disadvantaged communities. Articulate the 
nature of the public health benefit:
 
i) Public health outcomes associated with pollution reduction. Explain. (Metric: H,M,L)

ii) Other public health benefits, such as cardio and obesity prevention benefits of 
active transportation and/or mental health benefits of avoiding displacement, 
etc. Explain. (Metric: H,M,L)

c) Provides economic benefit to low-income households to reduce poverty in DACs. 
Articulate the nature of how the program strengthens economic vitality and livability:

i) Results in direct financial benefit to residents of DACs.  Explain. (Metric: H,M,L)  

ii) Results in employment benefits in residents of DACs:

- Articulate the job creation benefits that will flow to residents of DACs.  
(Metric:  Quantify and/or rate as H,M,L) 

- Articulate the quality of these jobs, including their wages, benefits and long-
term career trajectories. (Metric: H,M,L. Also state whether the job benefits are 
direct, indirect or induced)

- Articulate how the proposed investment will ensure that those job benefits 
are targeted to low-income residents of disadvantaged communities. 

- Describe how training opportunities targeted at low-income residents of DACs 
lead to industry-recognized credentials and certifications to ensure work is done 
properly to meet statutory requirements. (Metric: H, M, L)

iii) Gives priority to projects that employ low-income residents of DACs, and are 
located along high quality transit lines to provide access for the workforces in 
disadvantaged communities. Explain. (Metric: H,M,L)

iv) Provides other economic benefits, such as supporting housing affordability 
and preventing displacement of low-income residents.  Explain. (Metric: H,M,L)

d) Provides other co-benefits to residents of DACs. Articulate the nature of the other co-
benefits (e.g. reduction of burdens/nuisances such as congestion, noise, etc. and/
or provision of amenities such as improved access to public green spaces, social 
capital, etc.) and how they will affect low-income residents of DACs. (Metric: H,M,L)

e) Substantially addresses an unmet need that has been identified as a high priority 
in an inclusive process led by DAC residents and groups in the DACs. Explain.

2) Costs and burdens: Investments eligible under the program provide benefits 
that outweigh burdens/costs in disadvantaged communities.2

2This criterion is set forth by the SB 535 Coalition and is applicable to meeting SB 535 requirements.
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a) Articulate the types of costs/burdens that the program could bring and its degree, 
including negative impacts that would be the opposite of those articulated for 
Criteria 1. (Metric: H,M,L)

b) Take the average categorical H, M, or L rating for criteria 3a) through 3e) and then 
compare to the H, M or L score for 4a). (Potentially the group could also create a 
numerical cost/benefit ratio. However, this would involve criteria weighting, which 
will not be a focus for your breakout session, in part given the complexity and 
judgment calls in doing so and the limited time we have at this workshop.)

3) The program facilitates investment/funding equity.3

Articulate the types of communities, businesses, and individuals that will/could benefit 
from the program and then, rate whether and to what extend: 

a) In the aggregate, the program provides for equitable geographic distribution. 
(Equitable geographic distribution is defined as proportionately prioritizing funding 
for certain disadvantaged communities in which polluting entities under the cap are 
located and/or striking a balance between the ability to reach myriad disadvantaged 
communities and targeting those most impacted and in need of the funding.) 
Explain rationale. (Metric: H,M,L depends, or unknown)

b) The program’s funding from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund does not crowd out 
funding that would have otherwise come from another source.  Instead it increases 
the total resources devoted to reducing GHGs and maximizing co-benefits in 
disadvantaged communities. Explain. (Metric:  yes, no, depends, unknown)

c) The program does/has the ability to leverage private sector investment or 
otherwise preserve public capital (such as through a lending mechanism that 
returns public capital). Explain. (Metric:  yes, no, depends, unknown)  

d) The program provides funding guidelines and outreach in many non-English 
languages to target minority and women-owned businesses and households as 
funding recipients. Explain.  
(Metric:  yes, no, depends, unknown)

e) The program prioritizes projects that demonstrate clear pathways for 
implementation to effectively utilize local partners such as municipalities, non-
profit and community-based organizations.    

General Criteria (Applicable to all GHG Reduction Fund Investments:

4) Investments eligible under the program will reduce greenhouse gas emissions.4 

3This criterion is set forth by the SB 535 Coalition and is applicable to meeting SB 535 requirements.
4This criterion is required by AB 32: the cap-and-trade auction proceeds must be spent to further the 
objectives of AB 32. These objectives include reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases that contribute 
to climate change, as well as cutting other forms of air pollution, including in disadvantaged communities.
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a) GHGs reduced per dollars spent or unknown. (Metric:  MMCOe/$)

b) Relative size of GHGs reduced by program. (Metric: quantify and/or rate as high, 
medium, low;  denoted,  H,M, L)

c) Temporal assessment:  State whether the program will:   

i)  Primarily achieve GHG reductions in the short and medium term (near-term); 

ii) or primarily achieve longer-term GHG reductions (through long term land use 
changes or the development of transformative technologies/approaches needed 
to achieve the State’s long-term GHG emission reduction goals);  

iii) or neither.  

5) Investments eligible under the program will have co-benefits for the State.5

*For metrics associated with Criteria #5, see those under Criteria #1. The difference would 
be that the metrics under #5 would be at the State level while the metrics associated with 
Criteria #1 are specific to disadvantaged communities.

A Toolkit worksheet will be handed out for participants to use when advancing these 
criteria and metrics in breakout session, and then applying them to assess programs. 

Problem Shooting:

Data about program performance will be unevenly available across the programs and metrics. 
Meaning that for some programs we know relatively a lot, while for others, little is available on 
program performance relative to the criteria and metrics.

For some metrics, it may not be possible to even use a categorical rating and qualified 
explanation because of insufficient information or too much uncertainly based on the various 
ways in which the program could be implemented. In this case, the task forces might 
instead highlight program or project elements important to maximizing benefits to and with 
disadvantaged communities.

 

5Co-benefits are prioritized as established by AB 1532, which requires that moneys in the Greenhouse 
Gas Reduction must be used not only to facilitate the achievement of reductions of GHG emissions in 
California but also complementary goals including to maximize economic, environmental and public 
health benefit. 


