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Significance Threshold Proposal Worksheet

	
	Proposal
	Discussion
	Conclusion

	
	No GHG Significance Threshold
	Pros: 
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	
	Zero GHG Significance Threshold
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	1.1
	Non-Zero: Uniform Percentage-based Reduction from BAU
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	1.2
	Non-Zero: Uniform Percentage-based Reduction from New Development
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	1.3
	Non-Zero: Uniform Percentage-based Reduction by Economic Sector
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	1.4
	Non-Zero: Uniform Percentage-based Reduction by Region
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.1
	Non-Zero: Decision Tree Approach
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.2
	Non-Zero: Quantitative Based on Market Capture (i.e., 90% of projects)
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.3
	Non-Zero: CARB reporting threshold (e.g., 25,000 MT CO2eq/yr)
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.4
	Non-Zero: Ratio Criteria Pollutant Threshold to Inventory for that Pollutant 
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.5
	Non-Zero: Unit-based Based on Market Capture (i.e., 90% residential, etc.)
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.6
	Non-Zero: Projects of Statewide, Regional, or Areawide Significance
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	2.7
	Non-Zero: Efficiency-based Thresholds
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	
	Correlate with established criteria pollutant significance threshold
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	

	
	Efficiency must exceed some percent, any est. efficiency standard
	Pros:
	

	
	
	Cons:
	


(e:/CEQA/greenhousegases/ghgsigthrsh/mtg1-april30/worksheet.doc)
