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Part I: Carbon Reduction Program Design
1) Members of Congress have introduced numerous bills to address the wide spectrum of climate change issues. Do you think Congress should enact a program that uses carbon taxes/fees, a cap-and-trade program, or a hybrid of these two approaches? Why?

Please respond in 600 words or less.
2) Should the agriculture and forestry sectors be covered under a carbon reduction program? Why or why not?
       Please respond in 300 words or less.
3) If a cap-and-trade program is chosen, how should emission allowances be distributed? For example, should they be at no cost, auctioned, or a combination of both? How should Congress prioritize the distribution of available allowances? Should allowances for the agricultural and forestry sectors be allocated at no cost, if so, should there be a limit on the number of no-cost allowances?

Please respond in 600 words or less.
4) Should a cap-and-trade program or a carbon tax/fee program be linked to existing or emerging U.S. regional or other carbon reduction programs (i.e. RGGI or individual state programs)?  If so, which programs and why? 
      Please respond in 600 words or less.
5) If a cap-and-trade program is established, should an existing government agency regulate it or should a new agency be created? Please explain. 

      Please respond in 300 words or less.
6) If a derivatives or futures market in carbon reduction arises in the wake of the creation of a cap-and-trade program, should the Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC) continue its role as the regulator of this derivative carbon market, or should there be a different regulator? Please explain. 
             Please respond in 300 words or less.
7) Currently, derivatives of energy-based commodities can be traded through: a) highly structured instruments on regulated, transparent futures markets accessible to anybody and anyone; b) flexible instruments on lightly regulated, transparent derivative markets accessible to only major market participants, or; c) flexible instruments on unregulated, opaque over-the-counter markets accessible only to major market participants. 


Should derivatives markets in carbon reduction arising in the wake of the creation of a cap-and-
trade program also be permitted to develop under similar options as for energy-based commodities? 
 Please respond in 600 words or less.
8) Will enactment of a carbon reduction program have negative impacts for regions or populations whose welfare is of special interest to the agriculture community?  Such groups could include:  residents of rural areas; populations served by USDA nutrition programs; agricultural producers and forest landowners; or input, transportation, and processing sectors of agriculture and forest products.  

      Please respond in 600 words or less.
9) How might revenue generated under a carbon reduction program be best used to offset any negative impacts? 

       Please respond in 300 words or less.
10) Should businesses that are affected (either indirectly or directly) by higher overall costs due to a carbon reduction program receive transitional assistance? 

       Please respond in 300 words or less.
11) What role should public lands play in helping to sequester carbon and/or reduce greenhouse gas emissions?
      Please respond in 300 words or less. 

12) Should carbon prices be determined exclusively by market forces or should limits on carbon prices be established? Please explain. 

              Please respond in 600 words or less.
13) What, if any, lessons can be learned from the European Union’s Emission Trading System (ETS) or any other carbon reduction program already underway or being developed? Do any international carbon reduction programs currently exist for agriculture and forestry?
      Please respond in 600 words or less.
Part II: Carbon Reduction Program Administration and Implementation
The administration and implementation of an offset or allowance program will be a major topic during any potential climate change discussion. Please answer the following questions regarding the scale, scope, and limitations of any program as part of the larger carbon reduction debate. 
 14)  What options or combination of options would be most effective for agriculture and forestry sectors in a carbon reduction program: a voluntary offset program, bonus allowances for selected agriculture and forestry activities, or agreed upon performance standards for segments of the agriculture and forestry sectors?
Please respond in 600 words or less.
 15) Should the total number of offsets issued annually by the government be limited? If so, how much?
Please respond in 300 words or less.
 16) How should Congress prioritize the distribution of available offsets (who gets them and how much)?
     Please respond in 600 words or less.
 17) What should the criteria be for measuring (quantification, verification, and monitoring) and   accounting for the legitimacy of offsets under the program?

Please respond in 600 words or less.
 18) What should be the criteria for assessing offset projects?

     Please respond in 300 words or less.
 19) How should Congress design a system for verifying offset projects?
      Please respond in 300 words or less.
 20) Should Congress establish a standards-based approach with pre-calculated values or a project-based approach that measures field results for establishing eligible offsets under the program? 

      Please respond in 600 words or less.
 21) What should be the relationship between offsets and allowances? 

     Please respond in 600 words or less.

 22) Describe the most important factors in establishing the permanence and duration of offsets under   the program, including contract length and flexibility?
      Please respond in 300 words or less.
 23) How should Congress address existing offset projects or credits established through a voluntary market or system (e.g., the Chicago Climate Exchange or an emission registry)?
      Please respond in 600 words or less.
24) The terms "additionality" and "stackability" are often used when discussing the details of an offset program.  How should producers and forest landowners who may have been early-actors and already undertaken activities that sequester carbon or reduce greenhouse gas emissions be treated?  Should activities undertaken to reduce carbon emissions also be allowed to count towards other environmental market activities, such as water quality or wildlife habitat creation, therefore allowing landowners to "stack" credits?
     Please respond in 600 words or less.

25) How should activities that may have been paid for in part by assistance from Federal or state government programs (i.e. cost share, technical assistance) be treated?  How should those activities be treated if the practice was not specifically implemented to address carbon sequestration or greenhouse gas emission reduction?
      Please respond in 300 words or less.

26)  Should a producer be required to return revenue or be held liable if an offset project does not sequester carbon or reduce greenhouse gas emissions? How about in the event of a natural disaster or another event uncontrolled by the producer and/or landowner?

      Please respond in 300 words or less.
27) Should the protocols and procedures for the offset program be detailed in legislation, or should authority be delegated to the appropriate government agency to develop regulations? If so, which agency or agencies should be responsible for devising protocols and procedures? 
     Please respond in 300 words or less.
28) What are the obstacles faced by agricultural producers and landowners to implement practices and technologies?
      Please respond in 600 words or less.
29) Do existing conservation and forestry programs provide sufficient incentives to encourage the adoption and implementation of practices that mitigate climate change impacts, sequester carbon and/or reduce greenhouse gas emissions? If not, what might Congress consider offering as additional financial incentives and technical assistance to speed up adoption/implementation?

      Please respond in 300 words or less.
Part III: Carbon Reduction Program Additional Thoughts

Please use the next 1000 words to provide additional comments on subjects which may not be have covered by the questionnaire, such as a low-carbon fuel standard, life-cycle analysis, leakage, or biofuel incentives. 

	Please list specific types of forestry practices that should be available as offsets, and then use the terms provided to evaluate the practices. 

	Type of Practice
	Effectiveness at sequestering carbon or reducing GHG emissions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Ability to verify carbon sequestration or GHG emission reductions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Cost for agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement (High, Medium, Low)
	Capacity of agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement immediately (High, Medium, Low)

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	

	Please list specific types of practices associated with livestock operations (e.g. manure management, grazing/pastureland practices) that should be available as offsets, and then use the terms provided to evaluate the practices. 

	Type of Practice
	Effectiveness at sequestering carbon or reducing GHG emissions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Ability to verify carbon sequestration or GHG emission reductions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Cost for agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement (High, Medium, Low)
	Capacity of agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement immediately (High, Medium, Low)

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	
	

	Please list specific types of crop production practices that should be available as offsets, and then use the terms provided to evaluate the practices. 

	Type of Practice
	Effectiveness at sequestering carbon or reducing GHG emissions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Ability to verify carbon sequestration or GHG emission reductions (Excellent, Good, Moderate)
	Cost for agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement (High, Medium, Low)
	Capacity of agricultural producers and private forestland owners to implement immediately (High, Medium, Low)
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