California Corporate Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program: Scope 1 and Scope 2 Emissions Draft Reporting Template
CARB Comment Letter – California Water Service
Cal Water appreciates the opportunity to comment on CARB’s Scope 1 and Scope 2 Emissions Draft Reporting Template. Cal Water’s comments based on specific questions within the California Corporate Greenhouse Gas Reporting Program: Scope 1 and Scope 2 Emissions Draft Reporting Template memo (10 October 2025), as well as specific line items, are below.
1. Disclosure by Source vs. Gas
We recommend CARB focus on disclosure by source, as the categories are readily defined under Scope 1 and Scope 2, and the data can be consolidated in mtCO2e, which is more readily comparable across companies than individual gases.
2. Organizational Boundaries
We recommend that CARB retain flexibility for reporting entities to select their organizational boundary approach, consistent with the Greenhouse Gas Protocol. The GHG Protocol’s boundary recommendations reflect the diversity of corporate structures and ensure that reporting entities can accurately represent their operations. Mandating a single approach would create unnecessary complexity and could conflict with existing global standards and calculation methodologies, increasing the reporting burden for companies already subject to multiple climate disclosure frameworks. Maintaining boundary flexibility is consistent with our prior comments to CARB, and with how companies currently approach sustainability-related disclosures under the GHG Protocol guidance.
Regarding the Template
Cal Water acknowledges that first-time reporters may find the template helpful. However, many companies with mature reporting programs already disclose emissions data in publications like sustainability reports, sustainability data publications, and CDP responses. For these entities, using the template is a duplicative logistical hurdle.
Feedback on Template Rows (based on the SB253_Draft_Scope1_2_GHG_Template published 10 October 2025)
Row 26: Cal Water recommends that CARB further define or simplify the requirement for “entities or facilities.” For example, California Water Service Group cannot disclose the thousands of facilities it operates, but a breakdown of our entities (i.e., subsidiaries), consistent with other reporting (e.g., 10-K), is practical.
Row 55-57: Can CARB please clarify its request for detailed purchased steam data? Indirect emissions are more likely to stem from electricity for many companies.
Row 61: Please clarify the guidance for Scope 1 combustion biogenic CO2 emissions. Is this detailed breakdown specifically targeting bio-based fuel (e.g., renewable diesel) combustion? Biogenic CO2 is reported outside of Scope 1 as a separate emissions category.
Row 62: We recommend CARB consider a free-text rather than a dropdown menu to allow greater flexibility in emissions factor reporting.
