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1. Demonstrable Reduction in GHG Emissions 1 

D.22-09-026 requires projects to demonstrate a reduction in GHG emissions.2  Six of2 

tThe six seven projects seeking an allowance are RNG fueling stations, and .  Ffor these projects, 3 

SoCalGas used the “Standard Lifecycle GHG Emission Reduction Methodology” to calculate 4 

emissions reductions from the use of RNG compared to the displaced incumbent fuel, diesel.3  5 

The methodology uses the Low Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS) credits calculation, a standardized, 6 

regulatory-approved framework for accounting for the use of low-carbon transportation fuels in 7 

California.4  All assumptions and calculation methods remain unchanged from the prior 8 

application except for an updated carbon intensity (CI) value reflecting a volume‑adjusted 9 

average biogas CNG CI of ‑186.39 gCO₂e/MJ (grams of CO₂-equivalent per megajoule), based 10 

on updated 2025 LCFS quarterly data.5 11 

For the remaining project, SoCalGas calculated GHG emissions reductions based on the 12 

estimated emissions from a natural‑gas‑fired CHP system paired with a carbon capture system, 13 

using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) GHG Reporting Program methodology 14 

for general combustion sources.6  This approach quantifies carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions using 15 

EPA specified emission factors and incorporates customer provided system characteristics and 16 

operational assumptions to estimate fuel consumption.  In addition, Southern California Edison’s 17 

(SCE) 2024 Power Content Label and the EPA’s Emissions & Generation Resource Integrated 18 

Database (eGRID) were used to estimate grid electricity GHG emissions.7,8  To estimate avoided 19 

2 D.22-09-026 at 82 (OP 2).
3 A.25-07-001, Prepared Direct Testimony of Jason Legner on behalf of SoCalGas (Chapter 2, Selected

Projects) Exhibit (Ex.) SCG-02 (Legner) at JL-2–JL-4.
4 California Air Resources Board (CARB), Low Carbon Fuel Standard, available at: 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/low-carbon-fuel-standard/about. 
5 Data derived from CARB, LCFS Quarterly Data Spreadsheet as of Q3 2025, available at: 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/classic/fuels/lcfs/dashboard/quarterlysummary/quarterlysum
mary_Q32025.xlsx.  

6 40 CFR § 98.33. 
7 Utilized SCE Default Rate’s GHG Emissions Intensity of 515 lbs. of CO2e emitted per megawatt

hour (MWh).  See California Energy Commission (CEC), 2024 Power Content Label  Southern 
California Edison Company (2024), available at: 
https://www.energy.ca.gov/filebrowser/download/9168. 

8 Utilized U.S. Grid Gross Loss of 4.2%.  See EPA, Summary Data  eGRID with 2023 Data, available 
at: https://www.epa.gov/egrid/summary data. 
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2. Consistent with California’s Climate Goals1 

The proposed projects included in this Application consist of: (1) RNG‑fueled CNG 2 

fueling infrastructure for industrial use, enabling the displacement of diesel in the hard-to-3 

decarbonize industrial transportation sector,13 and (2) high efficiency CHP engine generator sets 4 

fueled by conventional natural gas and equipped with carbon capture technology, allowing for 5 

substantial reductions in point source CO2 emissions while delivering efficient on site electricity 6 

and thermal energy.14  The project will also include the installation of PV and energy storage 7 

systems for additional GHG emissions reductions.  8 

California has established ambitious climate, energy, and air quality objectives, including 9 

those set forth in SB 32, which requires a 40% reduction in GHG emissions below 1990 levels 10 

by 2030,15 and the CARB 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (Scoping Plan), 11 

which outlines a pathway to carbon neutrality by 2045.  Together, these policies emphasize the 12 

importance of deploying a diverse portfolio of strategies—including low‑carbon fuels, carbon 13 

capture technologies, renewable generation, and energy storage technologies  to reduce 14 

emissions from industrial and other hard‑to‑decarbonize sectors.  The CARB Scoping Plan 15 

recognizes RNG and biomethane, supported through the LCFS, as well as CO2 removal 16 

solutions, including carbon capture, as effective near‑term tools for reducing emissions.16  17 

Additionally, the LCFS provides a framework for recognizing RNG used in transportation as a 18 

qualifying low-carbon fuel pathway that can achieve immediate GHG and air-quality benefits 19 

using existing natural gas infrastructure.  These projects support California’s long‑term 20 

decarbonization and energy resilience goals while remaining in compliance with all applicable 21 

regulations.  22 

13 The Transport Project, RNG-Fueled Fleets in California Mark Five Years of Carbon-Free Outcomes 
(September 3, 2025), available at: https://transportproject.org/2025/09/03/rng-fueled-fleets-in-
california-mark-five-years-of-carbon-free-outcomes/. 

14 Carbon Trail, Carbon Capture (August 20, 2024), available at: 
https://carbontrail.net/glossary/carbon capture/. 

15 SB 32 (Pavley, 2016) – California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: emissions limit, available 
at: https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB32. 

16 CARB, 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (November 16, 2022) at 190, available 
at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-12/2022-sp_1.pdf.  See also, id. at 45 (Table 1-1) 
(summarizing major climate legislation enacted since the 2017 Scoping Plan, such as Assembly Bill 
(AB) 1279 and SB 905). 
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a. Climate Benefits1 

RNG used for industrial CNG fueling is produced from waste sources, including dairy 2 

farms, landfills, and organic waste processing facilities.  When used as a substitute for diesel, 3 

RNG can reduce GHG emissions by up to 80%.17  RNG produced from waste streams that would 4 

otherwise emit methane can achieve carbon-negative intensity values under CARB’s LCFS, 5 

reflecting the significant climate benefit of capturing methane—a short-lived climate pollutant 6 

(SLCP) with a high global warming potential.18  The use of RNG for industrial fueling captures 7 

methane that would otherwise be released into the atmosphere and converts it into useful energy. 8 

These avoided methane emissions are a key factor in RNG’s low or negative CI and directly 9 

support the goals of California SB 1383 (Lara, 2016) and CARB’s SLCP Reduction Strategy, 10 

which emphasizes methane reductions and diversion of organic waste from landfills.19,2011 

One of the projects within the Application is for a natural gas fired CHP system that 12 

incorporates carbon capture technology to significantly avoid point-source CO2 emissions.  CHP 13 

systems already achieve overall efficiencies substantially higher than separate grid electricity and 14 

thermal generation;21 the inclusion of carbon capture, solar, and storage technologies provide 15 

additional GHG benefits, making these systems an important transitional strategy for reducing 16 

emissions from industrial energy demand while maintaining reliability.22  17 

17 EPA, An Overview of Renewable Natural Gas From Biogas (January 2024) at 11, available at: 
https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2024-01/lmop_rng_document.pdf. 

18 CARB, LCFS Pathway Certified Carbon Intensities, available at:  
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/lcfs-pathway-certified-carbon-intensities. 

19 CARB, SLCP Reduction Strategy (March 2017) at 58, available at: 
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-07/final_SLCP_strategy.pdf; see also CARB, LCFS 
Pathway Certified Carbon Intensities, available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/lcfs-
pathway-certified-carbon-intensities. 

20 CalRecycle, Statewide Mandatory Organic Waste Collection, available at: 
https://calrecycle.ca.gov/Organics/SLCP/collection/; see also CARB, SLCP Reduction Strategy 
(March 2017), available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2020-
07/final_SLCP_strategy.pdf. 

21    EPA, CHP Benefits, available at: https://www.epa.gov/chp/chp benefits. 
22  EPA, CHP’s Role in Decarbonization, available at: https://www.epa.gov/chp/chps role

decarbonization. 
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Supporting clean-fuel infrastructure development: The project enables broader 1 

adoption of clean-fuel technologies and supports the development of RNG 2 

production facilities.  3 

The line extension supports California’s climate goals by enabling the continued use of 4 

low-carbon transportation fuels for an existing CNG vehicle fleet.  The project facilitates the 5 

delivery of RNG for vehicle fueling, which has a significantly lower CI than conventional diesel 6 

fuel and supports GHG reduction targets established under SB 32 and the CARB Scoping Plan.30 7 

By providing localized fueling infrastructure, the project reduces the vehicle miles 8 

traveled associated with off-site refueling, improves operational efficiency for clean 9 

transportation fleets, and supports California’s transition to lower-carbon transportation 10 

solutions.  The customer estimates that the proposed compression system will reduce overall 11 

electrical energy demand for compression by approximately 10–15% compared to a traditional 12 

reciprocating-compressor-based CNG station designed for equivalent throughput.  These 13 

estimated reductions are attributable to improved compressor efficiency, reduced equipment 14 

oversizing, and optimized operating profiles aligned with actual fueling demand.  These energy-15 

reduction estimates are comparative and indicative; actual performance will depend on final 16 

operating conditions, fueling patterns, and equipment duty cycles. 17 

3. No Feasible Alternative18 

Electrification and other alternative fueling technologies were evaluated; however, they 19 

are not feasible within the scope of this project.  The project is specifically designed to support 20 

an existing CNG vehicle fleet.  Transitioning to alternative technologies would require full fleet 21 

replacement, development of new fueling infrastructure, and significant changes to fleet 22 

operations, none of which are practical or achievable under the current project objectives, 23 

timeline, or regulatory framework.  Without RNG fueling equipment, the project would be 24 

unable to effectively support current operations.  Fleet vehicles would be required to travel 25 

off-site to refuel, increasing vehicle miles traveled, operating costs, and associated emissions.  26 

Continued operation in this manner is infeasible because it would undermine fleet efficiency and 27 

30  CARB LCFS, available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/lcfs-pathway-certified-
carbon-intensities; SB 32 (Pavley, 2016), available at: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB32; see also CARB, 
2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (November 16, 2022), available at: 
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2022-12/2022-sp_1.pdf.  
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total of 11,100 MTCO2 annually, of which 87% is captured for reuse; therefore, immediate 1 

on site emissions are approximately 1,399 MTCO2 per year.  Applying SCE’s default grid 2 

emissions rate of 233.6 gCO2e/kWh,36 SoCalGas conservatively estimates annual reductions of 3 

approximately 5,519 MTCO2e from displaced grid electricity and 2,538 MTCO2e from avoided 4 

electric boiler use.  An additional 135 MTCO2e per year are avoided from displaced diesel truck 5 

deliveries.  Furthermore, in a secondary project phase, the customer plans to install a 2.5‑MW 6 

solar PV system and a 2,356 kWh energy storage system, which are expected to reduce 7 

emissions by approximately 842 and 87 metric tons of CO2e per year, respectively, relative to 8 

SCE’s grid.  Altogether, accounting for point source CO2 captured for reuse in the industrial 9 

process, avoided grid electricity generation, displacement of electric boiler operation, reduced 10 

diesel truck transportation, and planned future renewable generation and storage additions, 11 

SoCalGas estimates total net annual GHG reductions of approximately 7,722 MTCO2e. 12 

2. Consistent with California’s Climate Goals13 

This project aligns with California’s climate goals, including those outlined in SB 32, 14 

CARB’s Scoping Plan, and applicable federal and state clean air standards.  The project supports 15 

and/or aligns with these goals by: 16 

Reducing GHG emissions: The use of high efficiency CHP engine generators,17 
carbon capture repurposed for on site use, and the elimination of CO2 trucking18 
deliveries contributes to California’s GHG emissions reduction goals, aligning19 
with SB 32 and the CARB Scoping Plan.20 

Promoting air quality improvements: The use of advanced control systems21 
improves system efficiency and reduces criteria pollutant emissions, including22 
NOx and PM, supporting California’s air quality and public health objectives.23 

Advancing Technology: The project supports the advancement of carbon capture,24 
the beneficial use of CO2, and the adoption of renewable generation and storage25 
technologies26 

The proposed line extension is consistent with California’s climate goals because it 27 

directly supports a high efficiency CHP system with integrated CO2 capture, which is consistent 28 

36  Converted from SCE Default Rate’s Greenhouse Gas Emissions Intensity of 515 lbs. of CO2e emitted 
per MWh.  See California Energy Commission (CEC), 2024 Power Content Label  Southern 
California Edison Company (2024), available at: 
https://www.energy.ca.gov/filebrowser/download/9168. 
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This concludes my direct testimony. 1 



JL-23 

IV. QUALIFICATIONS1 

My name is Jason Legner, and I am the manager of Customer Clean Energy Solutions.  I2 

have a comprehensive background in clean energy solutions and utility management.  My 3 

business address is 350 S. Grand Avenue555 West Fifth Street, Los Angeles, California, 4 

9001390071 1011.  In this role, I lead several key teams, including the Rules, Tariffs, and 5 

Policies; the Self-Generation Incentive Program, which provides incentives for customer behind-6 

the-meter energy storage and renewably fueled distributed energy resources; the soon-to-launch 7 

Voluntary Renewable Natural Gas Tariff; and Clean Transportation.  The Clean Transportation 8 

team is responsible for supporting the establishment and maintenance of CNG and RNG fueling 9 

stations.  Prior to joining SoCalGas, I gained experience in both the private and public sectors, 10 

with a strong focus on strengthening California’s electric grid and advancing broader clean 11 

energy goals.  My experience includes managing and contributing to national programs aimed at 12 

reducing GHG emissions, enhancing demand response, enabling peak load shifting, and 13 

deploying distributed energy resources, including RNG and other renewable generation 14 

technologies.  I have previously prepared and submitted written testimony for consideration in a 15 

proceeding before this Commission. 16 

V. CERTIFICATION17 

I prepared, or caused to be prepared under my supervision, this testimony and the18 

supporting workpapers accompanying it.  The facts stated in this testimony are true and correct 19 

to the best of my knowledge and belief as of the date set forth below.  To the extent this 20 

testimony contains opinions or judgments, those opinions or judgments reflect my best 21 

professional judgment as of that date.  The supporting workpapers accompanying this testimony 22 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief as of that date. 23 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 24 

foregoing is true and correct. 25 

Executed on October 28July 1, 2026, in Los Angeles, California. 26 

27 
__/s/ Jason Legner 28 
__________________________________ 29 
Jason Legner 30 


