Comment 1 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Tom

Last Name: Magdaleno

Email Address: tom_mag2001@yahoo.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Greenhouse gas emissions
Comment:

To the Cerk of the Air Resources Board,
| amwiting to express ny opposition to the proposed new rul es
regulating emissions in California. Al though | believe the science

of global warming is sound, | think the direction the board is
taking is draconian and will do nothing to solve the probl em
wor | dwi de. In ny travels outside the US| am al ways anazed they

l ack the basic environnmental controls we had 40 years ago. Money
spent there would go a lot further and it would actually inprove
the quality of life. |Instead, we get regulations that send jobs to
pl aces where they can pollute nore and nobody wi ns.

As a classic car hobbyist | was dismayed at the anmount of
difficulty I had this last year in painting one of ny classics.

It is already difficult to find the chem cals needed to practice ny
hobby. | amafraid | will not be able to practice ny hobby at al

if these new rules conme into play.

I urge you to suspend this |egislation and focus on educati ng
peopl e on proper tire inflation and on proper AC use. Many people
I know use their air conditioning all the tinme and only adjust the
tenperature control. They do not realize they are wasting gas when
ever the AC is on and when ever the defroster is on. Qher people
won't use the vent because of the snmell fromthe ducts when the AC
is turned off. These people need to be educated in the way to
prevent the snell. Turning off the AC two bl ocks before you park
your car will blow the noisture out of the ducts and prevent the
snell. Disseminating this sinple fact will save a | ot of fuel

Si ncerely,

Tom Magdal eno

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-01-13 20:43:41

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Aynov

Last Name: Tanaka

Email Address: aynov@hotmail.com
Affiliation:

Subject: ghgpv10
Comment:

| find this regulation a nassive intrusion into the lives of

citizens and an unreasonable requirenment. | do not see how
California taking this action can have any inpact on man caused
G obal Warming (assumi ng such a phenormenon even exists). Al | see

is an attenpt by the State to collect fines.

| also do not see how enforcenent will work. This is a
nmeani ngl ess action which will only drive away peopl e and busi nesses
froma State which already has too nany regul ati ons and | aws.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-01-13 21:25:07

No Duplicates.



Comment 3 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Charlene
Last Name: Saunders
Email Address: Toytac@hotmail.com

Affiliation:

Subject: ghgpv10.

Comment:

| oppose this proposal. This gives one nore opportunity for the
ASP to charge for sonething. | always inflate nmy tires to the

maxi mum r ecommended pressure.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-01-14 09:00:26

No Duplicates.



Comment 4 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Preston
Last Name: Riseling
Email Address: scottriseling@yahoo.com

Affiliation:

Subject: ghgpv10

Comment:

Lets stop this job killing prposal now California contributes |ess
than 1% of all gl obal green house gases worl dwi de. these nandates
wi Il have zero inpact on the any climte change. Al this does is

drive tax paying business to |leave our state and is a job Killer

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-01-19 20:12:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 5 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Patrick
Last Name: Patton
Email Address: insomnifrk2111@yahoo.com

Affiliation:

Subject: Reduction of Carbon Emmissions from Motor Vehicles

Comment:

In reviewi ng your research, | have cone to the realization that

CGovernent Enpl oyees and entities nmake up a mgjority of our

col l ective carbon enmitters and so, in California, create the
"overwhel mingly evident clinmate change we all fear". As such I
propose that, before we further tax the popul ace who is already
overburden wi th financial hardship, we performtwo actions:

1) Mandate a part-tine |egislative body; this would reduce the
significant carbon emm ssions generated by travel by
"representatives" by air and car to Sacranento

2) Reduce the anmpbunt of CGovernnent enployees, this will acconplish
two basic principals, reducing pollution generated by their
vehi cl es, and reduce the tax burden on the tax payers allow ng them
to invest in green technol ogy.

In short, our governnment body should set an exanple and not be
hypocritical; for instance it should fly all over the world in
private jets and then force untenable regulations on its citizens,
nor should they own shares of gas conpani es whil e proposing that
we, the citizens, pay for their ill-conceived, immoral, and

unet hical policies on us.

In short, since | know will not consider my suggestions, reach
down with both hands and pull your heads out of your butts and put
t hem on sticks.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-01 14:39:06

No Duplicates.



Comment 6 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Robert E.

Last Name: Fisher, MSW

Email Address: rbrtfis@aol.com
Affiliation: Salf

Subject: Passenger Vehicles ghgpv 10

Comment:

| SUPPORT, in particular, the LCFS passenger vehicle regulation
Shoul d climate change and gl obal warning be mtigated, the
passenger vehicle, which contributes to approxi mately 40% of
greenhose gas enissions, SHALL have to be significantly reduced,
along with power plant greenhouse gas enissions, to nmitigate

climate change, global warmi ng, glacial nmelting and extrene weat her
conditions in the world today, among ot her things.

| SUPPORT the CARB onthis issue 500%

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-02 08:03:48

No Duplicates.



Comment 7 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: John

Last Name: Cabaniss

Email Address: jcabaniss@aiam.org

Affiliation: Assoc of International Automobile Mfrs.

Subject: AIAM Comments on MV GHG Amendments 2012-2016 MY's
Comment:

Al AM comment s on notor vehicle greenhouse gas anendnents, 2012-2016
nodel vyears.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/8-carb_phase 2 _amendments comments-
~2.17.10 final.pdf

Original File Name: CARB Phase 2 Amendments Comments- 2.17.10 final.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-18 12:42:01

No Duplicates.



Comment 8 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Joyce E.

Last Name: Epps

Email Address: jeepps@state.pa.us

Affiliation: PA Dept of Environmental Protection

Subject: PA DEP comments on CARB GHG MY 2012-2016 Amendments
Comment:

Attached pl ease find the Pennsylvani a Department of Environmental
Protection's coments on CARB' s proposed anendnents to its GHG
regul ations to all ow conpliance with the proposed Nati onal Program
to count as conpliance with CARB standards for Mys 2012-2016.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/10-pa_dep _comments carb_ghg my2012-2014.pdf
Origina File Name: PA DEP Comments CARB GHG MY 2012-2014.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-23 12:22:29

No Duplicates.



Comment 9 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Don

Last Name: Heichel

Email Address; kiheidon@aim.com
Affiliation:

Subject: Anthropogenic Global Warming (AGW)
Comment:

Your text:

"Citing compelling and extraordinary air quality and other inpacts
California faces from gl obal warm ng, in 2002 the Legislature
passed and the CGovernor signed Assenbly Bill (AB) 1493.

This bill required ARB to devel op and adopt regul ations to achi eve
t he maxi num f easi bl e and cost-effective reduction of heat-trapping
greenhouse gas emi ssions from passenger notor vehicles, beginning
with the 2009 nodel year."

is WLDLY out of date and contrary to the Best Interests of the
citizens of California. The Hockey Stick tenp chart is totally
di scredited & the M deveal Warm ng now discredits AGN al anri sts
such as you Bureaucrats!!

China is now #1 in manufacturing Solar PV Panels & Wnd Turbi nes;
they do not require an Air Resources Board or AB 32 to acheive
t hi s.

You CARB Bureaucrats are driving enployers fromthis State &
creating econom ¢ havoc in our conmunities: i.e., Toyota is noving
production from Frenont, California to Texas which will kill 5,000
+- manufacturing jobs here.

Each nanufacturing job supports 7 to 10 other jobs: do the math,
get on your knees and beg enployers to tell you what's needed to
bring them back!

Answer this: what good does it do to inmport the steel for
re-building the Bay Bridge with Chinese steel ?

China's fuel is coal, creating just as much (or nore) emn ssions
than if it was produced here + fuel nust be used to ship it 6,000
mles across the Pacific Ccean. You have NO answer to this question
because your nyopic vision is focused on sone tail pi pe or

snokest ack.

My advice to ARB Bureaucrats (YOU') is to REDUCE em ssions by have
manuf acturi ng done in California.

Reduce costs to enpl oyers drastically!
Create enpl oynent, here!

Reduce your inpact on California taxpayers starting with these



em ssi ons standards.

China is the conpetition: do not nake doi ng busi ness nore
expensi ve here than they do...our unenpl oyment demands it.

O we will elect new | eaders that will give you a new focus.
Also fire Hen T. Tran!!

Attachment:

Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-24 07:01:14
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Comment 10 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Michael

Last Name: Lord

Email Address: michael.lord@tema.toyota.com
Affiliation: Toyota Motor Eng & Manufacturing NA

Subject: Toyota Comments on Proposed Amendments to New Passenger Vehicle GHG

Emission Standards
Comment:

Pl ease see attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/12-toyota comment_ghg_board item_ 2-25-10.pdf
Original File Name: Toyota Comment GHG Board Item 2-25-10.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-24 08:17:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 11 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Megan

Last Name: Norris

Email Address: megan.norris@sierraclub.org
Affiliation: Sierra Club California

Subject: California Must Lead the Nation in Adopting Strong Federal Standards for Greenhouse
GasEm
Comment:

Dear California Air Resources Board Menber

| applaud the California Air Resources Board (CARB) for setting a
hi gh national bar for greener vehicles. As CARB acts to accept
conpliance with new national standards for a clean cars program
CARB shoul d ensure that we get what we have been prom sed --

nati onal standards that deliver the equival ent reductions to
California s strong standards.

State | eadership has |lead to strong national standards that wl|l
result in large scal e greenhouse gas reductions and guarantee that
all Anmericans benefit fromcleaning up our air for our kids, save
noney at the gas punp, reduce our dependence on o0il, create new

j obs and ensure gl obal |eadership in advancing technol ogy for
greener vehicl es.

| encourage CARB to keep up the hard work and urge the Board to
nmake sure that national standards are as stringent as California's
for new vehicle nodels from 2012 to 2016. | also support CARB's
setting new standards for nodel years 2017-2025. California nust
continue being a | eader when it cones to greener vehicles.

Si ncerely,

Sierra Club California nmenbers
Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/13-sierracl ubmemberspubliccomment.xls.zip
Origina File Name: SierraClubmemberspubliccomment.xIs.zip

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-24 11:07:51

No Duplicates.



Comment 12 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Cynthia

Last Name: Williams

Email Address: cwilli96@ford.com
Affiliation: Ford Motor Company

Subject: Ford Motor Company Response to CARB 15-Day Notice to Amend GHG Standards
Comment:

Ford Motor Conpany (Ford) appreciates the opportunity to coment on
the California Air Resources Board's (CARB' s) proposed

nodi fications to section 1961.1 "G eenhouse Gas Exhaust Em ssion

St andards and Test Procedures — 2009 and Subsequent Model Passenger
Cars, Light-Duty Trucks, and Medi um Duty Vehicl es", dated January
7, 2010. Ford supports CARB's intent to permit conpliance with
California Geenhouse Gas (GHG standards based on a manufacturer's
ability to conply the Federal GHG Em ssi ons Standards.

As previously recomended in the Ford Septenber 15, 2009 and
December 9, 2009 comments on the CARB proposed amendnents, Ford

of fers the attached coments in support of the use of Federal CAFE
data to denpnstrate conpliance with the California GHG standards,
wi t h suggested regul atory | anguage changes that woul d inpl enment our
comments. W also offer coments on some areas where the proposed
regul ati ons present sone timng concerns. Ford wel cones the
opportunity to discuss this information in detail with CARB staff.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/14-ford_motor_company_15-
day_notice_comments.pdf

Original File Name: Ford Motor Company 15-day Notice Comments.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-24 11:25:17

No Duplicates.



Comment 13 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 45 Day.

First Name: Jamie

Last Name: Knapp

Email Address: jamie@jknappcommunications.com
Affiliation: Clean Cars Coalition

Subject: Clean Cars Coalition Support L etter
Comment:

Comrent s attached.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/15-2-25-10env-comments-on-acp.pdf
Origina File Name: 2-25-10Env-comments-on-A CP.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-24 12:00:39

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10). (At Hearing)

First Name: Julie

Last Name: Becker

Email Address: Non-web submitted comment
Affiliation:

Subject: Alliance
Comment:

pl ease see attached

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/16-julie.pdf
Original File Name: Julie.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-02-26 15:23:16

No Duplicates.



Comment 1 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 15-1.

First Name: Kelvin
Last Name: Johnson
Email Address: kelvin.johnson4720@yahoo.com

Affiliation:

Subject: no greenhouse gas emission

Comment:

No on this bill. W already have one in place it been working just

fine you are just tring to find nore ways to take our noney and
jobs fromus. The nore you fine our business in California, the
nore they are just going to | eave. Now | don't know where you are
from | know you are not even thinking about how to make nore noney
in California or even thinking how our kids going to make noney in
this state, they can't make noney if there's no jobs or if they
want to start a business they got to deal with all the fine you are
posi ng. Think about it if no one is working you can't get

Attachment:
Original File Name:

Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-16 18:23:28

No Duplicates.



Comment 2 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 15-1.

First Name: John

Last Name: Dodds

Email Address: jdoddsGW @sbcglobal .net
Affiliation:

Subject: Greenhouse Emissions
Comment:

A paper is available at www scribd.comcalled Gavity causes
d i mat e Changes.
http://ww. scribd. com doc/ 27343303/ Gravi ty- Causes- Cl i mat e- Change

It claims that the IPCC and GCMs FAIL to properly inplenent the
Greenhouse Effect, by

1. ignoring that the anpbunt of energy photons conming into the
Earth linmts the GHE, and

2. instead clainmng that the sinple addition of CO2 without added
energy, causes warmng in violation of the 2nd Law of
Ther nodynam cs and

3. An additional source of incomng energy in the force of gravity
and gravitational potential ennegy has been totally ignored in the
| PCC anal ysi s.

In sinple terns, Svante Arrhenius in 1896 said that in order to
get the GreenHouse warmng Effect (GHE), you nmust add an energy
photon to a greenhouse gas (GHG which del ays the photon's
transport to space by a few nanosonds thus causi ng nore warmn ng
The GHE results in about 11% (32/287) of the Earths tenperature
due to the fraction of the spectrum of energy photons that can be
absorbed and rel eased a few nanseconds | ater. The | PCC however
clains that you just need to add a GHGto the air to get the

GE. (AR4, WGL, Chl, pl116). Cearly the latter is inmpossible since
you can not increase the tenperature wi tout adding an energy photon
wi thout violating the Law of Conservation of Energy.

It is claimed that the | PCC mechanismis only valid as the Earth's
at nosphere is coming up to energy equilibrium when there would
exi st sufficient excess energy to provide the GHGs with the

requi red absorbabl e photon of energy. Once the Earth reaches

equi li briumwhen all the energy coming in is equal to the energy
going out, and with both the Water Vapor and CO2 absorbtion spectra
saturated or absorbing 100% of the absorbabl e photons, then the
addition of any nore GHGs will not result in any nore GHE warm ng
because there are no | onger any absorbabl e photons available. This
then results in an EXCESS of the GHGs in the air. The proof is

si mpl e- When you add nore W/ to the air, as when the hum dity goes
froma "normal" 33%to 100% when it rains, there is no increase in



the GHE warm ng of the air. By the I PCC | ogic you woul d expect the
W GHE to triple from32C to 96C. This does not happen because al
of the absorbabl e photons are already in use. ie the absorbtion
spectra for W (& CO2) are saturated. This is why all of the Water
in the oceans has not become water vapor in use by the GHE. The
addition of nore GHGs just results in nore excess GHGs in the air
not nore warm ng.

The idea of excess GHGs is al so supported by the fact that

whenever the tenperature decreases, every night, every winter etc,
then the anmount of GHGs in use causing the GHE al so decreases. This
results in nore GHGs becom ng excess. Since the tenperature is
bel ow the record highs and since man has added nore CO2, then

under normal average conditions today on Earth there is excess
GHGs. If there is excess then then any increase is dictated by the
energy conming in and out, and it would use the excess first (as it
does every norning) rather than waiting until nan adds nore excess.

Now i f there is excess GHGs and no avail abl e energy, then the

| PCC/ Model s contention that nore CO2 results in nore feedback
warnming by W/, also is inpossible. due to the |lack of energy
photons. Similarly the contention that nore clouds will result in
nore positive feedbacks is also inmpossible if there are no
avai |l abl e energy photons, even while in the I ab nmore W/ cl ouds
should result in nore warm ng or posotive feedback | F THE PHOTONS
WERE AVAILABLE. Wth the invalidation of the feedback nodels, then
all derivations of forcing functions which depend on the nodel s
are also invalid.

The term nol ogy that a Greenhouse Gas "traps" an energy photon to
cause the Greenhouse Effect is incorrect and m sl eadi ng

The photon is absorbed and rel eased w thin nanoseconds as the
energi zed GHG nol ecul e collides with other air nolecul es and
returns the energy to the air. The concept that the energy is
trapped is absurd. Since the GHE actually causes about an 11%
tenperature increase or (32C/ 287C on average), then if the energy
photons were trapped for a significant period of tine, say 10
days, let alone the 50+ years of disequilibriumclainmd by Hansen
the air would have absorbed all of the energy that woul d have cone
ininasingle day (ie 11%tinmes 10 days=110% yet the dail ytenp
increase is on the order of 10 to 15 degrees C, but the increase in
the GHE only clains 0.8 degrees per century. Clearly trapping does
not happen. You do not see individual GHG nol ecul es at 900C. They
are all at air tenperature.

In sumary, the G SS/HADCRU/ | PCC nodel s are so flawed as to be
totally worthless. They fail to nodel the reality of conditions on
Earth. They mis-apply the GHE. If nore CO2 does NOT cause nore
warnming, then there is no reason to Cap or reduce eni ssions.
However as Hansen points out, the increasing tenperature data is
conpl ete enough to docunent that warning exists, the data on

i ncom ng energy , the sole source used in the nodels, has
essentially not increased since the 1960s, so there MJST be sone
ot her source of energy, eg gravity, that is causing the very real



war m ng. see the paper referenced above for further explanation.

Attachment:
Original File Name:
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-24 20:06:10
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Comment 3 for New Passenger Motor Vehicle Greenhouse Gas Emission
Standards (ghgpv10) - 15-1.

First Name: John

Last Name: Cabaniss

Email Address: jcabaniss@aiam.org
Affiliation: AIAM

Subject: AIAM Comments on 15-Day Notice for 2012-2016 MY GHG Standards
Comment:

Pl ease see attached conments fromthe Association of I|nternational
Aut onobi | e Manuf acturers.

Attachment: www.arb.ca.gov/lists/ghgpv10/20-aiam_ghg_letter to _carb_15-day_notice.pdf
Origina File Name: AIAM GHG letter to CARB 15-day notice.pdf
Date and Time Comment Was Submitted: 2010-03-26 10:47:01

No Duplicates.



